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highlights

MILITARY ASSISTANCE FOR AFRICAN
COUNTRIES
Presidential determination........ e AR SRt e et 20879

BEEF RESEARCH AND INFORMATION
USDA/AMS adopts rules of practice and procedure gov-

erning proceedings; effective 6-23-76... . 25881
INSECTICIDES

EPA proposes establishment of tolerance for carbaryl_in

eggs; comments by 7-23-76....... ..o 25913

NEW ANIMAL DRUGS
HEW/FDA proposal on policy regardmg hexachioro-
phene; comments by 8-23-76... . 25911

CONSTRUCTION GRANTS

EPA proposes to incorporate value engineering as a cost
control program for wastewater treatment pro;ects, com-

ments by 7-23-76... R R e R AN sy T L b

SYNTHETIC FUELS
FEA issues ruling on inapplicability of mandatory petro-

leum allocation and price regulations. ............................ 25886
ENERGY

FPC proposes procedures for research and development

rate treatment; comments by 8-2-76.__ ... 25914

ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT
FCC adopts regulatlons on importation; effective
11-1-76 . S et B e AU

RURAL HOUSING LOANS
USDA/FmHA revises adjusted income limits for low- and
moderate-income families, effective 6-23-76___. .. 25885

PRIVACY ACT

DoD/DSA corrects preamble to final rule, effective
T o T o st oo R 5 4 o A rar e . 25897

LEGAL ASSISTANCE

Legal Services Corporation adopts regulations regarding
governing bodies of recipients; prohibited political
activities; use of funds from sources other than the
corporation (3 documents); effective 7-23-76.._. 25899-25901
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

MEETINGS—
State/AlID Voluntary Foreign Aid Advisory Committee,
7-19-76 ..o

DoD/AF Scientific Advisory Board, 6-30-76 and

7 Loa o L e e A Mmooy M) Ll 8 SO A R .. 25918
INT/NPS: Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National His-

torical Park Commission, 7=17—-76...........cc.... ... 25918
National Advisory Committee on Oceans and Atmos-

0 sy o ke i f ot S e T N N 25942
HEW/OE: Environmental Education Advisory Council,

Y (g o (B A S R S S ... 25922

Commerce: Economic Advisory Board, 8-3-76. ... 25921
DIBA: President’s Export Council, 7-13-76..... . 25919
CAB: Economic Development Administration, 7-1-76.. 25923
National Air Carrier Association, Inc., 7-8-76........ 25926
FPC: Supply-Technical Advisory Task Force-Regula-
tory aspects of substitute gas, Study Subgroup IV,
A P 4 e S e . 25940

GSA: Architectural and Engineering Services Regional
Public Advisory Panel, 7-15-76....... . . .. 25942

HEARINGS—

Joint Board for the Enroliment of Actuaries, 7-12-76.. 25914
PART II:
PHOSPHATE MANUFACTURING

EPA establishes effluent limitations and guidelines for

point source categories; effective 7-23-76 ... .. 25973
PART Il

HOUSING ASSISTANCE

HUD issues regulation and notice on allocation of funds

(2 documents); effective 6-23-76 = = .. e 25981

AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

~ Twelve agencies have agreed to a six-month trial period based on the assignment of two days a week begin-
ning February 9 and ending August 6 (See 41 FR 5453). The participating agencies and the days assigned are as

follows:

Monday Tuesday I Wednesday | Thursday | Friday
NRC USDA/ASCS ] NRC | USDA/ASCS
DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHIS | DOT/COAST GUARD ) USDA/APHIS
DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS i e DOT/NHTSA | USDA/FNS
DOT/FAA USDA/REA R DOT/FAA 1 USDA/REA
DOT/HMOO csc = | DOT/HMOO | csc
DOT/PSO0 LABOR | DOT/PS00 |vﬁ§o?

Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be 2 Federal holiday will be published the next work day fol-

lowing the holiday.

Comments on this trial program are invited. Comments should be submitted to the Director of the Federal
Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may
be made by dialing 202-523-5286. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240.

To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue,
dial 202-523-5022.

federal register

Phone 523~5240

Area Code 202

ei"?::"'% Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal
AL % holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (40 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 US.C,,
Ch, 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch, I). Distribution

"»,‘M.;:‘.p,,! is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

The FEpERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued
by Federal agencies, These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency.

The FEDERAL REGISTER will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for £5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable
in advance. The charge for individual copies & 76 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound,
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 20402.

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
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THE PRESIDENT

Memorandums

African countries; waiver of limi-
tations on military assistance.. 25879

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES

ACTUARIES, JOINT BOARD FOR
ENROLLMENT

Proposed Rules
Employee retirement income;
HEATINE - e e 25914

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

Notices
Meetings:
Voluntary Foreign Aid Advisory
Commitiee i e gndn 2 2us 25918

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

Rules
Beef Research and Information,
rules of practice and proce-

dures 25881

Foby U LR T L e M L 25881

Proposed Rules
Milk marketing areas:
PR RN Y S e

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
See Agricultural Marketing Serv-"

ice; Farmers Home Administra-
tion; Soil Conservation Service,

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT

Notices

Meetings:
Scientific Advisory Board-. ..

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Rules

Air taxi operators; classification
and exemption, organizational
A A O e e

Notices
Meetings:

Economic Development Admin-
istration Regional Commis~
sions

National Air Carrier Associa-

25909

25918

25889

Hearings, ete.:

Federal Express Corp. and Gen-
eral Dynamics Corp, et al_._. 25823

International Air Transport As-
soviation S o oot T inis 25925

Seattle/Portland-Japan Service
Investigation; correction.._.. 25926

Trans International Airlines,
Ine:: correction. o oo

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See also Domestic and Interna-
tional Business Administration;
National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration.

Notices
Meetings:

Economic Advisory Board...... 25921

contents

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

Rules

Conduct standards,
corrections

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT

See Air Force Department; De-
fense Supply Agency.

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY

Rules
Privacy Act; exemptions, correc-
tions

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Meetings:
President’s Export Council____

EDUCATION OFFICE

Notices
Meetings:
Environmental Education Ad-
visory Council. . _____

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Rules
Air quality implementation plans;
various States, ete.:
N A i e e s e e
North CaroluR. .. . s
Water pollution; effluent guide-
lines for certain point source

employee;

25919

25898
25899

categories:
Phosphate rock, phosphoric

acid, and sodium phosphates. 25973

Proposed Rules
Grants for construction of treat-
ment works; mandatory value
engineering
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw
agricultural commodities; tol-
erances and exemptions, ete.:
Carbaryl
Notices
Environmental statements; avail-
ability of agency comments__. 25926

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Rural housing loans and grants:
Low and moderate income fam-
ilies; adjustment of income
limits

25912

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Rules ;
Frequency allocations and radio
treaty matters:
Electronic equipment.__.______
Radio broadcast services:
Experimental, auxiliary, special
broadcast and other program
distributional services; correc-
GO SNA AT PR N e
Regulatory orders; correction.
Notices
Standard broadcast applications,
available for processing...____.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Rules
Securities of insured State non-
member banks:
Financial statements; form and
soltent -l LA gl 25888
Quarterly report form; correc-

17 {37 ¢ T ol S T S R g s e 25887
FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Petroleum allocation and price

regulations, mandatory:

Synthetic fuels processed from

oil shale, tar sands, and coal;

inapplicability . . _______. 25886
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices
Agreements filed, eic.:

Barber-Blue Sea Line Joint

BETVIO0 - e m e s e 25933

Far East Conference.._ _______ 25933
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Advanced approval of rate treat-
ment for research and develop-
ment; procedures for requests.. 25914
Notices
Meetings:
Supply - Technical Advisory

Task Force-Regulatory As-

pects of Substitute Gas______ 25940
Hearings, ete.:

Algonquin Gas Transmission

& ;T3 e s T R S S el 259317
Brown-New Hampshire, Inc__. 25934
Central Maine Power Co. (2

documents) o _____ 25938
Cities Service GasCo__ . _____.. 25934
Columbia Gas Transmission

©70) 5 & Jomin vt ST e T e e s 25938
Columbia Gulf Transmission

(5, UAMEEBENTLLL STt Y wie 25934
Columbia Gulf Transmission

Co. and Columbia Gas Trans-

MISSIon 05 o - Tl 25975
Columbia LNG Corp., et al_____ 25935
Connecticut Light and Power

Coiiidael s o o Tl 25938
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. 25935
Dishrow; R B oo e caaaiin 25936
Distrigas of Massachusetts

(o) I e E e TS L7 SO I 78 25939
El Paso Natural Gas Co______._ 25935
Estate of A. O. Phillips______._. 25939
Florida Power & Light Co._____ 25939
Getty Ofl Co. (Operator), et al_ 25939
Great Lakes Gas Transmission

(o) (P MRl - i 25935
Green Mountain Power Corp.. 25935
Haehl, Jobhn G., Jr___________. 25935

Kansas Power and Light Co._.. 25940
Kentucky West Virginia Gas

(o] e i et S S S e & 25940
Maguire, Robert B ... 25936
Marshall, Alton G- oo ecien 25933
Mississippi River Transmission

(831 0 ) 20 itk gt e SRS N S e 25936
Nushagak Electric Cooperative,

) o [ AR e R S N 25936
Southern California Edison Co. 25940
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Southern Natural Gas Co...___ 25937
Texas Eastern Transmission
(513} ¢ o J et S P e R B o 25940

Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 25941
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line

Corp (2 documents) ... 25937
Trunkline Gas CO— e e e 25941
Utah Gas Service Co_ .. ___ 25937
Utah Power & Light Co______._ 25941
Wyatt Jack M- e 25939

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Proposed Rules

Animal drugs:
Hexachlorophene ___ . _____ 25911
Human drugs:

Parenterals, large volume; good
manufacturing, processing,
packing, or holding practices;
COITOcHion o Len sl o T I EE i 5911

Notices
Recommendations concerning
mammography; correction.__._ 25921

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
Rules

Property management; office ma-
e D R R e eSSl 25899
Notices
Authority delegations; revoca-
D S e e e e S e A s 25942
Meetings:
Regional Public Advisory Panel
on Architectural and En-
gineering Services. - 25942
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Rules
Outer Continental Shelf; oil, gas,
and sulphur operations, records
inspection; geological and geo-
physical explorations. .- 25891

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See Education Office; Food and
Drug Administration.

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Housing Production and
Mortgage Credit, Office of As-
sistant Secretary; Interstate
Land Sales Registration Office.

HOUSING PRODUCTION AND MORTGAGE
CREDIT, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY

Rules
Housing assistance applications;
supplemental allocation of

funds 25981

CONTENTS

Notices

Supplemental section 8 alloca-
tions; closing date for submis-
sion ‘of Tequests. . o

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU

Proposed Rules

Enrollment of Alaskan natives;
applications, preparation and
approval of roll; correction____

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See Geological Survey; Indian Af-
fairs Bureau; Land Manage-
ment Bureau; National Park
Service.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Rules

Loss and damage claims and proc-
essing salvage: net weights for
determining losses.._. .. _.—-.

25985

25911

25906

Notices

Abandonment of railroad services,
ete.:
Chicago and North Western
Transportation Co., et al-___
Fourth section applications for

25944

oot h1o] SUN GOea  r is —T . -~ 25946
Hearing assignments (2 docu-
v s (o p e S e i L 25946
Motor carriers:
Irregular route property carri-
ers; gateway elimination.___ 25949

Temporary authority applica-

tions (2 documents) ___ 25947, 25965
Temporary authority termina-

tions 25949
Tansrfer proceedings_ ... - 25947

INTERSTATE LAND SALES
REGISTRATION OFFICE

Notices

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

DeCarlo Estates (2
T BT e e e e
Industrial Land Improvement

(6] Port e S e M SR LS 25923
University Oaks oo occeeaa 25923
LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU
Notices
Applications, ete.:
YO e e e e 25918

Call for industry nominations and
areas of interest, suitability for
Federal coal leasing; correc~

3 07s Y s e S sl g e 25918

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION
Rules

Funds; use, from other sources___ 25901

Governing bodies of recipients;
COMPOBIHON ) - e e e 25899

Political activities; prohibition___ 25900

Notices

Grants and contracts; applica-
770 oY DM el et S S e 25942

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Marine mammal permit applica-
tions, ete.:
G. Carleton Ray and Douglas
WA DR s e e 25920
Northwest Fisheries Center_.__ 25920
William A, Watkins and Wil-
liam E. Schevill (2 docu-
menNts) sl s s Sl 25920, 25921
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Notices
Meetings:
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal
National Historical Park
eommission -cacor st LS 25918

OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE, NATIONAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Notices
Meeting

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Proposed Rules

Investment advisers; general re-
quirements for papers and ap-
plications; procedures; correc-
tion

Notices

Self-regulatory organizations;

proposed rule changes:
New York Stock Exchange, Inc.

Hearings, ete.:

Carolina Wholesale Florists,

T e i b et e e
Millmaster Onyx Corp._ ...
Taxpayers Aid Society, Inc_._ ..
Viking General Corp-_— o .--_.

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

Notices

Environmental statements on wa~
tershed projects; availability,
ete.:

Lower North River, Va_._._.._..
Tallahaga Creek, Miss_..______

Wet Walnut Creek, Kans_..____
STATE DEPARTMENT

See Agency for International De-
velopment.

25917

25944

25942
25943
25944
25944

“THE FEDERAL REGISTER—WHAT IT

IS AND HOW TO USE IT”

Weekly Briefings at the Office of the

Federal Register

(For Details, See 41 FR 22997, June 8, 1976)
RESERVATIONS: BILL SHORT, 523-5282
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list of cfr parts affected in this issue

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s
issue, A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month.

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected
by documents published since the revision date of each title.

3 CFR
MEMORANDUMS
Radralog Ml [ Ses S RIS . 25879
7 CFR
e e e S S e, 25881
R0 e 25881
D e e i e G e 25885
PROPOSED RULES:

1§ I e e S A R R 25909
10 CFR
(1 3005 0 Oh 2 ey e e o e 25886
12 CFR
335 (2 documents) .. _._____ 258817, 25888
14 CFR
2 SO IR, T T e 25889
16 CFR
B e e e e 25890
17 CFR
PRrROPOSED RULES:

o Y RS S PR S Tl I 25917

18 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
b R o 25914
) £ B i S e S 25914
20 CFR
PRrROPOSED RULES:
1 ) e A SR P e 25014
21 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
e e e e R S e 25911
O e e sl A L 25911
24 CFR
B e e e el 25982
25 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
A3 s e 25911
30 CFR
R e e g L ) 25891
D E e e A e e e e 25891

32 CFR
BT g R e eSS s 25897
40 CFR
52 (2 documents_ . _____ 25888, 25899
L b 4 G O AR W SO, . e T 25974
PROPOSED RULES:
e e e R et e e i s 25912
A0 e S e 25913
41 CFR
> 415 v S S O R S ceo it 25899
45 CFR
O e I e e s e 25899
L e e B S AN T 25900
p 5 ) U o o R A R SO B B 25901
47 CFR
e s ety e et et 25902
(b I A R e s s o 25906
(S T N e 25905
49 CFR
: (0o e, L SR R Oy IS 25906
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING JUNE

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during June.

3 CFR

PROCLAMATIONS

L L e = e e 22237
2T T St S e S 24101

EXECUTIVE ORDERS:
April 26, 1859 (Revoked in part by

i I RO SR L SR 22939
July 21, 1871 (Revoked in part by .
PLO 65688) - e mo s cias 22939

11077 (Amended by EO 11922) ___ 24573
11490 (Amended by EO 11921) ____ 24293
11522 (Superseded by EO 11921) __ 24293
11556 (Superseded in part by EO
L2 % bR S s L N 24293
11643 (Amended by EO 11917) ____ 22239
11649 (Amended by EO 11916) ... 22031
11746 (Superseded by EO 11921) . 24293

Y NG e e i 22031
35 15 o L e ST e o e T L) 22239
-6 1) ¢ S PSP SRSt 22329
37 1) e e AR s SRR Sl P 23663
Vv D RO R S | e 24573
D e e S L 24689
MEMORANDUMS:

o Y 00 S [y (SO e~ 22331
R a0 e 23179
JUNe 9, 1976. o iccicnsm e 25879

5 CFR

213.._. 22549, 23667, 24107, 24692, 24975
OB B it s e s s e b e ke 22549
A i e 22549, 23667
(i 1 e S T e e B 22550
1300 e 24682
PROPOSED RULES!

1 O ARl s e T 22006

: £ SRS S e R 24610
7 CFR
e O T e A = e 24107
R o e 22333
P LR T B e R 22333
B e i e e e ey 22333
L e S S I R 22826
e e i S S g L 22923
B v e Syre st e o 24575, 24692
B e e s 23681, 24693
J1 S RS o S 23681, 24693
2. ) TS SR G 22923, 23695
.l | RS SR C SRS, S SR 22070
R e e 24694
B R s s S e o By S St 22070
LT L 22251, 23387-23389
7 Ty p B SRR e S e 22252
B e e e o e et 24975
B e i e s et e 23181
e 22550
1 e R SRR e L R 23184, 24575
O e e o et o e 22333, 23389
OB 22550, 23697, 24109, 24576

7 CFR—Continued

910 e 22826, 23697, 24697, 25881
911__._ 22827, 23698, 23929, 24697, 24698
O e e 24977
D18 S 22070, 24698
Y 22071, 23185, 24577
33 I, A 2 Sl NN > 22551
Y Y A SN e L 23186, 24577
v R OO o S R R ST SR 22071
i) et SIS N R L 24337
A1 K S M S S AR TR 24337
£ 117 b S e e e L s y e R 24337
s 11y A B S e e LT e 22072
L T S A e BRSNS o el 22923, 23930
2O SRS o S O T L BT S 25881
A 22334, 23930
p {17 S i R I T S 1B 24337
Y D e e B O G 22551
| {0 e e Sl A s 24109
3y TS b -- 25885
1824 =0 e e 22255
p 31w ) SISO 23390, 23698, 24699
23390, 23699
23392, 24700
£ T G Y e L AT 22256, 23186
101 e W Sl X5 S0 el L T 22928
PROPOSED RULES:
D e el 24385
L 9T IR T o i W 24715
% A 22832
RO e 24594
A e e e 23719
A o b R e AT s U e et 23720
'3 ) URCE R ST, ¥ e e 24382
G N e e 22568, 24716
1§V S e R S R el 22569
13 7 e S SR e S L 22075
1) e A S S e i e s 23207
D e e o Sy 22952, 25017
e A e i D 24716
1) ¢ OB SRS S e e TS 22278
7 Ve el BRI S T 25017
1], oo R B S e L S 23408
11 AU At et WS U Tt 22075
B e e e e 22084
7 P B ek, el Yl s 22569
1§11y M el i, T e D o 24382
D e N e i e 24382
D e e e e e . 24382
09D e s S LS 25909
: ({1 | S e O e S N Sl 22579
;7 {17 N N 22580, 24894
e 171y [ SR e 24137, 24717
=7 T I R S S 23410
E $: v T e T e e 23718
8 CFR
5t RO ., SRS 22556, 24338
15 PO i . e T S, L 24700
PROPOSED RULES:
D0 o e R et ) 23718
9 CFR a
¢ ¢ L L S, T S e T e 22556
e e e e e 22033, 23699
T e R S 22034, 24338
(1 ST T ISR S B 24701
] SRSy . S SR RS 23699, 24701
{1 S R e S R R 23700

9 CFR—Continued

............................ 23701
......... 23701
225517, 22929, 23700
_____________________________ 23702
_____________________________ 23714
_____________________________ 23700
__________________________ 25886
_____________________ 23931
_____________________________ 22341
______________________ 24518, 24520
24338, 24518, 24520
24110, 24518, 24520
= -~ 22341
I e e e e b e e T ke T 24521
} DT T e T N S e S 24410
L e s D BV SRR WL o 22036, 23212
PROPOSED RULES:
A s s S e R e 24188
3 % (00 IO R Tt 22591, 24188
212 - 22591, 22959, 24188, 24609
215 22591
A0 s 24410
{1} P e L A G Wyt By s 24724
11 CFR
(8 ¢ T Ge2iemn e L RPE, e (RO SO 23373
ProPOSED RULES!
LA e S R L DR R 22912
12 CFR
O e e s R e R 23931
8 L R T oo N T m L 23667
I et o ol s e e pe i 22260
R s e L S e e 22261
T e S s IR L s 24978
B e R e L b el 25887, 25888
547 I i e e e ST oy 24978
157 15 30 S T T i B = 24978
[ S O N S R s S L 24979
PROPOSED RULES:
RO o e e e s i o i 3 22592
b 7 TP SRR S NI o T 25032
B e s e et e e fa A 25035
B R e e 24914
13 CFR
b3 1)} e e AR T e AN 23373
B e o 23373
PROPOSED RULES:
3 {1 (PR e R T G St it 24915
A e 22103, 23731
p &3 I AR S S D 22847
14 CFR
73 L e i SR I AR 22044-22050,

22343, 22809, 23373-23375, 23939,
23940, 24578, 24879, 24880

i e e et e 22050,
22344, 22809, 23376, 24579-24581,
24881, 24882

(o SR SR SR E e A i 24581

3 IS e e e e e 24582

D e 22809, 23376, 24882

L A e e S D e S S 25889

55 i o SR RO U e Set 22930
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14 CFR—Continued
PROPOSED RULES!
A e e e 24607
B e e S s s 22094,
22842, 23419-23420, 239717, 24608,
24902
v 5 B, S R T Wl s 22095,
22370, 22843-22845, 23421, 24608,
24902
e e e o s Sl 22844
D e e e e it 22095, 22845
A e e N 25020
A R et C X 23978
P ¥ RO e R R LU TR 24903
1) A STt S SR R 22280
2 ff 7 B S SO A 22096
Y] TR R S i L, 24903
¥ (POt S ISR - P Y © 24903
15 CFR
(i (S R e A e R L R 22931
B i s R e i 23668
B e e PSRRI 23606
oo T S, I SR S O N 23392
OB e T 23394
PRroPOSED RULES:
G (VN R T ndt ey e 24391
16 CFR
1 e R RN S BN D by b e 22810,

22811, 23377-23379, 24341, 24342,

24582, 24583, 24979-24991
b R A e e WL i o 25890
R e e et 23186
1,3 e I s 22931
31Ty R S e T o 22931
Y00 S, 22261, 23187
PROPOSED RULES:
o P Lo O B TSRO 24416
15 e L T S P P 24724
L P oo MR o JOhAcgs 129 22593
3] e e e S 22847
< (17 P R S 22099
0, TS S " Y 22956
17 CFR
B e 24701
A o e e 22820, 24111
.7 3 £ 2 SR Y S 23668
R e e 23983, 24701
PROPOSED RULES:
O s e N 225417
P23 D R e S 24727
B i e e e 24729
2080 _sonr 22595, 22847, 22959, 23423
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reminders

(The items In this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FepErar REcIsTER users, Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal
significance. Since this 1ist is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

Treasury/CS—International traffic; amend-
ment of instruments.... ... . 21185;
5-24-76

Ports of entry; amendment.
21185; 5-24-76

Next Week's Deadlines for Comments
On Proposed Rules

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

Agricultural Marketing Service—
Handling of oranges grown in the
interior district of Florida; termina-
tion of marketing agreement and

order; comments by 7-1-76.
22569; 6-4-76

Food and Nutrition Service—

Food donation program; commodities;
comments by 7-1-76........ 23719;
6-11-76

BLIND AND OTHER SEVERELY HANDI-
CAPPED, COMMITTEE FOR THE PUR-
CHASE FROM

Workshops; central nonprofit agencies
designation; comments by 7-1-76.
21359; 5-25-76

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT

Air Force—

Funding contract overruns; Air Force
Wright Aeronautical Laboratories;
comments by 6-28-76........ 21478;

5-26-76

Engineers Corps—
Navigation regulations; comments by
21786; 5-28-76

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Energy-related authority; compliance
date extension; New York; comments

by 6-29-76............ 23979; 6-14-76
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

FM broadcast stations; table of assign-
ments; Billings, Mont.; comments by
21363; 5-25-76
FM broadcast stations; table of assign-
ments, Pinckneyville, lll.; comments
by 7-2-76........ueee... 21364; 5-25-76
FM broadcast stations; table of assign-
ments; Saegertown, Pa.; comments
by 7-2-76.............. 21365; 5-25-76
Frequency assignments; Group K chan-
nels, and certain Group C and D
channels; comments by 7-2-76.
22096; 6-1-76
Television broadcast stations; table of
assignments; Cheyenne, Okla.; com-
ments by 7-2-76.... 21366; 5-25-76
Television broadcast stations; table of
assignments; Huntsville, Ala.; com-
ments by 7-2-76.... 21367; 5-25-76
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
FPC Form 3-P; Residential, commer-
cial, etc., electric bill data for use by
Labor Statistics Bureau; comments
by 7-1-76........ .. 23723; 6-11-76

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Equal credit opportunity; proposed
amendments; comments by 6-30-76.
22592; 6-4-76

FEDERAL TRADE TSOMMISSION

Advertising and labeling of protein sup-
plements; proposed trade regulation
rule; text- correction; additions and
modifications to final notice; com-
ments by 7-2-76.... 22593; 6-4-76

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Federal property management regula-
tions; proposed travel regulations;
comments by 6-30-76 ... 20708;

5-20-76

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT
Food and Drug Administration—
Canned vegetables; mushrooms, acid-
ification; comments by 7-2-76.
18315; 5-3-76
Drug Listings Act of 1972; implemen-
tation; comments by 6-28-76.
17754; 4-28-76
Erythrocebus Patas monkey kidney
tissue culture preparations; com-

ments by 6-28-76.......... - 17930;
4-29-76
Methadone; conditions for use (2

documents); comments by 6—
28-76.... 17922, 17926; 4-29-76
Office of the Secretary—

Consolidated procedural rules for ad-
ministration and enforcement of
certain civil rights laws and au-

thorities; comments by 7-2-76.
18394; 5-3-76

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT
Federal Insurance Administration—
Proposed flood elevation determina-
tions for various localities; com-
ments by 6-30-76........ 13941-
13950; 4-1-76

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
Fish and Wildlife Service—

Endangered or threatened status;

- snails; comments by 6—-28-76.
17742; 4-28-76
Hunting; proposed opening of Big
Stone National Wildlife Refuge;
comments by 6-30-76.... 21786;

5-28-76

Sport fishing; proposed opening of
Cibola National Wildlife Refuge;
comments by 6-30-76.... 22568;

6—-4-76

LABOR DEPARTMENT
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration—

Occupational exposure to sulfur di-
oxide; corrections; comments by
6-28-76.... . 21790; 5-28-76

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE

COMMISSION

Regulation of transfer agents; comments
by 7-2-76........ ... 22597; 6-4-76
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Coast Guard—

Tank vessels, segregated ballast capa-

bility; comments by 6-30-76.
19672; 5-13-76
Federal Aviation Administration—

Airworthiness directive; Hawker Sid-
deley Aviation Ltd.; comments by
7-1-76. 22094; 6-1-76

Airworthiness directive; Pratt and
Whitney; comments by 6-30-76.

20175; 5-17-76

Federal airways; Kansas City, Mo.;

comments by 7-2-76 22845;
6-7-76

Federal airways; Nebraska, Kansas,

and North Dakota; comments by
. 22095; 6-1-76

Jet route; Butler, Mo.; comments by
7-2-76.......... .. 22845; 6-7-76

Jet routes in certain states; comments
by 7-1-76.......... 22095; 6-1-76

Federal Railroad Administration—

Railroad freight cars, initial periodic

inspection; comments by 6-30-76.
18685; 5-6-76

Regulations governing applications
under section 505(a)(1) of Rail-
road Revitalization and Regulatory
Reform Act of 1976; comments by
7-1-76.. ... ... 22222; 23423;

6-1-76; 6-10-76

Regulations governing section 511 of
the Railroad Revitalization and
Regulatory Reform Act of 1976;
comments by 7-1-76 22228;

23423; 6-1-76; 6-10-76
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration— ‘

Motor vehicle safety standards; bus
air brake systems; comments by
7-1-76 . ............ 20706; 5-20-76

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Bureau—

Distilled spirits; operational loss al-

lowance; comments by 6-28-76.
21785; 5-28-76
Internal Revenue Service—

Dividend treatment for certain distri-
butions by controlled foreign cor-
porations and limitation of the
definition of foreign base company
sales income; comments by 6-
28-76........ s 19970; 5-14-76

Merchant marine and fisheries capital
construction fund; comments by
6-28-76 20173; 5-17-76
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VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
Concurrent Federal employees’ compen-
sation and VA benefits; comments by
y 63 7 { RS S 22103; 6-1-76

Next Week's Fublic Hearings

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
Proposed exemption of napthas, gas
oils, and “‘other products” from al-
location and price regulations, Wash-
ington, D.C., 7-1 and 7-2-76.
24188; 6-15-76
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT
Food and Drug Administration—
GRAS safety review of carnauba wax
and Japan wax, Bethesda, Md.,
6-28-76............ 21499; 5-26-76
TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Internal Revenue Service—
Change of annual accounting period
for foreign corporations, Washing-
ton, D.C.,, 6-28-76.......... 20590;
5-19-76
WAGE AND PRICE STABILITY COUNCIL
Rising health care costs, New York, N.Y.,
23751; 6-11-76

Next Week's Meetings

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
Forest Service—

Northeastern Forestry Research Ad-
visory Committee, Berea, Ky.
(open), 6-30 and 7-1-76.

20726; 5-20-76
Rock Creek Advisory Committee,
Drummond, Mont. (open), 6-29-76.
21498; 5-26-76
ARTS AND HUMANITIES NATIONAL
FOUNDATION
Public Programs Panel, Washington,
D.C,, 7-1, 7-2, 7-6 thru 7-9-76 (3
documents)............ 23804; 6-11-76
CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
Massachusetts Advisory Committee,
Boston, Mass. (open), 6-30-76.
22859; 6-7-76
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
Federal Employees Pay Council, Wash-
Ington, D.C. (closed), 6-29-76.
22976; 6-8-76
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
Office of the Secretary—

Advisory Committee on Product Li-
ability, Washington, D.C. (open),
6-29-76................ 22855; 6-7-76

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
Air Force—

USAF Scientific Advisory Board, HQ
NORAD/ADCOM, Air Force Base,
Colo. (closed), 6-30-76.

23436; 6-10-76
Army Department—
Army Financial Management Advisory

Committee, Washington, D.C.
(open), 6-30 and 7-1-76.
22963; 6-8-76

REMINDERS—Continued

Navy Department—

Secretary of the Navy Oceanographic
Advisory Committee, Alexandria,
Va. (open and closed), 7-2-76.

23436; 6-10-76
Office of the Secretary—

Advisory group on electron devices,

New York, N.Y. (closed), 6-28-76.
22610; 6-4-76

Defense Science Board Task Force on

Theater Nuclear Forces R&D Re-

quirements, Washington, D.C.
(closed), 6-29, 6-30, and 7—-1-76.
22389; 6-3-76

Defense Wage Committee, Washing-
ton, D.C. (closed), 6-29-76.
22848; 6-7-76
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION
High Energy Physics Advisory Panel,
Argonne, lll. (open with restrictions),
6-29 and 6-30-76.. 23224; 6-9-76
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Effluent Standards and Water Quality
Information Advisory Committee,
Washington, D.C. (open), 6-29-76.
22863; 6-7-76
State-Federal Water Programs Advisory
Committee, Dallas, Tex., 6-30-76.
23752; 6-11-76
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
National Industry Advisory Committee,
Executive Committee, Washington,
23777; 6-11-76
Radio Technical Commission for Marine
Services, Advisory Committee for
Maritime Mobile Service, Washington,
D.C. (open), 6-29-76.......... 22132;
6-1-76
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Transmission, Distribution and Storage-
Technical Advisory Task Force—
Impact of Gas Shortage on Consum-
ers, Washington, D.C. (open),
7-1-76................ 24417; 6-16-76
FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
Washington, D.C. (closed), 7-1-76.
. 24219; 6-15-76
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration—
Continuing Education Training Review
Committee, Rockville, Md. (partially
open), 6-28 through 6-30-76.
19247; 5-11-76
Minority Advisory Committee, Rock-

ville, Md. (open), 6-28 and
6-29-76. ... 23222; 6-9-76
National Panel on Alcohol, Drug

Abuse, and Mental Health Advisory

Committee, Rockville, Md. (open),

6-30—76.............. 23222; 6-9-76
Education Office—

Equality of Educational Opportunity
National Advisory Council, Detroit,
Mich., 6-28 and 6-29-76.

23745; 6-11-76

Food and Drug Administration—

Microbiology Subcommittee of the
Diagnostic Products Advisory Com-
mittee, Silver Spring, Md. (open),
6-28 and 6-29-76... ........ 20611;
5-19-76
National Advisory Food and Drug
Committee, Rockville, Md. (open),
6-29 and 6-30-76........ .. 23223;
6-9-76
Panel on Review of Antimicrobial
Agents, Rockville, Md. (closed)

6-27-76, (open) 6-28-76.
20610; 5-19-76
Panel on Review of Dentifrices and
Dental Care Agents, Rockville, Md.
(open) 6-30-76, (closed) 7-1-76.
20611; 5-19-76
Panel on Review of Miscellaneous Ex-
ternal Drug Products, Rockville, Md.
(closed) 6-27-76, (open) 6-28-76.
20610; 5-19-76
Requirements under the 1976 Medical
Device Amendments, Atlanta, Ga.
(open), 7-2-76 . ..... 22621; 6-4-76
Requirements under the 1976 Medi-
cal Device Amendments, Chicago,
. (open), 6-28-76........ 22621;
6-4-76
Requirements under the 1976 Medi-
cal Device Amendments, Denver,
Colo. (open), 7-1-76........ 22621;
6-4-76
Requirements under the 1976 Medical
Device Amendments, Los Angeles,
Calif. (open), 6-30-76.... 22621;
6-4-76
Requirements under the 1976 Medi-
cal Device Amendments, Seattle,
Wash. (open), 6-29-76.... 22621;
6-4-76

National Institutes of Health—
Commission for the Control of Epi-
lepsy and Its Consequences, Dallas,
Tex., 6-28-76.... 23743; 6-11-76
Dental Research Institutes and Special
Programs Advisory Committee,
Bethesda, Md. (partially closed),
6-29 and 6-30-76....._ . 17953;
4-29-76
National Advisory Council on Aging,
Bethesda, Maryland (open with
restrictions), 6-28-76........ 19150;
5-10-76
President’s Cancer Panel, Bethesda,
Md., 7-2-76........ 23744; 6-11-76

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

Land Management Bureau—

Burley District Multiple Use Advisory
Board, Burley, Idaho (open),
6-29-76........... 20718; 5-20-76

Medford District Advisory Board, Med-
ford, Ore. (open), 6-29-76.

22390; 6-3-76

Rock Springs District Multiple Use
Advisory Board, Rock Springs, Wyo.
(open), 6-30-76.. 21385; 5-25-76

Vernal District Multiple Use Advisory
Board, Vernal, Utah (open), 6-29
and 6-30-76...... 20719; 5-20-76
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National Park Service—

Advisory Board on National Parks,
Historic Sites, Buildings and Monu-
ments, Recreation Subcommittee,
New York, N.Y. (open), 6-29-76.

22135; 6-1-76

Independence National Historical
Park Advisory Commission, Phila-
delphia, Pa. (open), 6-29-76.

23441; 6-10-76

Joshua Tree National Monument, Cali-
fornia Development and Manage-
ment Plans for Black Rock Canyon
Campground, workshop, Yucca
Valley, Calif. (open), 6-29-76.

22135; 6-1-76
Office of the Secretary—

Federal Metal and Nonmetal Mine

Safety Advisory Committee, Bir-

mingham, Ala. (open), 6-29
through 7-1-76................ 20602;
5-19-76

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration—

Advisory Committee to the Administra-
tor on Standards for the Adminis-
tration of Juvenile Justice, Wash-
ington, D.C. (open), 7-1 and
7-2-76............... .. 22850; 6-7-76

Alarm Committee of the Private Se-
curity Council, Canton, Ohio, 6-29
and 6-30-76...... 23732; 6-11-76

REMINDERS—Continued

LABOR DEPARTMENT
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration—

Construction Safety and Health Ad-
_visory Committee, Washington,
D.C., 6-29 and 6-30-76.

23808; 6-11-76

Standards Advisory Committee on

Agriculture, Sacramento, Calif.
(open), 6-28 through 6-30-76.
22172; 6-1-76

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
Earth Sciences Advisory Panel, Wash-

ington, D.C., 7-1 and 7-2-76.
24002; 6-14-76

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
San Diego District Advisory Council,
San Diego, Calif., 6-30-76.
23003; 6-8-76
STATE DEPARTMENT
Agency for International Development—
Engineering, Architectural and Con-
struction Industry Advisory Com-
mittee, Washington, D.C. (open),
6-30-76...... ...... 22602; 6-4-76
Office of the Secretary—
Shipping Coordinating Committee,
Washington, D.C. (open), 6-29-76.
22963; 6-8-76
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Coast Guard—
Chemical Transportation Industry Ad-

visory Committee, Washington, D.C.
(open), 6-29 and 6-30-76.
23463; 6-10-76
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration—
Highway safety program standards,
Atlanta, Ga., 6-29-76.. ... 20705;
5-20-76
Highway safety program standards;
Kansas City, Mo. (open), 7—1-76.
20705; 5-20-76
TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Comptroller of the Currency—
Banking Policies and Practices for the
Twelfth National Bank Region
Regional Advisory Committee, Vail,
Colo.,, 7-1 and 7-2-76.
23985; 6-14-76

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION

Cemeteries and Memorials Advisory
Committee, Riverside, Calif. (open),
6-28-76................ 20938; 5-21-76
Veterans Administration Wage Commit-
tee, Washington, D.C. (open with
restrictions), 7-1-76 21532;
5-26-76

List of Public Laws

Nore: No public bills which have become
law were received by the Office of the Federal
Register for inclusion in today’s Lisr or
PusLic LAws.

»
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presidential documents

Title 3—The President
Memorandum of June 9, 1976

Waiver of the Limitation of Section 33 of the Foreign Military Sales Act, as
Amended, on the Aggregate of Military Assistance Under the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, and of the Total Credits and Loans Guaranteed Under the
Foreign Military Sales Act, as Amended, for African Countries in Fiscal Year
1976

[Presidential Determination No. 76-18]
Memorandum for the Secretary of State
True Wuaire House,
Washington, June 9, 1976.

Pursuant to the authority vested in me by Section 33(b) of the Foreign Military
Sales Act, as amended, I hereby determine that the waiver of the limitations of Sec-
tion 33(a) of the Foreign Military Sales Act, as amended, for fiscal year 1976 is
important to the security of the United States.

You are requested, on my behalf, promptly to report this determination to the
Speaker of the House of Representatives and the Committee on Foreign Relations
of the Senate, as required by Law.

This determination shall be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

st R Sond

[FR Doc.76-18362 Filed 6-21-7632: 18 pm)]
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rules and requlations

REGISTER issue of each month,

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

Title 7—Agriculture

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

[Lemon Regulation 43, Amendment 1|

PART 910-—LEMONS GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA

Limitation of Handling

This regulation increases the quantity
of California-Arizona lemons that may
be shipped to fresh market during the
weekly regulation period June 13-19,
1976. The quantity that may be shipped
is increased due to improved market con-
ditions for California-Arizona lemons.
The regulation and this amendment are
issued pursuant to the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended, and Marketing Order No. 910.

(a) Findings—(1) Pursuent to the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part
910), regulating the handling of lemons
grown in California and Arizona, effec-
tive under the applicable provisions of
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-
674), and upon the basis of the recom-
mendations and information submitted
by the Lemon Administrative Committee,
established under the said amended mar-
keting agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling of
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, will
tend to effectuate the declared policy of
the act.

(2) The need for an increase in the
quantity of lemons available for han-
dling during the current week results
from changes that have taken place in
the marketing situation since the issu-
ance of Lemon Regulation 43 (41 FR
23697).

The marketing picture now indicates
that there is a greater demand for
lemons than existed when the regulation
was made effective. Therefore, in order
to provide an opportunity for handlers
to handle a sufficient volume of lemons
to fill the current market demand there-
by making a greater quantity of lemons
available to meet such increased demand,
the regulation should be amended, as
hereinafter set forth,

(3) Tt is hereby further found that it is
impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
amendment until 30 days after publica-
tion hereof in the FEpERAL REGISTER (5
U.S.C. 5563) because the time intervening
between the date when information upon
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which this amendment is based became
available and the time when this amend-
ment must become effective in order to
effectuate the declared policy of the act
is insufficient, and his amendment re-
lieves restriction on the handling of
lemons grown in California and Arizona.
(b) Order, as amended.—Paragraph
(b) (1) of §910.343 (Lemon Regulation
43 (41 FR 23697) ) is hereby amended to
read as follows: “The quantity of lemons
grown in California and Arizona which
may be handled during the period June
13, 1976 through June 19, 1976, is hereby
fixed at 285,000 cartons.”
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674),

Dated: June 17, 1976.

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

[FR Doc.76-18214 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER XI—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; MISCELLANE-
OUS COMMODITIES), DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE

PART 1260-—BEEF RESEARCH AND
INFORMATION

Rules of Practice and Procedure

The following new subpart establishes
rules of practice and procedure govern-
ing proceedings to formulate an order
under the Beef Research and Informa-
tion Act (Pub. L. 94-294, 94th Cong.,
approved May 28, 1976, 7 U.S.C. 2901-
2918).

The following subpart is added to a
new Part 1260, of Chapter XI, of Title 7
of the Code of Federal Regulations:
Subpart—Rules of Practice and Procedure Gov-

eming Proceedings to Formulate an Order
Under the Beef Research and Information Act

Sec.

1260.1 Words in the singular form.

1260.2 Definitions,

1260.3 Proposals.

12604 Requirement of bond or other se~
curlty.

12605 Reimbursement of expenses by the
Board.

1260.6  Institution of proceedings.

1260.7 Docket number.

1260.8 Judge.

12608 Motions and requests.

1260.10 Conduct of the hearing.

1260.11 Oral and written arguments.

1260.12 Certification of the transecript.

1260.13 Coples of the transcript.

1260.14 Administrator’s recommended de-~
cision.

1260.15 Submission to Secretary.

1260.16 Decision by the Secretary,

1260.17 Execution of the order,

1260.18 Filing.

Bec,

1260.18 Discussion of issues, ete,, of proceed-
ing prohibited.

1260.20 Additional documents to be filed
with hearing clerk.

1260.21 Hearing before Secretary.

AvurHORITY: Pub. L. 94-294, 94th Cong., ap-
proved May 28, 1976, 7 U.S8.C. 2001-2918.

Subpart—Rules of Practice and Procedure
Governing Proceedings to Formulate an
Order Under the Beef Research and In-
formation Act

§ 1260.1 Words in the singular form.

Words in this subpart in the singular
form shall be deemed to import the
plural, and vice versa, as the case may
demand.

§ 1260.2 Definitions.

As used in this subpart, the terms as
defined in the Act shall apply with equal
force and effect. In addition, unless the
context otherwise requires:

(a) The term “Act” means the Beef
Research and Information Act, Pub. L.
94-294, 94th Cong., approved May 28,
1976, 7 U.S.C. 2901-2918.

(b) The term “Department” means
the United States Department of Agri-
culture,

(¢} The term “Secretary” means the
Secretary of Agriculture of the United
States, or any officer or employee of the
Department to whom authority has
heretofore been delegated, or to whom
authority may hereafter be delegated,
to act in his stead.

(d) The term “administrative law
judge” or “judge” means any adminis-
trative law judge appointed pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 3105 and assigned to conduct
the hearing.

(e) The term “Administrator” means
the Administrator of the Agricultural
Marketing Service, with power to re-
delegate, or any officer or employee of
the Department to whom authority has
been delegated or may hereafter be dele-
gated to act in his stead.

(f) The term “FeperaL REGISTER”
means the publication provided for by
the Federal Register Act, approved July
26, 1935 (49 Stat. 500), and acts sup-
plementary thereto and amendatory
thereof.

(g) The term “hearing” means that
part of the proceeding which involves
the submission of evidence.

(h) The term “order” means any order
or any amendment thereto which may
be issued pursuant to the Act.

(1) The term “proceeding” means a
proceeding forming the basis on which
an order may be issued.

(j) The term “hearing clerk” means
the hearing clerk, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C.

23, 1976
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§ 1260.3 Proposals.

(a) An order may be proposed by an
organization of cattle producers or by
any other interested organization or
person, including ‘the Secretary. Any
person or organization other than ‘the
Secretary proposing an order shall file
with the Administrator a written ap-
plcation, together with a copy of the
proposal, requesting the Secretary to
hold a hearing upon the proposal. Upon
receipt of such proposil, the Adminis-
trator shall cause such investigation to
be made and such consideration thereto
to be given as, in his opinion, are war-
ranted. If the investigation and consid-
eration lead the Administrator to con-
clude that the proposed order will not
tend to effectuate the declared policy
of the Act, or that for other proper
reasons a hearing should mot be held
on the proposal, he shall deny the ap-
plication, and promptly notify the ap-
plicant of such denial, which notice shall
be accompanied by a brief statement of
the grounds for the denial.

(b) If the investigation and consid-
eration lead the Administrator to con-
clude that the proposed order will tend
to effectuate the declared policy of the
Act, or if the Secretary desires to pro-
pose an order, he shall sign and cause
to be served a notice of hearing, as
provided herein.

§ 1260.4 Reguirement of bond or other
security.

(a) Prior to the institution of proceed-
ings on an original order, there shall be
posted with the Secretary a bond or
other security, in a form acceptable to
the Secretary, in an amount which the
Secretary shall determine to be sufficient
to pay any expenses, excluding salaries,
incurred by the Government in prepara-
tion of an original order and conduct of
the referendum considering its approval.

(b) In the event that the original or-
der shall not receive the mecessary ap-
proval by referendum as required by
Section 9 of the Act, the bond or other
security shall be forfeited and the pro-
ceeds applied to reimburse the Secretary
for the expenses incurred by the Govern-
ment in the preparation of said order
and conduct of said referendum,

§ 1260.5 Reimbursement of expenses by
the Board.

The Board established by the order
shall reimburse the Secretary, from pro-
ducer assessments, for all the expenses
and expenditures, including salaries,
which the Secretary determines were in-
curred by the Government in the prep-
aration of amendments to the order and
the conduct of any referendum, includ-
ing a referendum for termination of the
order.

8 1260.6 Institution of proceedings.

(a) Filing and contents vf the motice
of hearing. The proceeding shall be in-
stituted by filing the notice of hearing
with the hearing clerk. The notice of
hearing shall contain a reference to the
authority under which the order is pro-
posed; shall define the scope of ‘the hear-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ing as specifically as may be practicable;

shall contain either the terms or sub-

stance of the proposed order or a de-
scripfion of the subjects and issues in-
volved; and shall state the time and
place of such hearing, and the place
where copies of such proposed order may
be obtained or examined. The time of
the hearing shall not be less than 15
days after the date of publication of the
notice in the FepErRAL REGISTER, &S pro-
vided herein, unless the Administrator
shall determine that an emergency exists
which requires a shorter period of notice,
in which case the period of notice shall
be that which the Administrator may
determine to be reasonable, in thé cir-
cumstances: Provided, That in the case
of hearings on amendments to an order,
the time of the hearing may be less than
15 days but shall not be less than three
days after the date of publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

{b) QGiving notice of hearing and sup~
plemental publicity. (1) The Adminis-
trator shall give or cause to be given
notice of hearing in the ~following
manner:

(i) By publication of the mnotice of
hearing in the FEDERAL REGISTER;

(il) By mailing a copy of the notice of
hearing to each producer organization
known to the Administrator to be inter-
ested therein;

(iii) By issuing & press release con-
taining the complete text or a summary
of the contents of the notice of hearing
and making the same available to such
calculated fo bring the notice to the at-
newspapers as, In his discretion, are best
tention of the persons interested therein;
and

(iv) By forwarding copies of the
notice of hearing addressed to the gov-
ernors of the 50 States of the United
States and the Mayor of the District of
Columbia.

(2) Legal notice of fhe hearing shall
be deemed to be given if notice is given
in the manner provided by subparagraph
(1) (1) of this paragraph; failure to give
notice in the manner provided in para-
graphs (b) di), ddil), and dv) of
this section shall not affect the legality
of the notice.

(¢) Record of notice and supplemental
publicity. There shall be filed with the
hearing clerk or submitted to the ad-
ministrative law judge at the hearing an
affidavit or certificate of the person giv-
ing the notice provided in paragraphs
(b) (1) @i) and (iv) of this section. In
regard to the provisions relating to mail-
ing in paragraph (b) (1) (i) of this sec-
tlon, determination by the Admin-
istrator that such provisions have been
complied with shall be filed with the
hearing clerk or submitted to the admin-
istrative law judge at the hearing. In
the alternative, if notice is not given in
the manner provided in paragraphs (b)
(1) ), i), and (iv) of this section
there shall be filed with the hearing
clerk or submitted to the administrative
law judge at the hearing a determina-
tion by the Administrator that such no-

tice is impracticable, unnecessary, or

confrary to the public interest with »
brief statement of the reasons for such
determination. Defterminations by the
Ad.minisbe o trator as herein provided shall

§ 1260.7 Docket number.

Each proceeding, immediately follow-
ing its institution, shall be assigned a
docket number by the hearing clerk and
thereafter the proceeding may be re-
ferred to by such number.

§ 1260.8 Judge.

(a) Assignment. No judge who has any
pecuniary interest in the outcome of a
proceeding shall serve as judge in such
proceeding, \

(b) Power of judge. Subject to review
by the Secretary, as provided elsewhere
in ‘this subpart, the judge in any pro-
ceeding shall have power to:

(1) Rule upon motions and requests;

(2) Change the time and place of
hearings, and adjourn the hearing from
time fo time or from place to place;

(3) Administer oaths and affirmations
and take affidavits;

(4) Examine and cross-examine wit-
nesses and receive evidence;

(5) Admit or exclude evidence;

(6) Hear oral argument on facts or
laws; and

(7) Do all acts and take all measures
necessary for the maintenance of order
at the hearings and the efficient conduct
of the proceeding.

(c) Who may act in absence of judge.
In case.of the absence of the judge or his
inability to act, the powers and duties
to be performed by him under this part
in connection with a proceeding may,
without abatement of the proceeding un-
less otherwise ordered by the Secretary,
be assigned to any other judge.

(d) Disqualification of judge. The
judge may at any time withdraw as
judge in a proceeding if he deems him-
self to be disqualified. Upon the filing by
an interested person in good faith of a
timely and sufficient affidavit of personal
bias or disqualification of a judge, the
Secretary shall determine the matter as
a part of the record and decision in the
proceeding, after making such investiga-
tion or holding such hearings, or both,
as he may deem appropriate in the
circumstances.

§ 1260.9 Motions and requests.

(a) General. (1) All motions and re-
quests shall be filed with the hearing
clerk, except that those made during the
course of the hearing may be filed with
the judge or may be stated orally and
made a part-of the transcript.

(2) Except as provided in § 1260.18(b)
such motions and requests shall be ad-
dressed. to, and ruled on by, the judge
if made prior to his certification of the
transcript pursuant to § 1260.12 or by the
Secretary if made thereafter.

(b) Certification to Secretary. The
judge may, in his discretion, submit or
certify to the Secretary for decision any
motion, request, objection, or other
question addressed to the judge.
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§1260.10 Conduct of the hearing.

() Time and place. The hearing shall
be held at the time and place fixed in the
notice of hearing, unless the judge shall
have changed the time or place, in which
event the judge shall file with the hear-
ing clerk a notice of such change, which
notice shall be given in the same man-
ner as provided in § 1260.6 (relating to
the giving of notice of the hearing):
Provided, That if the change in time or
place of hearing is made less than five
days prior to the date previously fixed
for the hearing, the judge, either in ad-
dition to or in lieu of causing the notice
of the change to be given shall announce,
or cause to be announced, the change at
the time and place previously fixed for
the hearing.

(b) Appearances. (1) Right to appear.
At the hearing, any interested person
shall be given an opporfunity to appear,
either in person or through authorized
counsel or representative, and to be heard
with respect to matters relevant and
material to the proceeding. Any inter-
ested person who desires to be heard in
person at any hearing under these rules
shall, before proceeding to testify, state
his name, address, and occupation. If any
such person is appearing through a
counsel or representative, such person or
such counsel or representative shall, be-
fore proceeding to testify or otherwise
to participate in the hearing, state for
the record the authority to act as such
counsel or representative, and the names
and addresses and occupations of such
person and such counsel or representa-
tive. Any such person or such counsel or
representative shall give such other in-
formation respecting his appearance as
the judge may request.

(2) Debarment of counsel or repre-
sentative, (i) Whenever, while a pro-
" ceeding is pending before him, the judge
finds that a person, acting as counsel or
representative for any person participat-
ing in the proceeding, is guilty of un-
ethical or unprofessional conduct, the
judge may order that such person be
precluded from further acting as counsel
or representative in such proceeding. An
appeal to the Secretary may be taken
from any such order, but the proceeding
shall not be delayed or suspended pend-
ing disposition of the appeal: Provided,
That the judge may suspend the proceed-
ing for a reasonable time for the pur-
pose of enabling the client to obtain
other counsel or representative.

(i) In case the judge has ordered that
a person be precluded from further action
as counsel or representative in the pro-
ceeding, the judge within a reasonable
time thereafter shall submit to the Sec-
retary a report of the facts and circum-
stances surrounding such order and shall
recommend what action the Secretary
should take respecting the appearance
of such counsel or representative in other
broceedings before the Secretary. There-
after the Secretary may, after notice and
an opportunity for hearing, issue such
order respecting the appearance of such
berson as counsel or representative in
proceedings before the Secretary as the
Secretary finds to be appropriate.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(8) Failure to appear. If any inter-
ested person fails to appear at the hear-
ing, he shall be deemed to have walved
the right to be heard in the proceeding.

(¢) Order of procedure. (1) The judge
shall, at the opening of the hearing prior
to the taking of testimony, have noted as
part of the record the notice of hearing
as filed with the Office of the Federal
Register and the affidavit or certificate
of the giving of notice or the determina-
tion provided for in § 1260.6(c).

(2) Evidence shall then be received
with respeet to the matiers specified in
the notice of the hearing in such order
as the judge shall announce.

(d) Epvidence. (1) General. The hear-
ing shall be publicly conducfed, and the
testimony given at the hearing shall be
reported verbatim.

(i) Every witness shall, hefore pro-
ceeding to testify, be sworn or mske
afirmation. Cross-examination shall be

permitted to the extent required for a

full and true disciosure of the facts.

(ii) When necessary, in order to pre-
vent undue prelongation of the hearing,
the judge may limit the number of times
any witness may testify to the same mat-
ter or the amount of corroborative or
cumulative evidence.

(iii) The judge shall, insofar as prac-
ticable, exclude evidence which is im-
material, irrelevant, or unduly repeti-
tious, or which is not of the sort upon
which responsible persons are ac-
customed to rely.

(2) Objections. If a party objects to
the admission or rejection of any evi-
dence or to any other ruling of the judge
during the hearing, he shall state briefly
the grounds of such objection, where-
upon an automatic exception will follow
if the objection is overruled by the judge.
The transcript shall not include argue-
ment or debate thereon except as ordered
by the judge. The ruling of the judge on
any objection shall be a part of the
transeript. Only objections made before
the judge may subsequently be relied
upon in the proceeding.

(3) “Proof and authentication of offi-
cial records or documents. An official
record or document, when admissible for
any purpose, shall be admissible as evi-
dence without the production of the per-
son who made or prepared the same.
Such record or document shall, in the
discretion of the judge, be evidenced by
an official publication thereof or by a
copy attested by the person having legal
custody thereof and accompanied by a
certificate that such person has the
custody.

(4) Ezxhibits. All written statements,
charts, tabulations, or similar data of-
fered in evidence at the hearing shall,
after identification by the proponent and
upon satisfactory showing of the au-
thenticity, relevancy, and materiality of
the contents thereof, be numbered as
exhibits and received in evidence and
made a part of the record. Such exhibits
shall be submitted in guintuplicate and
in documentary form. In case the re-
quired number of copies is not made
available, the judge shall exercise his
discretlion as to whether sald exhibits
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shall, when practicable, be read in evi-
dence or whether additional copies shall
be required to be submitted within a time
to 'be specified by the judge. If the testi-
mony of a witness refers to = statute, or
to a veport or document (including the
record of any previous hearing), the
judge, after inquiry relating to the iden-
tification of such statute, report, gr
document, shall determine whether tiie
same shall be produced at the hearing
and physically be made a part.of the evi-
dence as an exhibit, or whether it shall
be incorporated into the evidence by
reference. If relevant and material mat-
ter offered in evidence is embraced in
a report or document (including the rec-
ord of any previous hearing) containing
immaterial or irrelevant matter, such
immaterial or irrelevant matter shall be
excluded and shall be segregated insofar
as practicable, subject to the direction
of the judge.

(5) Official notice. Official notice may
be taken of such matters as are judicially
noticed by the courts of the United States
and of any other matter of technical,
scientific, or commercial fact of estab-
lished character: Provided, That inter-
ested persons shall be given adequate
notice, at the hearing or subsequent
thereto, of matters so noticed and shall
be given adequate opportunity to show
that such facts are inaccurate or are
erroneously noticed.

(8) Offer of proof. Whenever evidence
is excluded from the record, the party
offering such evidence may make an
offer of proof, which shall be included in
the transcript. The offer of proef shall
consist of a brief statement describing
the evidence to be offered. If the evidence
consists of a brief oral statement or of an
exhibit, it shall be inserted into the
transcript in toto. In such event, it shall
be considered a part of the transcript if
the Secretary decides that the judge's
ruling in excluding the evidence was
erroneous. The judge shall not allow the
insertion of such evidence in toto if the
taking of such evidence will consume a
considerable length of time at the hear-
ing. In the latter event, if the Secretary
decides that the judge erred in excluding
the evidence, and that such error was
substantial, the hearing shall be re-
opened 1o permit the taking of such
evidence.

§1260.11 Oral and written arguments,

(a) Oral argument before the judge.
Oral argument before the judge shall be
in the discretion of the judge. Such argu-
ment, when permitted, may be limited
by the judge to any extent that he finds
necessary for the expeditious disposi-
tion of the proceeding and shall be re-
duced to writing and made part of the
transeript.

(b) Briefs, proposed findings, and
conclusions. The judge shall announce at
the hearing a reasonable period of time
within which interested persons may file
with the hearing clerk proposed findings
and conclusions, and written arguments
or brlefs, based upon the evidence re-
celved at the hearing, citing, where prac-
ticable, the page or pages of the testi-
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mony where such evidence appears.
Factual material other than that ad-
duced at the hearing or subject to offi-
cial notice shall not be alluded to therein,
and, in any case, shall not be considered
in the formulation of the order. If the
person filing a brief desires the Secretary
to consider any objection made by such
person to a ruling of the judge, as pro-
vided in § 1260.10(d), he shall include
in the brief a concise statement concern-
ing each such objection, referring, where
practicable, to the pertinent pages of tha
transcript.

§ 1260.12 Certification of
cript.

The judge shall notify the hearing
clerk of the close of a hearing as soon as
possible thereafter and of the time for
filing written arguments, briefs, proposed
findings, and proposed conclusions and
shall furnish the hearing clerk with such
other information as may be necessary.
As soon as possible after the hearing,
the judge shall transmit to the hearing
clerk an original and four copies of the
transeript of the testimony and the
original and all copies of the exhibits not
already on file in the office of the hearing
clerk. He shall attach to the original
transcript of the testimony his certificate
stating that, to the best of his knowledge
and belief, the transcript is a true tran-
seript of the testimony given at the
hearing, except in such particulars as he
shall specify, and that the exhibits trans-
mitted are all the exhibits as introduced
at the hearing with such exceptions as
he shall specify. A copy of such certifi-
cate shall be attached to each of the
copies of the transcript of testimony. In
accordance with such certificate the
hearing clerk shall note upon the official
record copy, and cause to be noted on
other copies of the transcript, each cor-
rection detailed therein by adding or
crossing out (but without obscuring the
text as originally transcribed) at the ap-
propriate place any words necessary to
make the same conform to the correct
meaning, as certified by the judge. The
hearing clerk shall obtain and file certifi-
cations to the effect that such correc-
tions have been effected in copies other
than the official record copy.

§ 1260.13 Copies of the wranscript.

(a) During the period in which the
proceeding has an active status in the
Department, a copy of the transeript and
exhibits shall be kept on file in the office
of the hearing clerk where it shall be
available for examination during official
hours of business. Thereafter said tran-
seript and exhibits shall be made avail-
able by the hearing clerk for examina-
tions during official hours of business
after prior request and reasonable notice
to the hearing clerk.

(b) If a personal copy of the tran-
seript is desired, such copy may be ob-
tained upon written application filed
with the reporter and upon payment of
fees at a rate that may be agreed upon
with the reporter,

the

trans-
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§ 1260.14 Administrator’s recommend-
ed decision.

(a) Preparation, As soon as practica-
ble following the termination of the pe-
rlod allowed for the filing of written
arguments or briefs and proposed find-
ings and conclusions the Administrator
shall file with the hearing clerk a recom-
mended decision.

(b) Contents. The Administrator’s
recommended decision shall include: (1)
A preliminary statement containing a
description of the history of the proceed-
ings, a brief explanation of the material
issues of fact, law, or discretion pre-
sented on the record, and proposed find-
ings and conclusions with respect to such
issues as well as the reasons or basis
therefor; (2) a ruling upon each pro-
posed finding or conclusion submitted by
interested persons; and (3) an appro-
priate proposed order effectuating his
recommendations,

(¢) Egxceptions to recommended deci-
sion. Immediately following the filing of
his recommended decision, the Adminis-
trator shall give notice thereof and op-
portunity to file exceptions thereto by
publication in the FepeErRaL REGISTER.
Within a period of time specified in such
notice any interested person may file with
the hearing clerk exceptions to the Ad-
ministrator’s proposed order and a brief
in support of such exceptions. Such ex-
ceptions shall be in writing, shall refer,
where practicable, to the related pages
of the transcript, and may suggest appro-
priate changes in the proposed order.

(d) Omission of recommended deci-
sion. The procedure provided in this sec-
tion may be omitted only if the Secretary
finds on the basis of the record that due
and timely execution of his functions
imperatively and unaveoidably requires
such omission.

§ 1260.15 Submission to Secretary.

Upon the expiration of the period al-
lowed for filing exceptions or upon re-
quest of the Secretary, the hearing clerk
shall transmit to the Secretary the rec-
ord of the proceeding. Such record shall
include: All motions and requests filed
with the hearing clerk and rulings there-
on; the certified transcript; any proposed
findings or conclusions or written argu-
ments or briefs that may have been filed;
the Administrator’s recommended deci-
sion, if any; and such exceptions as may
have been filed.

§ 1260.16 Decision by the Seeretary,

After due consideration of the record,
the Secretary shall render a decision.
Such decision shall become a part of the
record and shall include: (a) A state-
ment of his findings and conclusions, as
well as the reasons or basis therefor, upon
all the material issues of fact, law, or dis-
cretion presented on the record; (b) a
ruling upon each proposed finding and
proposed conclusion not previously ruled
upon in the record; (¢) a ruling upon
each exception filed by interested per-
sons, and (d) either (1) denial of the

proposal to Issue an order or (2) if the
findings upon the record so warrant, an
order, the provisions of which shall be
set forth and such order shall be com-
plete except for its effective date and
any determinations to be made under
§ 1260.17: Provided, That such order shall
not be executed, issued, or made effec-
tive until and unless the Secretary deter-
mines that the requirements of § 1260.17
have been met.

€ 1260.17 Exccution of the order.

(a) Issuance of the order. The Secre-
tary shall, if he finds that it will tend
to effectuate the purpose of the Act, issue
and make effective the order which was
filed as part of his decision pursuant to
§ 1260.16: Provided, That the issuance
of such order shall have been approved
or favored by producers as required by
Section 9 of the Act.

(b) Effective date of order. No order
shall become effective in less than 30 days
after its publication in the Fepear REGIS-
TER, unless the Secretary, upon good
cause found and published with the order,
fixes an earlier effective date thereof.

(¢) Notice of issuance. After issuance
of the order, such order shall be filed
with the hearing clerk, and notice
thereof, together with notice of the ef-
fective date, shall be given by publication
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

§1260.18 Filing.

(a) Number of copies. Except as pro-
vided otherwise herein, all documents or
papers required or authorized by the
foregoing provisions hereof to be filed
with the hearing clerk shall be filed in
quintuplicate. Any documents or papers
so required or authorized to be filed with
the hearing clerk shall be filed with the
judge during the course of an oral hear-
ing

(b) Eztension of time. The time for
filing of any document or paper required
or authorized by the foregoing provisions
to be filed may be extended by the judge
(before the record is certified by the
judge) or by the Administrator (after
the record is so certified by the judge but
bhefore it is transmitted to the Secretary)
upon request filed, and if, in the judg-
ment of the judge, Administrator, or the
Secretary, as the case may be, there is
good reason for the extension. All rul-
ings made pursuant to this paragraph
shall be filed with the hearing clerk.

(c) Effective date of filing. Any docu-
ment or paper required or authorized by
the foregoing provisions to be filed shall
be deemed to be filed when it is post-
marked or, if otherwise delivered, when
it is received by the hearing clerk.

(d) Computation of time. Sundays
and Federal holidays shall be included in
computing the time allowed for the filing
of any document or paper: Provided,
That when such time expires on a Sun-
day or a Federal holiday, such period
shall be extended to include the next fol-
lowing business day.
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§ 1260. 19 Discussion of issues, ete., of
proceeding prohibited

Except as may be previded otherwise
in this subpart, no officer er employee of
the Department shall, following the close
of the hearing in an order proceeding
and prior to the issuance of an order,
discuss the issues, merits, or evidence in-
volved in the proceeding with any person
interested in the result of the proceed-
ing or with any representative of such
person: Provided, however, That the
provisions of this section shall not pre-
clude an officer or employee who has
been duly assigned to, or who has super-
vision over, a proceeding from discussion
with interested persons or their repre-
sentatives matters of procedure in con-
nection with such proceeding. Insofar as
the provisions of this section are in-
consistent with the provisions of Reg-
ulation 1544 of the publication entitled
“Regulations of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture,” the provisions of this sec~
tion shall prevail.

§ 1260.20 Additional documents to be
filed with hearing clerk.

In addition to the documents or papers
required or authorized by the foregoing
provisions of this subpart to be filed
with the hearing clerk, the hearing clerk
shall receive for filing and shall have
custody of all papers, reports, records,
orders, and other documents which re-
late to the administration of any order
and which the Secretary is reguired to
issue or to approve.

§ 1260.21 Hearing before Secretary.

The Secretary may act in the place
and stead of a judge in any proceeding
herein. When he so acts, the hearing
clerk shall transmit the record to the
Secretary at the expiration of the period
provided for the filing of proposed find-
ings of fact, conclusions, and orders, and
the Secretary shall thereupon, after due
consideration of the record, issue his final
decision in the proceeding: Provided,
That he may issue a tentative decision
in which event the parties shall be af-
forded an opportunity to file exceptions
before the issuance of the final decision.

Effective date: This subpart shall be-
come effective on June 23, 1976.

Dated: June 17, 1976.

RicHARD L. FELTNER,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18271 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER XVIII—FARMERS HOME ADMIN-
TISJSEANON. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL-

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS AND GRANTS
PRIMARILY FOR REAL ESTATE PURPOSES

[FmHA Instruction 444.1]

PART 1822—RURAL HOUSING LOANS
AND GRANTS

Income Limits for the Pacific Islands and
American Samoa

Section 501 of the Housing and Com-
munity Development Act of 1974 revised
section 501 of the Housing Act of 1949 to
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add, as an area to be served by the Farm-
ers Home Administration (FmHA), the
territories and possessions of the United
States and the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands. To further clarify the
implementation of this authority, the
FmHA is revising Exhibits C and D of
Subpart A of Part 1822, Chapter XVIII,
Title 7 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions (39 FR 45005; 40 FR 28463; 40
FR 51621) . Exhibit C lists the maximum
adjusted income for lJow-income families
and Exhibit D lists the maximum ad-
justed income for moderate-income fam-
ilies. Both exhibits are revised to delete
“District of Marianas” and to add “Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands” and
“American Samoa.” The District of
Marianas is included in the Trust Ter-
ritory of the Pacific Islands. The income
limits established for these areas are the
same as the limits for most of the States
and is commensurate with the income
level of the families to be served. The im-
plementation of this regulation will
clarify the income limits for famiiles to
be eligible for FmHA Tural housing
assistance.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments, suggestions, or
objections regarding Exhibits C and D
on or before July 23, 1976 to the Office
of the Chief, Directives Management
Branch, Farmers Home Administration,
Department of Agriculture, Room 6316,
South Building, Washington, DC 20250.
Material thus submitted will be evaluated
and acted upon in the same manner as
if this document was a proposal. How-
ever this revised part shall remain effec-
tive until it is amended. All written sub-
missions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion at the Office of the Chief, Directives
Management Branch, Farmers Home
Administration, during regular business
hours (8:15 am.—4:45 pm.).

As revised, Exhibits C and D of Subpart
A of Part 1822 read as follows:

Exaerr C—MaxmosM ADJUSTED INCOME FOR
Low-INcOME FAMILIES

Mazimum
adjusted
State: ‘income

I e s e $8, 500
O e e 8, 500
MERRRERS o i e et i 8, 500
California 8, 500
Colorado ... 8, 500
O e Ty PR e e R R T 8,500
D e e e iy 8, 500
Florida - 8,500
i 8, 500

L BT T R N 8,.500
Illinols 8, 500
T I teavis at Er veore e 8, 500
) Vo) ) Mg e eSS S e S 8, 500
Kansas 8, 500
Kentucky 3 - 8,500
Louisiana 8, 500
Maine — 8,500
MMPIRDR e e anaaene . BDB0
Massachusetts 8, 500
Michigan 2 8,500
LT SO R 8, 500
Mississippl 8,500
Missouri 8, 500
Montana 8, 500
it < i e SR AR SRS e B
k2 Y7\ (I e T S TS D e 10, 700
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Mazimum
adjusted
income

8,500
8,500
8, 500
8, 500
8, 500
8, 500
8, 500
8, 500

West Virginte oo e
Wisconsin

Exwierr D—MAxrMoM ApJusTED INCOME
FOR MODERATE-INCOME FAMILIES

Mazimum
adjusted

State: income
s e TR S $12, 900
Arizona . i 12,900
RN T = o i iy e e co et 12,900
Caliioonin e e e 12, 800
SIS S 12, 900
T Pt e e e 3 12, 900
00 e LR L RS S S LR 12,900
o RN e Ay por PR ey 12, 900
L BRIV AR G DT SISS 12, 900
N o e SSCe 12,900
BN o e e e et 12, 900
Indiana ... 12, 900
Iows . = -- 12,900
BRDBEE, - i o o it oo s s i e 12, 900
s e e A MO S L R 12,900
ST R S RS 12, 900
T e e el 12, 900
D Y e e et o ey S e 12, 900
B s e e 12, 900
iy (S - 12,800
) T L e o TR ST 12,900
A O A R S e e e N 12,900
430 s s s R T R ROy 12,900
DAL RNOND e s s s 12, 900
NOW. JOTUOY i cnmcnsmns 12,900
BRSO ) st s i i 12, 500
I e e S SR et e 16, 200
NOW MoXI00. o e e anns ey 12,900
NI TOE I h = st oo s s s i 12, 900
North Carolinm. oo 12, 900
North Dakota 12,900
IO e e - - 12,800
T A T Rl R B W, 12,900
Oregon -- 12,900
Alaska - 20,500
Pennsylvanis 12, 900
South Carolina. . ______ -- 13,900
South Dakota— o ______ 12, 800
b T T i S SRS SRR S, 12, 900
O e b i i ) 12, 8900
{04 S e . 12, 900
VRO e e 12, 900
Connecticut oo 12, 900
Massachusetits . _______ 12, 900
New Hampshire. ... 12, 900
RhodelIsland. .. ________ 12 900
Virginia = 12, 900
3 f TS 2 S, e, I i o 12, 900
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Mazximum
adjusted
State: income
West Virginia 12, 900
Wisconsin oo-ccccccanaaa 12, 900
WY s s 12, 900
Puerto RiCO- cceaacccnaas 12, 800
Virgin Islands 12, 900
Trust Territory of the Pacific
RN S e s s 12, 900
American Samoa 12, 900

(42 U.S.C. 1480, delegation of authority by
the Sec. of Agric., 7 CFR 2.23, delegation of
authority by the Asst, Sec, for Rural Devel-
opment, 7 CFR 2.70.)

Effective date: This revision shall be-
come effective June 23, 1976.
Dated: June 14, 1976.

JosepE R. HANSON,
Acting Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration,

[FR Doc.76-18212 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

Title 10—Energy

CHAPTER |I—FEDERAL ENERGY
ADMINISTRATION

[Ruling 1976-4]

SYNTHETIC FUELS PROCESSED FROM
OIL SHALE, TAR SANDS, AND COAL

Inapplicability of Mandatory Petroleum
Allocation and Price Regulations

I. ISSUE

The Federal Energy Administration
(“FEA”) has recently received seyeral in-
quiries with respect to the applicability
of the Mandatory Petroleum Allocation
and Price Regulations to the so-called
synthetic fuels (or crude oil substitutes)
processed from oil shale, tar sands, coal,
and other natural deposits that must be
mined before the crude oil substitute can
be extracted. The purpose of this Ruling
is to set forth the FEA’s determination
that such crude oil substitutes do not fall
within the purview of FEA’s authority to
establish mandatory petroleum alloca-
tion and price regulations, which is de-
rived from the Emergency Petroleum
Allocation Act of 1973, as amended
(“EPAA”).

For purposes of this Ruling, oil shale
is defined as:

A fine-grained sedimentary rock contain-
ing insoluble organic matter that ylelds sub~
stantial amounts of oil by destructive dis-
tillation.

Tar sands are defined as:

The several rock types that contain an ex-
iremely viscous hydrocarbon which Is not
recoverable in its natural state by conven-
tional oil well production methods including
currently used enhanced recovery technlgues.
The hydrocarbon-bearing rocks are varlously
known as bitumen-rocks, ofl impregnated
rocks, oll sands, and rock asphalt,

Coal is presently defined in 10 CFR
Part 305.
II. RULING
The EPAA directs the President to pro-
mulgate regulations providing for the
allocation and pricing of “crude oil, resid-
dual fuel oil, and refined petroleum
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products.” The term “crude oil,” how-
ever, is not defined and Congress did not
specify in the Act or its legislative his-
tory whether it intended the term “‘crude
production of such crude oil substitutes
derived from oil shale, coal, tar sands
or other natural deposits that must be
mined before the hydrocarbons can be
extracted. Accordingly, FEA has reviewed
the purposes of the EPAA and the cir-
cumstances underlying its adoption to
determine whether Congress intended the
production of such crude oil substitutes
to be subject to the specific temporary
authority which Congress delegated to
the President under the EPAA. Based on
this review, the FEA has concluded that
the Congress did not intend these prod-
ucts to be regulated under the EPAA.

In enacting the EPAA in December,
1973, Congress was concerned with pro-
viding temporary authority for the allo-
cation and pricing of only those petro-
leum resources that were then actually
or threatening to be in short supply.
Thus, the purpose of the EPAA was
stated in section 2(b) to be “* * * {o
grant to the President of the United
States and direct him to exercise specific
temporary authority to deal with short-
ages of crude oil, residual fuel oil, and
refined petroleum products or disloca-
tions in their national distribution sys-
tem.” The temporary nature of the
regulatory program envisioned by Con-
gress under the EPAA was underscored
by section 4(g) (1), which initially pro-
vided that the regulation required to be
promulgated under section 4(a) would
remain in effect only until midnight
February 28, 1975.*

At the time of enactment of the EPAA,
domestic production of crude oil substi-
tutes derived from oil shale, coal and
tar sands was, as it is now, undertaken
only for experimental purposes, and the
synthetic products obtained thereby were
not commercially available for use as
refinery or petrochemical feedstocks and
were not expected to become commer-
cially available for several years. From
these facts, the FEA has concluded that
the Congress clearly did not intend these
products to be subject to the temporary
regulation required under section 4(a)
of the EPAA when it enacted the EPAA
to deal with the supply shortages and
dislocations in the petroleum industry
that occurred late in 1973 or threatened
to occur before the end of February 1975,

“The FEA recognizes that the initial
price regulations of FEA (then known as
the Federal Energy Office) defining the
substances subject to price controls un-
der the EPAA carrier forward, as the

1The mandatory regulatory authority con-
tained in section 4(a) has subsequently been
extended on several occaslons, See P.L, 93-511
(December b5, 1974), PL. 84-09 (Septem-~
ber 20, 1075), P.L. 94-133 (November 14,
1976), and PL. 94-163 (December 22, 1975).
The fact that this authority has been ex-
tended beyond the initial February 28, 19756
expiration date, however, 1s not relevant to
the intent of Congress with respect to the
meaning of the term “crudeoil” at the time
the EPAA was passed,

Congress contemplated would be the case,
regulations having similar coverage that
had previously been adopted by the Cost
of Living Council (“CL.C”). The CLC first
provided for the regulation of petroleum
prices on August 17, 1973, when it
adopted Subpart L of 6 CFR Part 150,
under Phase IV of the Economic Stabili-
zation Program. CLC was acting pursu-
ant to the authority conferred by the
Economic Stabilization Act of 1970
(“Stabilization Act’”), the broad purpose
of which was to stabilize the economy,
improve the Nation’s competitive position
in world trade, and protect the purchas-
ing power of the dollar. The scope of
regulatory authority exercised by CLC
under the Stabilization Act was equally
broad, extending generally to Dprices,
rents, wages, salaries, dividends, and
interest.

The Subpart L regulations of CLC
were applicable to “sales of products de-
seribed in the 1972 Standard Industrial
Classification Manual, Industry Code
1311, 1321, or 2911 (except natural
gas * * *) * * *” The applicability of
the CLC Subpart L regulations to the
production segment of the petroleum in-
dustry was described by Standard In-
dustrial Classification 1311 (except
natural gas), which provides, in part, as
follows:

Establishments primarily engaged in op-
erating oil and gas fleld properties. Such ac-
tivities include exploration for crude petro-
leum and natural gas; drilling, completing.
and equipping wells; operation of separators,
emulsion breakers, desilting equipment; and
all other activities in the preparation of
oil and gas up to the point of shipment from
the producing property. Thig industry also
includes the production of oil through the
mining and extraction of oil from oil shale
and oil sands, * * *

Crude oil production

Crude petroleum production
Natural gas production

01l sand mining

0Oil shale mining

(Standard Industrial Classifications 1321
and 2911 relate to Natural Gas Liquids
and Petroleum Refining, respectively.)

In passing the EPAA, Congress ex-
pressly recognized that the CLC petro-
leum price regulations in Subpart L
could form the basis for the price regu-
lations to be adopted under the EPAA,
unless and until such time as the pur-
poses of the EPAA required a
modification:

It is expressly contemplated * * * that
the price controls established by Phase v
under authority of the Economic Stabliza-
tion Act would continue in effect unless and
until required to be modified by the price
regulation required to carry out the purposes
of this Act. * * * (H.R. Rep. No. 628, 93rd
Cong., at 26 (1973).)

Congress' contemplation that CLC
price controls “would continue in effect
unless and until required to be modified”
under the EPAA indicates that Congress
expected the mandatory authority un-
der the EPAA to be generally coexten-
sive with the scope of the authority ex-
ercised by CLC under the Stabilization
Act. But it also indicates that the agency
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assigned responsibility for implementing
the EPAA would be under an obligation
to take a closer look at the CLC’s regu-
lations in order to conform their scope
to the specific temporary regulatory pur-
poses-of the EPAA.

Accordingly, FEO on April 3, 1974,
determined that certain products re-
fined from crude oil, which were specif-
ically included under the Standard In-
dustrial Classification 2911 and thus
were price controlled by the CLC under
the Stabilization Act, were not within
the intended scope of the EPAA (39 FR
12353, April 4, 1974) . No action was taken
at that time with respect to the crude
oil substitutes which are the subject of
this ruling inasmuch as they were not
being commercially produced and were
thought therefore not to warrant spe-
cific mention. However, now that the
matter has been appropriately brought
to the FEA's attention and the agency
has had an opportunity to consider
whether Congress intended these prod-
ucts to be subject to regulation under
the EPAA, the FEA for the reasons out-
lined above, has concluded that COngx ess
did not so intend.

MicHAEL F. BUTLER,
General Counsel,
Federal Energy Administration.

June 17, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-18207 Filed 8-18-76;10:37 am]

Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTER IIl—FEDERAL DEPOSIT
INSURANCE CORPORATION

PART 335—SECURITIES OF INSURED
STATE NONMEMBER BANKS

Quarterly Report—Form F—4

This amendment to § 335.44 (12 CFR
335.44) revises the captions of three lines
of Form F-4, Quarterly Report, and cor-
rects typographical errors in Form F-4,
Quarterly Report.

A, The revision of captions is necessary
for internal consistency to conform
nomenclature of § 335.44 to revisions to
§ 335.71 nomenclature adopted this date
by the Corporation’s Board of Directors.
The revisions to § 335.71 were covered
by the Notice of Proposed Rule Making
published in the FEpERAL REGISTER On
February 24, 1976 (41 FR 8072-8074)
which invited public comment through
March 31, 1976. The effect of this amend-
ment to § 335.44 is to substitute the terms
“Unsubordinated debt” for “Debt;”
“Total unsubordinated debt” for ‘“Total
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debt;” and “Subordinated notes and de-
bentures” for “Capital notes and deben-
tures.”

B. The format configuration of Form
F-4, Quarterly Report, is hereby amended
to correct typographical errors in head-
ings, rulings and alignment of captions.

C. These amendments have no effect
on the “GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS" to
the Form which remain unchanged.

D. The Board finds that public par-
ticipation in this rule-making process is
unnecessary and, therefore, the relevant
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, requiring no-
tice of proposed rule-making and oppor-
tunity for public comment, are not ap-
plicable. Accordingly, 12 CFR 335.44 is
revised as set forth below.

Effective Date: This revised regula-
tion shall become effective on August 31,
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1976. The existing regulation shall re-
main in effect until that date.

By Order of the Board of Directors,
June 16, 1976.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
ALAN R. MILLER,
Executive Secretary.
12 CFR 335.44 is amended by deleting
the tabular format and the signature
clause of Form F-4, Quarterly Report,
and substituting the following (General
Instructions “A” through “I" which fol-
low the signature clause of the format
are not affected by this amendment and
continue in force.) :

§ 335.44 Form for quarterly report of
bank (Form F=1).

Fory F-4—QUARTERLY REPORT OF
' T (Name of Bank) S
" (City and State)

INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED IN THE REPORT

. Summarized Financial Information

Ttem

Fiscal year to date (..

ending months ending

19..
(current
year)

19..
(prior
year)

19..
(current
year)

. Operating income:

(a) Interest and feesonloans. . .. ... .o.o......

(b) Interest and dividends on securities
(¢) Other operating income,
(d) Total operating income
2, Operating expenses:
() Salaries and other eompensation
(h) Interest expenses............
(¢) Provision for loan losses
(d) Other operating expenses.
(e) Total operaling expenses.

. Income befors income taxes, extraordinary ltoms,
and securities gains (1085e8) . - oo oo eaaaaaa
. Applicable income taxes . - ... ..o iieanaanas
5. Income before securities gains (losses) and extraordinary

. Net securities gains (losses), less relatod tax effect
, Extraordinary items, less related tax effect
8. Net Income
0. Eurnings per common share: !
(a) Income befors securities gains (losses)
(b) Extraordinary items

O N S e S i s S b e e e R

, Cash dividends declared per common share

. Capitalization nnd Stockholders’ Equity

Unsubordinated debt:

Federal funds purchased and securities sold under agr
Other liabilities for borrowed money.

ank acceptances outstanding

Minority interest

Subordinated notes and debentures

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 41, NO, 122-—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 1976




RULES AND REGULATIONS

Amount

'Shares issued or
outstanding
8tockhalder's equity:
Preferred stock (list separately convertible and nonconvertible preferred stock) . - - - ocoeeaaeaaon
COMINON SO0 <o e iocaemncinnsrsdmmenerasmassncesasnasans

s A SRS e S S AN TR TR S
Undivided profits: Balance at beginning of current fiscal year_
Prior period adjustments, if any (show credits (and chargés) se

Not income (caption 8 above)

Dividends (state cash and stock dividends on common stock separately, indicating smount per

share—dividends on preferred stoeks may be Shown 0 ONe AMOUNE) « e eee e ome e ceemeaaan $C
Other credits (charges) (explain nature and amounts)

Balance at end of interim period
Reserve for contingencies and other capital reserves

Treasury stock: (Identify class of secnrity, number of shares and basis al wh d_l’s-l‘t;l-v-xi)‘.-
Total'stockholde:s' equity . ..o oo

Instructions. 1. The form and content shall conform general y with that in the balance sheet snd notes thereto

ap|

ring in the annual report filed with the Corporation.

The number of shares of each class of securities reserved for conversion, warrants, options snd other rights shall

be separately disclosed.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Seernitios Exchange Act of 1934

the bank has duly eaused this quarterly report

to be signed on its behalfl by the undersigned, thereunto duly suthor S

Dato. ........ A e S et s s ey b Kot

1 Sea general instruction G(j) below.

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

[FR Doc.76-18056 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

PART 335—SECURITIES OF INSURED
STATE NONMEMBER BANKS

Financial Statements; Form and Content

On February 24, 1976, notice of pro-
posed rulemaking regarding amendments
to Part 335 of Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation Rules and Regulations (12
CFR 335) was published for comment in
the FEpERAL REGISTER (41 FR 8072-8074
(1976) ). Interested persons were given
until March 31, 1976, to submit written
data, views or arguments regarding the
proposed amendments. Comments on the
proposal have been received and consid-
ered and with one modification the
amendments are now adopted.

As amended, §335.71 which governs
the form and content of financial state-
ments submitted pursuant to Part 335
would require that (1) the allowance for
loan losses be divided into valuation,
contingency and deferred tax portions
and reported accordingly; (2) unearned
income on loans be deducted from loans
receivable; and (3) bonds, notes and de~
bentures be grouped with liabilities rath-
er than capital accounts. The proposal
has been modified to provide for dis-
closure of the difference between the loan
loss reserve stated on the financial state-
ments and the reserve accumulated for
tax purposes if material. Corrections and
clarifications of a minor nature have also
been made.

The Board finds that further public
participation in this rulemaking process
is unnecessary, and therefore the rele-
vant provisions of 5 U.8.C. 553 requiring
notice of proposed rulemaking and op-
portunity for public participation are not
applicable. Accordingly, after consider-
ation of the comments received and pur-
suant to the authority contained in sec-
tion 12(i) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934, as amended (15 U.S.C. 78l
(1)), 12 CFR Part 335 is amended as
set forth below, effective August 31, 1976.

By Order of the Board of Directors,
June 16, 1976.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
AraN R. MILLER,
Ezecutive Secretary.
§ 335.71 [Amended]

12 C.F.R. § 335.71 is amended as fol-
lows:

1. By revising the “BALANCE SHEET"
form and instructions thereto as set forth
in § 335.71 to read as follows:

A. BALANCE SHEET
Assets
1. Cash and due from banks_ . ......
2. Investment securities:
(a) U.S, Treasury securities..__
(b) Securities of other U.S. Goy-
ernment agencies and cor-

porations
(¢) Obligations of States and

4, Federal funds sold and securities
purchased under agreements to
resell

5. Other loans:
(a) Total other loanS- . -n-oooa
(b) Less sallowance for
JORBOR oo e e st
{c) Net other 10808 cecmeacnnan
Bank premises and equipment..__.
Other real estate owned........--
Investments in subsidiaries not
consolidated
9. Customers’ acceptance Habllity....
10.
11.

T3
8.

Liabilities

12, Deposits:
(&) Demand deposits in domestic
offices
(b) Savings deposits in domestic
L [T L e e
(¢) Time deposits In domestic
offices
(d) Deposlts In foreign offices..
Federal funds purchased and se-
curities sold under agreements

13.

14. Other labilitles for
money ..
Bank’s acceptances ocutstanding..

borrowed

15.
18.
17. Minority interests in consolidated
BUBNIGIAYION. & o o et s e
Other Mabilities .- - ’
Total labilities (excluding sub-
ordinated notes and debentures)
Subordinated notes and deben-
tures

18.
19.

20.

Capital Accounts
Equity capital:
(&) Capital stoek:
Preferred stock. .. ..o
Common stoCK. oo ..
(Red o oy Y R e S ==
(¢) Undivided Profits. o -
(d) Reserve for contingencies
and other capital reserves-
Total capital accounts o ..
Total liabilities, subordinated
notes and debentures, and capi-
tal

21.

22.
23.

- - . - .

B, Other loans. (a) Total other ioans. (1)
State the aggregate gross value of all loans
including (i) acceptances of other banks and
commercial paper purchased in the open
market; (11) acceptances executed by or for
the account of the reporting bank and sub-
sequently acquired by it through purchase
or discount; (iif) customers' liability to the
reporting bank on drafts paid under letters
of credif for which the bank has not been
reimbursed; and (iv) “cotton overdrafts' or
“advances”, and commodity or bill-of-lading
drafts payable upon arrival of goods against
which drawn, for which the reporting bank
has given deposit credit to customers,

(2) Include (i) paper rediscounted with
the Federal Reserve or other banks; and (ii)
paper pledged as collateral to secure bills
payable, as marginal collateral to secure bills
rediscounted, or for any other purpose.

(3) Do not include contracts of sale or
other loans indirectly representing bank
premises or other real estate: these should
be Included In “bank premises” or “other
real estate”.

(4) Do not deduct bona fide deposits ac-
cumulated by borrowers for the payment of
loans.

(5) Deduct unearned income on loans. If
material, report on the balance sheet or in
a note to financial statements the amount of
unearned income deducted.

(b) Less reserve for loan losses. State the
balance of the loan loss allowance at the end
of the fiscal year. Include in this reserve only
the valuation portion—that is, the amount
established through charges against income.
If the amount shown on this line differs ma-
terially from the reserve accumulated for
income tax return purposes under the In-
ternal Revenue Code, reconcile such amounts
in a note to financial statements.

Nore—For financial statements filed sub-
sequent to August 31, 1976, the allowance for
loan losses shall be divided into its three
components, that is, the valuation, contin-
gency, and deferred tax portions. The val-
uation portion represents that part of the
allowance which was established through
charges against income. The contingency por-
tion represents the aggregate of transfers
from undivided profits, net of related de-
ferred taxes. The deferred tax portion repre-
sents the aggregate deferred taxes associated
with the differences between loan loss ex-
pense reported for income tax purposes and
the amounts reported on statements of in-
come. For financial statements filed subse-
quent to August 31, 1976, the valuation por-
tion of the allowance shall be deducted from
other loans; the contingency portion shall be
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included in undivided profits; and the de-
ferred tax portion shall be reportfed as an
other liability. For purposes of this alloca-
tion, the entire allowance for loan losses as
of January 1, 1060 may be consldered to be
& valuation allowance unless a material dis-
tortion of reported figures would result, The
instructions in this NOTE are to be retro-
actively applied to all financial statements
submitted in accordance with the provisions
of this Part, regardless of the period reported.

(¢) Net other loans. State the difference
of items 5 (a) and (b).

* * Ll . .
LIABILITIES
* = * B .

17. Minority interests in consolidated sub-
sidiaries. State the aggregate amount of mi-
nority stockholders' interests in capital stock,
surplus, and undivided profits of consolidated
subsldiaries,

18. Other liabilities. State separately, if
material, (a) accrued payrolls; (b) accrued
income tax liability (Federal and State com-
bined); (¢) accrued interest; (d) cash divi-
dends declared but not paid; (e) deferred
income taxes, including deferred taxes arising
from income tax return deductions in excess
of financial statement provision for loan
losses (See Note at § 335.71A(5) (b)); and (f)
and other liability not included in Items 12
through 16.

19. Total liabilities (excluding subordi-
nated notes and debentures). State the sum
of Items 12 through 18.

20. Subordinated mnotes and debentures.
State separately here, or in a note referred
to herein, each issue or type of obligation
subordinated to the claims of depositors and
such information as will indicate (a) the
general character of each type of debt in-
cluding, the rate of interest; (b) the date
of maturity (or dates if maturing serially)
and call provisions; (c) the aggregate
amount of maturities, and sinking fund re-
quirements, each year for the five years fol-
lowing the date of the balance sheet; (d) if
the payment of principal or interest is con-
tingent, an appropriate indication of the
nature of the contingency; (e) a briel indi-
cation of priority; and (f) if convertible,
the basis.

CAPITAL ACCOUNTS

21. Equity capital. (a) Capital stock. State
for each class of shares the title of issue, the
number of shares authorized, issued and out-
standing and the capital share lability
thereof, and, if convertible, the basis of con-
version, Show also the dollar amount, if any,
of capital shares subscribed but unissued,
and of subscriptions receivable thereon.

(b) Surplus. State the net amount for-
mally transferred to the surplus account on
or before the reporting date.

(¢) Undivided profits, State the amount of
undivided profits shown by the bank’s books,
(See NOTE at § 335.71A(5) (b)).

(d) Reserve jor contingencies and other
capital reserves. (1) State separately each
such reserve and its purpose.

(2) These reserves constitute amounts set
aside for possible decrease in the book value
of assets, or for other unforeseen indeter-
minable liabilities,

(3) As these reserves represent a segre-
gation of undivided profits, do not include
Any element of known losses, or losses the
amount of which can be estimated with
reasonable accuracy.

(4) Reserves for possible security losses,
reserves for possible loan losses, and other
contingency reserves that are established as
précautionary measures only shall be in-
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cluded in these reserves, as they represent
segregations of “undivided profits",

22. Tolal capital accounts. State the total
of Items 21 (a), (b), (¢) and (d).

23. Total liabilities, subordinated mnotes
and debentures, and capital. State the total
of Items 19, 20 and 22.

2. By amending Item 2(f) following
the “STATEMENT OF INCOME” form
set forth in § 335.71 by substituting the
term “subordinated notes and deben-
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tures’” for the ferm ‘“capital notes and
debentures” wherever it appears.

3. By amending Item 2(1) (5) follow-
ing the “STATEMENT OF INCOME"
form set forth in § 335.71 by deleting the
NOTE thereto.

4. By revising the “STATEMENT OF
CHANGES IN CAPITAL ACCOUNTS”
form set forth in §335.71 to read as
follows:

C. BTATEMENT OF CHANGES IN CAPITAL ACCOUNTS

Reserve for
[nereise Preferred stock Common stock Surplus Undivided contingencies
(Decrease) A el profils and other
capital reserves
1. Balance at beginning of year'.___ Book
2. Net income transferred to undi- Type: value
vided pProfits- - coooecaaaaas All other loans (including over-
3. Preferred stock and common stock 16274 - ) IRt 2 S o R eyl o
sold (par or face value) - ... __ Gross total other loans...._._
4. Stock issued incident to mergers Less: Unearned income on
and acquisitions. .o IS e S
5. Premium on capital stock sold..__ —_—
6. Additions to, or reductions in, sur- Total other loans (ex-

‘plus, undividcd profits, and re-*
serves incident to mergers.._.__
7. Cash dividends declared on pre-
forred -8tocko i iii o I oo o
8. Cash dividends declared on com-

9. Stock issued in payment of stock
dividend .. shares at par value..
10, All other increases (decreases) *___
11. Net increase (decrease) for the
X o 2 S R S AR Y
12. Balance at end of year......._.___

1If the statement is filed as part of an
annual or other periodic report and the
balances at the beginning of the period differ
from the closing balances as filed for the
fiscal period, state in a footnote the difference
and explain, See Note at § 335.71A(5) (b) for
explanation of requirement that undivided
profits be retroactively restated as of the
effective date of this amended Regulation.

® State separately any material amounts
considered to be capital adjustments under
generally accepted accounting principles, in-
dicating clearly the nature of the transac-
tion out of which the item arose,

5. By revising the “ScHepurLe IO —
Other loans” form set forth in § 335.71 to
read as follows:

ScuepuLe III.—Other loans*

Book
Type: value
Real estate loans:

Insured or guaranteed by the

US. Governmenht or (its
el S S S s
O s e ot i

Loans to financial institutions._.._
Loans for purchasing or casrying
securities (secured or un-
SO ) e e e e e
Commercial and industrial loans. .
Loans to individuals for house-
hold, family, and other con-
sumer expenditures . ... ..__...

1If Impractical to classify forelgn branch
and foreign subsidlary loans in accordance
with this schedule, a separate caption stating
the total amount of such loans msay be in-
serted. Such action should be explained in
a footnote,

cluding unearned in-
come)

6. By revising the “ScHEDULE VII.—Al-
lowance for possible loan losses” form
set forth in § 335.71 to read as follows:

ScaEpULE VII.—Allowance for possible loan
losses
Amount *
Balance at beginning of period__._____
Recoveries credited to allowance.....
Additlons due to mergers and absorp-
y 2 D0 R AR AT e T AR
Losses charged to allowance_________
Balance at end of period* __________

Do not include any provision for possible
loan losses that the bank establishes as a
precautionary measure. Include only any pro-
vision that (1) has been established through
& charge against income and (2) represents
management’s judgment as to possible loss
or value depreciation.

?Describe briefly in a footnote any such
addition. s

3 State in a footnote (1) the amount de-
ducted for Federal income tax purposes; (2)
the maximum amount that could have been
deducted for Federal income tax purposes;
and (8) the balance of the allowance at the
end of the period as reported for Federal
income tax purposes.

[FR Doc.76-18057 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|]

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space
CHAPTER II—CIVIL AERONAUTICS
BOARD

{Regulation ER-954, Amdt,. 1]

PART 298—CLASSIFICATION AND
EXEMPTION OF AIR TAX!I OPERATORS
Organizational Amendment

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
June 17, 1976. :

Sections 298.21(¢), 298,23, 298.32 and
298.45(a) of the Board’s Economic Regu-
lations provide that the registration and

23, 1976
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reregistration of air taxi operators, no-
tices as to change in operations, reports
of interests in and operations with large
aireraft, and notices as to insurance cov-
erage of air taxi operators be made with
the Board’s Bureau of Operating Rights
in Washington, D.C. With regard to
Alaska air taxi operators the requirement
that these filings be made in Washington
has resulted in delays in the receipt of
the required information and its dissem-
ination to those parties, governmental
and others, that have a need for the in-
formation. Furthermore, the place of fil-
ing has also been an inconvenience to
the Alaska air taxi operators themselves.

Accordingy, the Board has decided to
amend §§298.21(c), 298.23, 298.32 and
298.45(a) to provide that with regard to
air taxi operators with a mailing address
in the State of Alaska the filings and
reports required by these sections shall
be made with the Board's Field Office in
Anchorage, Alaska. All other reports re-
quired by Part 298 will continue to be
made to the Board’s offices in Washing-
ton, D.C., as will all filings and reports
required of air taxi operators outside the
State of Alaska.

Since the amendments provided herein
are a rule of agency organization and im-
pose no additional burden the Board
finds that notice and public procedure
are not necessary.

_Accordingly, in consideration of the

foregoing, the Board amends Part 298
of its Economic Regulations (14 CFR
Part 298), effective July 23, 1976, as
follows:

1., Amend § 298.21(e) to read in part
as follows:

§ 298,21 Filing for registration by air
taxi operators.

. . » - -

(¢) Registration and reregistration
shall be accomplished by filing with the
Board’s Bureau of Operating Rights (ex-
cept that registration and reregistration
with regard to an air taxi operator,
whether or not he is also a commuter
air carrier as defined in this part, with
a mailing address in the State of Aaska
shall be accomplished by filing with the
& mailing address in the Stae of Alaska
99051): ** *

> - * - -

2. Amend § 298.23 to read as follows:

§298.23 Notifications to the Board of
in operations.

Each air taxi operator (whether or not
he has on file with the Board a currently
effective registration under §2908.21)
shall notify the Board’s Bureau of Op-
erating Rights, Washington, D.C. 20428
(except that each air taxi operator with

_ a mailing address in the State of Alaska
which shall notify the Board’s Field
Office, Anchorage, Alaska 99051), on
CAB Form 208-A, of any change in the
name or address, or of any change in
his type of operations (passenger, cargo,
mail, scheduled, ete.) or of his temporary
or permanent cessation of operations.
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Such netification shall be mailed, or
otherwise delivered, so as to be received
by the Board no later than 30 days after
the reported event has occurred.

3. Amend § 298.32 {o read as follows:

§ 298.32 Reguirements relating to in-
terests in large aircraft or their op-
eration.

(a) Reporting of interest in large air-
craft. Every air taxi operator shall re-
port to the Board any proprietary inter-
est, direct or indirect, in any large air-
craft or any enterprise operating large
aireraft. Such reports shall be filed in
duplicate within 5 days of acquisition of
such interests and shall be addressed to
the Civil Aeronautics Board, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20428, Attention of the Bureau
of Operating Rigbts. except that with
regard to an air taxi operator with a
mailing address in the State of Alaska
such reports shall be addressed to the
Civil Aeronautics Board, Field Office,
Anchorage, Alaska 99051.

(b) Reporting of operations with large
aircraft. Every air taxi operator which
operates or intends to operate large air-
craft for compensation or hire shall file
with the Board a description of the
method or proposed method of operations
and state why such operations are be-
lieved not to constitute air transporta-
tion. Such reports shall state, among
other pertinent matters, whether State
lines or the boundaries of the United
States will be crossed; the ultimate or-
igin and destination (not only the places
between which carriage is provided) of
the persons or property carried; and the
persons with whom contracts for trans-
portation have been made or are expect-
ed to be made. In case operations not
falling within the description on file with
the Board are to be undertaken, a report

containing the same data shall be filed

within 3 days after the particulars of
such operations have been decided upon.
Such reports shall be filed in duplicate
and shall be addressed to the Civil Aero-
nautics Board, Washington, D.C. 20428,
Attention of the Bureau of Operating
Rights, except that with regard to an air
taxi operator with a mailing address in
the State of Alaska such reports shall be
addressed to the Civil Aeronautics Board,
Field Office, Anchorage, Alaska 99051.
4, Amend § 298.45¢a) to read as fol-
lows:
§ 298.45 Cancellation, withdrawal, mod-
ification, expiration, or replacement
of insurance coverage.

(a) Each policy of insurance shall
specify that, unless replaced as provided
in paragraph (b) of this section, it may
not be canceled, withdrawn or modified to
reduce the limits of liability, by the in-
surer, until after 10 days’ written notice
by the insurer to the Board which 10-
day notice period shall commence to run
from the date such notice is actually re-
ceived by the Board. Each policy shall
further provide that, in the event of can-
cellation of the policy by the insured, the
insurer shall, within 10 days after re-

ceipt of such notice of cancellation, no-
tify the Board of this action by the in-
sured. In addition, each policy shall pro-
vide that the insurer will notify the
Board, 10 days before the expiration date
of the policy, unless the policy has been
renewed. These notifications shall be
made to the Board’s Bureau of Operat-
ing Rights, Washington, D.C. 20428, ex-
cept that notifications with regard to air
taxi operators with a mailing address in
the State of Alaska shall be made to the
Zgoard's Field Office, Anchorage, Alaska
9051.

- - - . -

(Secs. 204(a), 407, and 416 of the Federal
Aviation Act, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 766,
771, 49 US.C. 1324(a), 1377 and 1386.)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
Effective: July 23, 1976.
Adopted: June 17, 1876.

PrayrLris T, KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18266 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

Title 16—Commercial Practices

CHAPTER II-—CONSUMER PRCDUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL

PART 1030—EMPLOYEE STANDARDS
OF CONDUCT

Clarifications and Corrections

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission published, on February 23, 1976
(FR Doec. 76-4920, 41 FR 8018), its Em-
ployee Standards of Conduct. The fol-
lowing clarifications and corrections are
necessary:

§ 1030.402 [Amended]

In column three of page 8019, § 1030.-
402(h), the word “such” in the first sen-
tence should be deleted and “outside”
inserted in lieu thereof.

§ 1030.404 [Amended]

In column one of page 8020, § 1030.404
(¢), “CPSC Form AAAA" should read
“CPSC Form 241",

In column two of page 8020, § 1030.405,
a new subsection (e) should be added as
follows:

§ 1030.405 Outside writing and editing.

- > - - 3

(e) Employees shall give advance no-
tice of all outside writing and editing to
the appropriate Office, Bureau or Area
Office Director. Notice shall be given on
CPSC Form 241. The Office, Bureau or
Area Office Director shall complete the
form with appropriate recommendations
and forward it to the Ethics Counselor
for approval.

§ 1030.406 [Amended]

In column two of page 8020, section
1030.406(b), the following should be in-
serted after the first sentence:

“Notice shall be given on CPSC Form
2417,
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§ 1030.605 [Amended]

In column three of page 8021, section
1030.605(b), “Assistant” should be In-
serted immediately before “Director”,

Dated: June 18, 1976.

SapyE E. DUNN,
Secretary, Consumer Product
Safety Commission.

[FR Doc.76-18222 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

Title 30—Mineral Resources

CHAPTER II—GEOLOGICAL SURVEY,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

PART 250—O0IL AND GAS AND SULPHUR
OPERATIONS OF THE OUTER CONTI-
NENTAL SHELF

PART 251—GEOLOGICAL AND GEO-
PHYSICAL EXPLORATIONS OF THE
OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of the Interior by the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act of August 7, 1953, 67
Stat. 462, (43 U.S.C. Secs. 1331-1343),
Title 30, Code of Federal Regulations is
amended by changing § 250.97 and by
adding Part 251.

Part 250 applies to oil, gas, and sul-
phur operations conducted on the Outer
Continental Shelf under a lease. The
purpose of changing § 250.97 is to specify
a definite time when geological and geo-
physical data and information required
to be submitted by a lessee as a result of
lease operations will be made available
for public inspection.

The new Part 251 applies to geological
and geophysical exploration for mineral
resources and for scientific research con-
ducted on the Outer Continental Shelf
under a permit or notice. The purpose of
the addition of Part 251 is to prescribe
when the obtaining of a permit or the
filing of a notice is required in order to
conduct geological and geophysical ex-
ploration of the Outer Continental Shelf
and to prescribe operating procedures
for conducting exploration, require-
ments for disclosing data and informa-
tion, conditions for reimbursing permit-
tees for certain costs, and other con-
ditions under which exploration shall
be conducted.

Part 251 supersedes the following au-
thorizations and notices pertaining to
geological and geophysical exploration
of the Outer Continental Shelf and they
are hereby revoked:

(1) Notice dated September 17, 1953,
Outer Continental Shelf, Geological and
Geophysical Explorations (General) (18
FR 5667 and footnote 1 concerning
Texas) .

{2) Notice dated March 23, 1954, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
physical Explorations (Louisiana) (19
FR 1730).

(3) Notice dated March 31, 1955, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
physical Explorations (California) (20
FR 2093).

(4) Notice dated March 27, 1056, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
.
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physical Exploration (Florida) (21 FR
2129).

(5) Notice dated August 25, 1958, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
physical Explorations (Alabama) (23 FR
6760).

(6) Notice dated August 5, 1960, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
physical Explorations (Georgia) (25 FR
7811).

(7) Notice dated September 6, 1960,
Outer Continental Shelf, Geological and
Geophysical Explorations (Atlantic Coast
Area) (25 FR 8759).

(8) Notice dated July 28, 1961, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
physical Explorations (Pacific Coast
Area off Oregon and Washington) (26
FR 6874).

(9) Notice dated March 7, 1964, Outer
Continental Shelf, Geological and Geo-
physical Exploration (Alaska) (29 FR
3369).

(10) Memorandum dated May 14, 1965,
from the Director, Geological Survey
the Secretary of the Interior, approved
by the Secretary of the Interior on
May 20, 1965, authorizing the Area Oil
and Gas Supervisor, Gulf of Mexico Area,
to approye core drilling on the Conti-
nental Slope of the Guif of Mexico.

(11) Memorandum dated February 16,
1967, from the Director, Geological Sur-
vey, to the Secretary of the Interior, ap-
proved by the Secretary of the Interior
on March 1, 1976, authorizing the Area
Oil and Gas Supervisor, Eastern Area,
to approve core drilling on the Conti-
nental Slope of the Atlantic Ocean.

(12) Notice dated December 11, 1974,
Outer Continental Shelf, Geological and
Geophysical Exploration (39 FR 43562).

(13) Notice dated August 27, 1975,
Outer Continental Shelf, Geological and
Geophysical Exploration (40 FR 40563).

A draft of these regulations on geologi-
cal and geophysical exploration of the
Oufer Continental Shelf (OCS) was pub~
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on April
22, 1975, 40 FR 17759-17762. Since that
draft was published, the regulations have
been revised following a review of nu-
merous comments received and recon-
sideration of several provisions. Below
is an identification of significant changes
which have been made since that draft
was published and a discussion of several
of the comments. The Final Environ-
mental Impact Statement on the reg-
ulations was made available to the pub-
lic on May 5, 1976. Some minor changes
have been made in the regulations pub-
lished in that statement.

This rulemaking amends one section in
Part 250 of Title 30, which applies to lease
operations. Two significant changes have
been made in the amended section
(§ 250.97) since publication of the draft
in 1975. First, the ferm “information”
has been divided into categories in order
to eliminate any ambiguity. These cate-
gories of “information” are defined in the

new Part 251. Second, geological data
and analyzed geological information sub-
mitted by a lessee will not be made avail-
able for public inspection for as long as
the lease remains in effect or for a period
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of two years after submission, whichever
period ends at an earlier date. The pre-
vious draft provided for release to the
public six months after submission in all
cases.

The remainder of the rulemaking con-
sists of a new Part 251 of Title 30 which
applies to explorations prior to leasing.
The following is an explanation of sig-
nificant changes made since publication
of the draff in 1975,

The definitions of “Geological Explora-
tion for Mineral Resources” (§ 251.3(j))
and “Geophysical Exploration for Min-
éral Resources’ (§ 251.3(k) ) now specifi-
cally include operations to produce data
and information in support of possible
exploration and development activity.
This addition does not encompass any
operations condueted under a lease.
Rather, it covers operations customarily
conducted before leasing to identify, for
example, geologic hazards such as shal-
low faulting or slumping. These opera-
fions include such activities as the gath-
ering of high resolution geophysical data
and processed geophysical information.
This data and Information is important
to the Department for making final tract
steizlect.mns and developing lease stipula-

ons.

The definition section (§251.3) has
been expended to include a definition of
“data” and, as explained above, to define
the various kinds of information which
are gathered during exploration. These
new definitions are particularly pertinent
to the sections governing the submission
of information, reimbursement for the
submission, and release of the informa-
tion to the public.

In § 251.5, which explains when a no-
tice or permit is necessary, Federal
agencies are not required to obtain per-
mits or submif notices. Any notice sub-
mitted by a person must be filed at least
30 days before exploration commences
and the Supervisor shall have 21 days to
reject a notice of intent to conduct shal-
low test drilling.

Section 251.6(a), which specifies the
form of a notice, clarifies that the filing
of a notice shall authorize exploration
for one year. All data and information
resulting therefrom shall be made avail-
able for public inspection and reproduc-
tion at the earliest practicable time.

The section governing shallow test
drilling (§ 251.9(a)) has been expanded
to apply to operations conducted under
notices as well as permits. In § 251.9(b),
a person may now be issued a permit to
conduct a deep stratigraphic test before
he submits a drilling plan, but he may
not commence drilling until a plan is
submitted and approved.

The section requiring the submission
of reports of operations (§251.11) now
requires persons operating under notices,
as well as permittees, to submit a final
report on their operations when explora-
tlon is completed. Persons operating
under notices would not be required to
submit weekly reports on operations. The
submission of final reports will better
enable the Department to keep informed
of exploration conducted on the OCS
and to check whether the exploration
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completed is consistent with the pro-
posed exploration in the notice.

The most significant changes have been
made in the sections governing the sub-
mission of data and information (§ 251.-
12), reimbursement for processed infor-
madtion (§ 251.13) and the release of data
and information to the public (§ 251.~
14).

Section 251.12, which governs the sub-
mission of data and information, is
divided into subsections which corre-
spond to geological and geophysical ex-
plorations. Under subsection (a) a per-
mittee must notify the Supervisor when
he acquires or analyzes geological data.
The Supervisor will then have one year,
or a longer period if specified in a permit,
within which to inspect and select the
data and analyzed information. The same
procedure is followed under subsection
(b) for the submission of geophysical
data, processed geophysical information,
and reprocessed geophysical information,
except that the Supervisor may inspect
such data and information on the per-
mittee’s premises or the Supervisor may
order that it be delivered to him for in-
spection. Delivery for inspection will not
constitute selection by the Supervisor.
The Supervisor will select such data and
information in writing only. Subsection
(b) also specifies that if a permittee
transfers geophysical data or processed
geophysical information to a third party
for processing or reprocessing, he will
bind the third party to the obligation of
submitting the information as specified
in this section.

Section 251.13 provides for reimburse-
ment to permittees for reproduction costs
of geophysical data, processed geophysi-
cal information and reprocessed geophys-
ical information after it has been de-
livered to the Supervisor or selected by
the Supervisor. In addition, the section
provides for reimbursement for proces-
sing costs of processed geophysical infor-
mation and reprocessed geophysical in-
formation after it has been selected by
the Supervisor. A third party who has
obtained geophysical data and processed
geophysical information from a permittee
for processing or reprocessing may also
be eligible for reimbursement. All reim-
bursement shall be contingent on the Su-
pervisor's approval of the accounting of
costs, There was no provision for reim-
bursement in the previous draft of the
regulations.

Section 251,14 specifies the periods that
data and informaftion which have been
submitted to the Supervisor will be kept
confidential. The only significant change
since the previous draft is in regard to
geophysical explorations. Geophysical
data shall, as in the previous draft, re-
main confidential for ten years follow-
ing the issuance of the permit, but the
ten-year period of confidentiality for
processed geophysical information, re-
processed geophysical information, and
interpreted geophysical information is
now tied to the date it is submitted
rather than the date of issuance of the
permit,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Several comments were submitted to
the Department on the draft regulations
published on April 22, 1975. The following
is a discussion of many of the suggested
changes and a statement as to whether
they were adopted.

Scientific research organizations have
expressed their opposition to the notice
requirements. The Department has a
duty to remain informed of the research
projects being conducted on the OCS so
that it may provide for the protection
of environmental values. Consequently,
the notice requirement has not been de-
leted. Notices will also enable the Depart-
ment to warn research organizations of
any known hazards on the OCS.

Pursuant to one comment, the regula-
tions have been revised to clarify that
persons operating under notices will be
required to comply with the terms of the
notices and the regulations. Of par-
ticular note, this revision specifically
incorporates into the notice the condi-
tion that scientific research operations
may not create hazardous conditions or
cause undue harm to the environment,
and, as explained above, that a final re-
port on operations must be submitted.

Despite a comment to the contrary,
the Department decided that the use of
any explosives by a scientific research
organization should require a permit in
order to allow time to determine whether
the use of explosives in an area is envi-
ronmentally acceptable. The Fish and
Wwildlife Service requested that it be
consulted before the use of explosives is
authorized. While the regulations do not
provide for this consultation, there
would be an opportunity for it,

Since the time will vary for processing
a permit application and analyzing, if
necessary, the possible impact of the pro-
posal, the Department did not adopt a
suggestion to require action on applica-
tions within specified times. Similarly,
the Department did not adopt a proposal
by the State of Florida to require coordi-
nation with State agencies in the issu-
ance of permits. However, the Depart-
ment makes every effort to coordinate its
OCS program, encompassing both permit
and lease operations, with State pro-
grams.

In accordance with one comment, per-
sons will be notified in writing of any
suspension or revocation of their author-
ity to conduct explorations. The notice
will specify the reason for the suspension
or revocation.

Most of the comments on test drilling
were not adopted. The Department finds
that the opportunity for group participa-
tion for test drilling reduces the number
of tests and the impact on the environ-
ment. In order to encourage group par-
ticipation, the late participation penalty
has not been increased as suggested. The
use of the penalty fee is left to the dis-
cretion of the organizers of the group, To
allay fears expressed in one comment, we
note that group participation may not be
required for all shallow test drilling, The
concern is that, when it is required, it
will force the disclosure of technology to
competitors.

Contrary to one suggestion the final
regulations require, for safety and en-
vironmental reasons, the submission of
interpretations of common depth point
seismic data as part of a drilling plan for
a deep stratigraphic test. Similarly, the
final regulations require that the drilling
plan, without exception, specify an oil
spill contingency plan and the equipment
available to implement it. In accordance
with one comment, the regulations have
been changed so that after a drilling
plan is approved, the Director's approval
is necessary for the relocation of a drill-
?lte exceeding 600 feet rather than 300

eet.

There were some recommendations
that the requirements for submission of
data and information be clarified. As ex-
plained sbove, the various kinds of in-
formation have been distinguished and
defined to eliminate confusion. The final
regulations also specify that a permittee
may be required to submit analyzed geo-
logical information or processed geo-
physical information whether he pre-
pares it for himself or another party and
regardless of when he prepares it. How-
ever, except where specifically provided,
a permittee shall not be required to sub-
mit interpreted information. Further-
more, not all data, analyzed geological
information, or processed geophysical
information will be required to be sub-
mitted. The permittee will be required to
notify the Supervisor of its availability
for inspection, and the Supervisor will
then have the option to select it.

There was considerable concern that
the Department should provide some re-
imbursement for data and information
that is submitted. The Department has
added a new section (§ 251.13) which, as
explained above, provides for reimburse-
ment for certain reproduction and proc-
essing costs incurred in meeting the
obligations of a permit authorizing geo-
physical exploration for mineral re-
sources,

Finally, the Department has received
many comments on the periods that the
Department must keep data and infor-
mation confidential, ranging from 30
vears to immediate release of it to the
public. The Department had to balance
the advantage of immediately alerting
the States to resource potentials to assist
them in planning against the disadvan-
tage that immediate release of data and
information would be to the exploration
industry, Tmmediate release would re-
duce the marketability of the data and
information, thus adversely affecting the
exploration industry. Accordingly, the
final regulations generally require that
data and information collected under a
permit not be disclosed to the public for
ten years after the issuance of the per-
mit. However, information identifying
hydrocarbon shows or environmental
hazards will be released immediately
and information obtained from a deep
stratigraphic test would be released five
years after completion of the well and,
in certain instances, earlier,
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It is hereby certified that the economic
and inflationary impacts of the proposed
regulation have been carefully evalu-
ated in accordance with Executive Order
11821.

Therefore, Part 250 of Title 30 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended,
and Part 251 of Title 30 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is added as
follows:

1. Section 250.97 of Part 250 of Title 30
of the Code of Federal Regulations is
revised to read as follows:

§250.97 Public inspection of records.

(a) Geophysical data, processed geo-
physical information, interpreted geo-
physical information and interpreted
zeological information (as defined in
§ 251.3 of this chapter) which are sub-
mitted pursuant to the requirements of
this Part shall not be available for public
inspection without the consent of the
lessee so long as the lease remains in
effect, or for a period of 10 years after
the date of submission, whichever is less,
unless the Supervisor with the approval
of the Director determines that earlier
release of such information is necessary
for the proper development of the field
or area.

(b) Geological data and analyzed geo-
-logical information (as defined in § 251.3
of this chapter) which are submitted
pursuant to the requirements of this Part
shall not be made available for public
inspection without the consent of the
lessee as long as the lease remains in
effect or for a period of two years after
the date of submission, whichever is less,
unless the Supervisor with the approval
of the Director determines that earlier
release of such information Is necessary
for the proper development of the field
or area.

2. Part 251 is added to Title 30 of the
Code of Federal Regulations to read as
follows:

Sec,

251.1  Purpose.

2512 Applicability.

2513 Definitions.

2514 Functions of supervisor,

251.5 Requirement of notices and permlits,

2516 Forms for notices and permit appli-
cations.

2517 Piling locations for notices and per-
mit applications,

2518 General conditions of notices and
permits.

2518 Test drilling under notices and per-
mits.

251.10 Observation of exploration conducted
under permits.

251.11 Report of operations conducted un-
der notices and permlts. =

251.12 Submission of data and information
by permitiees.

251.13 Reimbursement to permittees.

251.14 Disclosure of data and information
submitted under permits.

251,15 Termination, suspension, and revoca-
tion of authority to operate under
notices and permits,

251.16 Penalties.

251.17 Appeals.

AUTHORITY: Sec. 11 of the Outer Continen-

tal Shelf Lands Act, 67 Stat. 468 (43 US.C.
Sec. 1340),
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§251.1 Purpose.

The purpose of the regulations in this
Part is to prescribe policies, procedures,
and requirements for conducting geolog-
ical and geophysical exploration for min-
eral resources and scientific research on
the Outer Continental Shelf without a
lease.

§ 251.2 Applicability.

(a) Permits and notices. The regula-
tions of this Part are applicable to per-
mits issued and notices filed after the
effective date of this Part. The regula-
tions of this Part are also applicable to
any “Permit and Agreement for Outer
Continental Shelf Geophysical Explora-
tion" which, prior to the effective date
of this Part, is issued pursuant to the
notice on Geological and Geophysical Ex-
ploration by the Acting Secretary of the
Interior, dated August 27, 1975, and pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER on Sep-
tember 3, 1975 (40 FR 40563) . If the reg-
ulations of this Part conflict with the
terms of sections 4, 5, or 8 of a “Permit
and Agreement for Outer Continental
Shelf Geophysical Exploration” which,
prior to the effective date of this Part,
was issued pursuant to that notice in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on September 3, 1975,
the terms of that section in the Permit
and Agreement shall control.

(b) Leases. The regulations in this
Part shall not apply to geological and
geophysical exploration conducted on a
lease in the Outer Continental Shelf of
the United States by or on behalf of the
lessee. Those explorations shall be goy-
erned by the regulations in Part 250 of
this Title.

§ 251.3 Definitions.

When used in this Part, the following
definitions shall apply.

(a) Outer Continental Shelf. Al sub-~
merged lands which lie seaward and out-
side the area of lands beneath navigable
waters as defined in Section 2 of the
Submerged Lands Act, 67 Stat. 29, (43
U.S.C. Sec. 1301), and of which the sub-
soil and seabed appertain to the United
States and are subject to its jurisdiction
and control.

(b) Act. The Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act, 67 Stat. 462, (43 U.S.C. Secs.
1331-1343).

(¢) OCS Order. A formal numbered
order issued by the Supervisor with the
prior approval of the Chief, Conservation
Division, Geological Survey, that imple-
ments the regulations contained in this
Part or Part 250 of this Title and applies
to operations in an area of the Outer
Continental Shelf.

(d) Director. The Director of the Geo-~
logical Survey, United States Depart-
ment of the Interior.

(e) Supervisor. A representative of the
Secretary, or any subordinate of that
representative acting under his direc-
tion, subject to the direction and super-
visory authority of the Director, the
Chief, Conservation Division, Geological
Survey, and the appropriate Conserva-
tion Manager, Conservation Division,
Geological Survey.
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(f) Person. A citizen or national of
the United States, an alien lawfully ad-
mitted for permanent residence in the
United States as defined in 8 U.S.C. Sec.
1101(a) (20), a private, public, or muni-
cipal corporation organized under the
laws of the United States or of any State
or Territory thereof, and associations of
such citizens, nationals, resident aliens,
or private, public or municipal corpora-
tions, States or political subdivisions of
States.

(g) Third party. Any person other than
a representative of the United States or
the permittee.

(h) Notice. The Statement of intent to
conduct geolozical and geophysical ex-
ploration for scientific research which
does not include the use of solid or lig-
uid explosives or a deep stratigraphic
test.

(i) Permit. The contract or agreement
approved for a specified period of not
more than one year under which a person
acquires the right to conduct (1) geologi-
cal exploration for mineral resources, (2)
geophysical exploration for mineral re-
sources, or (3) geological and geophysi-
cal exploration for scienfific research
which includes the use of solid or liquid
explosives or a deep stratigraphic test.

(J) Geological exploration for mineral
resources. Any operation conducted on
the Outer Continental Shelf which uti-
lizes geological and geochemical tech-
niques, including, but not limited to, core
and test drilling, well logging technigues,
and various bottom sampling methods,
to produce data and information on min-
eral resources, including data and infor-
mation in support of possible explora-
tion and development activity. The term
does not include exploration for scien-
tific research.

(k) Geophysical exploration jor min-
eral resources. Any operation conducted
on the Outer Continental Shelf which uti-
lizes geophysical techniques, including,
but not limited to, gravity, magnetic and
various seismic methods, to produce data °
and information on mineral resources,
including data and information in sup-
port of possible exploration and develop-
ment activity. The term does not include
exploration for scientific research.

(1) Geological and geophysical explor-
ation for scientific research. Any inves-
tigation conducted on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf for scientific research pur-
poses involving the gathering and analy-
sis of geological or geophysical data and
information which are made available to
the public for inspection and reproduc-
tion at the earliest practicable time.

(m) Deep siratigraphic test. Off struc-
ture drilling which involves the penetra-
tion into the sea bottom of more than 50
feet (15.2 metres) of consolidated rock
or a total of more than 300 feet (91.4
metres).

(m) Shallow test drilling. Drilling into
the sea bottom to depths less than those
specified for a deep stratigraphic test.

(0) Data. Facts and statistics or sam-
ples which have not been analyzed or
processed,

(p) Analyzed peological information.
Data, collected under a permit; which
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have been analyzed. Analysis may in-
clude, but is not limited to, identification
of lithologic and fossil content, core
analyses, laboratory analyses of physical
and chemical properties, logs or charts
of electrical, radioactive, sonic, and other
well logs, and descriptions of hydro-
carbon shows or hazardous conditions.

(q) Processed geophysical informa-
tion. Data, collected under a permit,
which have been processed. Processing
involves changing the form of data so
as to facilitate interpretation. Process-
ing operations may include, but are not
limited to, applying corrections for
known perturbing causes, rearranging or
filtering data, and combining or trans-
forming data elements.

(r) Interpreted geological informa-
tion. Knowledge, often in the form of
maps, developed by determining the geo-
logical significance of data and analyzed
geological information.

(s) Interpreted geophysical informa-

tion. Knowledge, often in the form of

maps, developed by determining the geo-
logical significance of geophysical data
and processed geophysical information.

(t) Information. This term, as used
without a qualifying adjective, includes
analyzed geological information, proc-
essed geophysical information, inter-
preted geological information, and inter-
preted geophysical information.

§ 251.4 Funclions of supervisor.

The Supervisor shall regulate all oper-
ations and other activities under this
Part and perform all duties prescribed
by this Part. In order to do so effectively,
the Supervisor is authorized to issue
OCS Orders and other written and oral
orders and to take all other actions nec-
essary to carry out the provisions of this
Part and to prevent damage to, or waste
of, any natural resource or injury to
life and property from any activity here-
under. The Supervisor shall confirm oral
orders in writing as soon as possible,

§251.5 Requirement of notices and per-
mits,

(a) Geological or geophysical ex-
ploration for mineral resources. A per-
son may not conduct geological or
geophysical exploration for mineral re-
sources without a permit. Separate per-
mits will be issued for geological explora-
tion for mineral resources and for geo-
physical exploration for mineral
resources.

(b) Geological and geophysical ex-
ploration for scientific research. (1) A
person may not conduct geological and
geophysical exploration for scientific re-
search without s permit if the explora-
tion includes the use of solid or liquid
explosives or a deep stratigraphic test.
Separate permits will be issued for
geological exploration for scientific re-
search and for geophysical exploration
for scientific research.

(2) A person may conduct geological
and geophysical exploration for scien-
tific research without a permit if the ex-

ploration does not include the use of
solid or liquid explosives or a deep strati-
graphic test. However, the person must
file with the Supervisor a notice to the
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Director of intent to conduct exploration
which does not involve such explosives or
a deep stratigraphic test at least 30 days
prior to commencing the exploration.
Shallow test drilling may not be con-
ducted if, within 21 days of the filing of
the notice, the Supervisor rejects the no-
tice by sending a statement of rejection
by certified mail to the person who filed
the notice. A statement of rejection may
advise the person of changes in the notice
which, if filed again, would render the
notice acceptable to the Supesvisor.

§251.6 Forms for notices and permit
applieations,

(a) Notices. A notice shall not be on a
standardized form, but shall be signed
and shall state:

(1) The name(s) of the person(s) con-
ducting or participating in the proposed
exploration;

(2) The type of exploration and man-
ner in which it will be conducted;

(3) The location, designated on a map,
plat, or chart, where the exploration will
be conducted;

(4) The dates, which shall designate
a period of not more than one year, on
which the exploration will be commenced
and completed;

(5) The proposed time and manner in
which the data and information result-
ing from the exploration wili be made
available to the public for inspection and
reproduction, such time being the earliest
practicable time;

(6) An agreement that the data and
information resulting from the explora-
tion will not be sold or withheld for ex-
clusive use; and

(7) An agreement to comply with the
Act, the regulations in this Part, applica-
ble OCS orders, other written or oral
orders of the Supervisor, and other ap-
plicable statutes and regulations,
whether such statutes, regulations or
orders are enacted, promulgated, issued
or amended before or after the notice is
filed.

(8) The name, registry number, regis-
tered owner and port of registry of ves-
sels used in the operation.

(b) Permit applications. An applica-
tion for a permit shall be on form ap-
proved by the Director. Each application
shall include: \

(1) The name(s) of the person(s) con-
ducting or participating in the proposed
exploration;

(2) The type of exploration and man-
ner in which it will be conducted;

(3) The location on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf where the exploration will
be conducted;

(4) The purpose of conducting the ex-
ploration;

(5) The dates on which the explora-
tion will be commenced and completed;
and

(8) Such other descriptions of the pro-
posed exploration as the Supervisor may
request of the applicant,

§ 251.7 Filing locations for notices and
permit applications.

(a) Geological or geophysical explora~

tion for mineral resources. (1) Applica-
tions for permits to conduct geological or

geophysical exploration for oil, gas and
sulphur shall be filed in duplicate at the
following Geological Survey offices:

(i) For the Outer Continental Shelf off
the Atlantic Coast—the Area Oil and
Gas Supervisor, Eastern Area, 1725 K
Street, N.W., Suite 213, Washington, D.C,
20244,

(ii) For the Outer Continental Shelf
in the Gulf of Mexico—the Area Oil and
Gas Supervisor, Gulf of Mexico Area,
P.O. Box 7944, Metairie, Louisiana 70011,

(iii) For the Outer Continental Shelf
off the coast of the States of California,
Oregon, and Washington—the Area Oil
and Gas Supervisor, Pacific Area, Room
7744, Federal Building, 300 N. Los An-
geles Street, Los Angeles, California
90012.

(iv) For the Outer Continental Shelf
off the State of Alaska—the Area Oil
and Gas Supervisor, Alaska Area, P.O.
Box 259, Anchorage, Alaska 99510.

(2) Applications for permits to con-
duct geological or geophysical explora-
tion for minerals other than oil, gas
and sulphur shall be filed in duplicate at
the following Geological Survey offices:

(i) For the Outer Continental Shelf
off the Atlantic Coast and in the Gulf of
Mexico—the Area Mining Supervisor,
Fastern Area, Suite 213, 1725 K Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20244.

(ii) For the Outer Continental Shelf
off the States of Alaska, California,
Oregon, and Washington—the Area Min-
ing Supervisor, Alaska—Pacific Area,
345 Middlefield Road, Menlo Park, Cali-
fornia 94025.

(b) Geological and geophysical ex-
ploration for scientific research. Notices
and applications for permits to conduet
geological and geophysical exploration
for scientific research shall be filed in
duplicate with the Area Oil and Gas
Supervisor as indicated in paragraph
(a) (1) of this section.

§ 251.8 General conditions of notices
and permits.

(a) Statutes, regulations and orders.
Exploration authorized under this Part
shall be conducted in accordance with
the Act, the regulations in this Part, ap-
plicable OCS orders, other written or
oral orders of the Supervisor, and other
applicable statutes and regulations,
whether such statutes, regulations and
orders are enacted, promulgated, issued,
or amended before or after the notice is
filed or the permit is issued,

(b) General restrictions on operations.
Exploration authorized under this Part
sh:ll be conducted so that operations do
not:

(1) Interfere with or endanger opera-
tions under any lease maintained or
granted pursuant to the Act;

(2) Cause undue harm to aguatic life;

(3) Cause pollution;

(4) Create hazardous or unsafe con-
ditions;

(5) Unreasonably interfere with or
harm other uses of the area; or

(6) Disturb cultural resources, includ-
ing sites, structures or objects of his-
torical or archaeological significance.

(¢) Report of hydrocarbon shows oOr
adverse effects. Any person conducting
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exploration under this Part shall immedi-
ately report to the Director through the
Supervisor any hydrocarbon shows or any
adverse effects of the exploration on the
environment, aquatic life, cultural re-
sources or uses of fhe area in which the
exploration is conducted.

(d) No right to a lease. Authorizations
granted under this Part to conduct ex-
ploration shall not confer a right to a
lease under the Act.

§251.9 Test drilling under notices and
permits,

(a) Shallow test drilling. (1) Permits
authorizing geological exploration for
mineral resources by means of shallow
test drilling may be issued by the Suber-
visor. The Supervisor will also review
notices under which shallow test drilling
will be conducted.

(2) As a condition of a permit or after
receipt of a notice, the Supervisor may
require the gathering and submission of,
prior to the commencement of opera-
tions, high resolution geophysical data,
processed geophysical information, and
interpreted geophysical information
from, but not limited to, bathymetric,
side-scan sonar and magnetometer sys-
tems, so as to determine shallow struc-
tural detall across and in the vicinity of
the proposed test.

(b) Deep stratigraphic tests. Permits
authorizing geological exploration for
mineral resources or scientific research
by means of deep stratigraphic tests may
be issued by the Supervisor, with the ap-
proval of the Director.

(1) The holder of a permit that au-
thorizes deep stratigraphic tests may not
commence any drilling operations unless
he has submitted a drilling plan and the
Director has approved the plan. Each
drilling plan shall Include:

(i) A description of the drilling rig
proposed for use showing the design and
major features thereof, including fea-
tures intended to prevent or control pol-
lution;

(il) The location of each deep strati-
graphic test to be conducted including
surface and projected bottom hole loca-
tion for directionally drilled tests;

(iil) An ofl spill contingency plan and

a description of all equipment and ma-"

terials available to the permittee for use
in containment and recovery of an ofl
spill, with a deseription of the capabili-
ties of such equipment under different
sea and weather conditions; y

(iv) High resolution geophysical data,
processed geophysical information, and
Interpreted geophysical information
from, but not limited to, bathymetric,
side-scan sonar and magnetometer sys-
tems, collected across any proposed drill-
Ing location so as to permit determina-
tion of shallow structural detail in the
vicinity of the proposed test, and for
stratigraphic tests proposed to depths
greater than 1,000 feet (304.8 metres) be~
low the mudline, common depth point
seismic data from the area of the pro-
posed test location and processed geo-
physical information and interpreted
geophysical information therefrom; and
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(v) Such other pertinent data and in-
formation as the Supervisor may request.

(2) After approval of a drilling plan,
any modifications must be approved by
the Supervisor. A modification including
relocation of a drillsite or bottom hole
location exceeding 600 feet (1828
metres) must be approved by the Direc-
tor.

(3) A deep stratigraphic test au-
thorized by a permit shall be conducted
in a manner which prevents blowouts,
prevents release of fiuids from strata into
the sea, and prevents communication be-
tween fluid-bearing strata of oil, gas, or
water. The permittee shall utilize appro-
priate protective measures and devices
specified by the Supervisor.

(c) Group participation. In order to
minimize duplicative geological explora-
tion involving penetration of the seabed
of the Outer Continental Shelf, a permit-
tee proposing to conduct a deep strati-
graphic test shall afford all interested
persons an opportunity to participate in
the test on a cost-sharing basis with a
penalty for late participation of not more
than 100 percent of the cost to each
original participant. A permittee pro-
posing to conduct shallow fest drilling
shall, when ordered by the Supervisor or
when provided in the permit, afford all
interested persons an opportunity to
participate in the test on a cost-sharing
basis with a penalty for late participa-
tion of not more than 50 percent of the
cost to each original participant, To
allow for group participation a permittee
shall:

(1) Publish a summary statement of
the proposed test in a manner approved
by the Supervisor;

(2) Allow at least 30 days from the
date of the publication for other persons
to consider participation in the program
as described by the permit and join as
original participants;

(3) Forward a copy of the published
notice(s) to the Supervisor;

(4) Compute the cost to an original
participant by dividing the total cost of
the program by the number of original
participants; and

(5) Furnish the Supervisor with a
complete list of all participants under
the permit prior to commencing opera-
tions, or at the end of the advertising
period if operations begin prior to its
close, and submit, on a timely basis, a
list of all late participants.

If the Supervisor determines that a
change made in the permit or drilling
plan is significant, he shall require addi-
tional publications. Persons wishing to
join as a result of such readvertisements
within the time frame allowed will be
considered to be original participants.
(d) Cultural resources. Any person
who holds a permit authorizing a deep
stratigraphic test shall, prior to com-
mencing the test, conduct studies suffi-
cient to determine the possible existence
of any cultural resources, including sites,
structures, or objects of historical or
archaeological significance that may be
affected by such drilling, and shall re-
port the findings of the studies to the
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Supervisor. Any person who holds a per-
mit authorizing shallow test drilling or
who has filed a notice for Shallow test
drilling may be required to conduct such
studies at the discretion of the Super-
visor. If any study indicates the possible
presence of a cultural resource, g full
explanation will be included in the re-
port. The person shall take no action
that may result in the disturbance of cul-
tural resources without the prior ap-
proval of the Supervisor, and if any cul-
tural resource is discovered during a test,
the person shall immediately report the
finding to the Supervisor and make every
reasonable effort to preserve and protect
the cultural resource from damage until
the Supervisor has given directions as to
its disposition.

(e) Orders and regulations, All Outer
Continental Shelf regulations relating to
drilling operations in Part 250 of this
title and all OCS Orders relating to the
drilling and abandonment of wells apply,
as appropriate, to drilling authorized un-
der this Part. Departures from the re-
quirements of OCS Orders shall be per-
mitted as provided in § 250.12(b) of this
title.

(f) Bonds. Before a permit authoriz-
ing a deep stratigraphic test will be is-
sued, the applicant shall furnish to the
Bureau of Land Management a surety
bond of not less than $100,000 condi-
tioned on compliance with the terms of
the permit, unless he already maintains
with or furnishes to the Bureau of Land
Management a bond in the sum of
$300,000 conditioned on compliance with
the terms of the permit issued to him for
the area of the Outer Continental Shelf
where he proposes to conduct a deep
stratigraphic test. The Supervisor may
require a bond for shallow test drilling.
Any bond furnished or maintained by a
person under this section will be on a
Yorm approved by the Supervisor.

§ 251.10 Observation of
conducted under permits,

(a) Advisor. A permittee shall, on re-
quest of the Supervisor, furnish food,
quarters, and transportation for an ad-
visor who is approved by the Supervisor,
and the permittee will be reimbursed by
the United States for actual costs, The
advisor shall observe operations con-
ducted pursuant to the permit and advise
the Supervisor on the conduct of the
operations as well as on any adverse ef-
fects of the operations upon the environ-
ment, aquatic life, cultural resources, and
other uses of the area. The fees charged
by an advisor shall be paid by the United
States.

(b) Federal inspector. A permittee
shall, on request of the Supervisor, fur-
nish food, quarters, and transportation
for a Federal representative to inspect
operations, and the permittee will be re-
lmbt\slrsed by the United States for actual
costs.

§ 251.11 Report of operations con-
ducted under notices and permits,

(a) Weekly reports. Each permittee
shall submit to the Supervisor weekly re-
ports which include a daily log of opera~
tions.

exploration
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(b) Final reports. Each permittee and
each person operating under a notice
shall submit a final report to the Super-
visor within 30 days after the completion
of exploration under the permit or no-
tice. The final report shall contain the
following:

(1) A description of the work per-
formed;

(2) Charts, maps, or plats depicting
the areas in which the exploration was
conducted and specifically identifying
the lines over which geophysical traverses
were run or the locations where geologi-
cal exploration was conducted, including
a reference sufficient to identify the data
produced during each such operation;

(3) The dates on which the explora-
tion was performed;

(4) A report of any hydrocarbon shows
or any adverse effects of the exploration
on the environment, aguatic life, cul-
tural resources, or other uses of the area
in which the exploration was conducted;

(5) Such other descriptions of the ex-
ploration as may be specified by the
Supervisor.

§ 251.12 Submission of data and infor-
mation by permittees.

(a) Submission of geological data and
analyzed geological information. (1)
Each holder of a permit for geological
exploration shall notify the Supervisor
immediately, in writing, of the acquisi-
tion or analysis of any geological data
collected under the permit. At any time
within one year of receiving a notice of
acquisition or analysis from a permittee,
or within a longer period if specified in
the permit, the Supervisor may select all
or part of the* geological data and
analyzed geological information. The
permittee shall keep the geological data
and analyzed geological information
available for inspection and selection by
the Supervisor during such period, and
the permittee shall submit geological
data and analyzed geological informa-
tion to the Supervisor within 30 days
after receiving a request for submission
of them.

(2) Each submission of geological
data and analyzed geological informa-
tion shall, at the direction of the Super-
visor, contain all or part of the follow-

(i) An accurate and complete record
of all geological (including geochemical)
data and Information resulting from
each operation;

(i) Paleontological reports identifying
microscopic fossils by depth (not result-
ing age interpretations based upon such
jdentification) unless washed samples
are maintained by the permittee for
paleontological determination and are
made available for inspection by the
Geological ‘Survey;

(iii) Copies of logs or charis of elec-
trical, radioactive, sonic, and other well
logs;

(iv) Analyses of core or bottom
samples or & representative cut or split
of the core or bottom sample;

(v) Detailed descriptions of any
hydrocarbon shows or hazardous condi-
tions encountered during operations, in-
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cluding near losses of well control, ab-
normal geopressures, and losses of cir-
culation; and

(vi) Such other geological data and
analyzed geological information ob-
tained under the permit as may be speci-
fied by the Supervisor.

(3) A permittee shall not be required
to submit interpreted geological infor-
mation under this Part of Title 30 unless
specifically required in this Part.

(b) Submission of geophysical data
and processed geophysical information.
(1) Each holder of a permit for geo-
physical exploration shall notify the
Supervisor immediately, in writing, of
the acquisition, processing, or reprocess-
ing of any geophysical data collected
under the permit. At any time within one
year after receiving a notice of acquisi-
tion, processing, or reprocessing from a
permittee, or within a longer period if
specified in the permit, the Supervisor
may select all or part of the geophysical
data, processed geophysical information,
and reprocessed geophysical informa-
tion. The permittee shall keep the geo-
physical data, processed geophysical in-
formation, and reprocessed geophysical
information available for inspection and
selection by the Supervisor during such
period.

(2) The Supervisor shall have the
right fto inspect the geophysical data,
processed geophysical information, or
reprocessed geophysical information
prior to selection in writing, This in-
spection may be performed on the per-
mittee’s premises or, if the Supervisor
shall so request, the permittee shall de-
liver the geophysical data, processed ge-
ophysical information, or reprocessed
geophysical information to the Super-
visor for inspection. Such delivery shall
be within 30 days after the request for
delivery is received. At any time prior
to selection in writing, the Supervisor
shall have the right to refurn, without
cost to the Government except for repro-
duction costs, any or all geophysical
data, processed geophysical information,
or reprocessed geophysical information
following either inspection and detailed
assessment of quality or establishment
of price to the Government for process~-
ing or reprocessing. If the Superyisor de-
cides to keep any or all of the geophysi-
cal data, processed geophysical informa-
tion, or reprocessed geophysical infor-
mation, he shall select them in writing;
and if they are on the permittee’s prem-
ises, the permittee shall submit them
within 30 days affer receiving a request
for submission of them. The Supervisor
shall have the right to arrange, by con-
tract or otherwise, for the reproduction
of geophysical data, processed geophysi-
cal information and reprocessed geo-
physical information independently of
the permittee and without reimburse-
ment of the permittee for reproduction
costs.

(3) In the event a permittee transfers
geophysical data or processed geophysi-
cal information to a third party, or a
third party who has received geophysi-
cal data or processed geophysical infor-

mation directly or indirectly from a
permittee transfers the geophysical data
or processed geophysical information to
another third party, the transferor shall
notify the Supervisor of such transmittal
and the transferor shall bind the third
party, in writing, to the obligations of
the permittee as specified in this
Section.

(4) Each submission of geophysical
data, processed geophysical information
and reprocessed geophysical informa-
tion shall, at the direction of the Super-
rni;or, contain all or part of the follow-

(i) An accurate and complefe record
of each geophysical survey conducted
under the permit, including final loca-
tion maps of all survey stations; and

(i) All common depth point and high
resolution seismic data developed under
a permit in a format and of a quality
suitable for processing; processed geo-
physical information derived therefrom
with extraneous signals and interference
removed, in a format and of a quality
suitable for interpretive evaluation, re-
flecting  state-of-the-art processing
techniques; and other geophysical data
and processed geophysical information
obtained from, but not limited to, shal-
low and deep subbottom profiles, ba-
thymetry, side-scan sonar and magne-
tometer systems, bottom profiles, gravity
and magnetic surveys and special studies
such as refraction and velocity surveys.

(5) A permittee shall not be required
to submit interpreted geophysical in-
formation under this Part of Title 30
uniess specifically required by this Part.

§ 251.13 Reimbursement to permittecs.

(a) Reimbursement for reproduction
costs, After the delivery or submission
of geophysical data, processed geophysi-
cal information and reprocessed geo-
physical information in accordance with
§ 251.12(b) (2), the permittee or third
party shall, upon a request for reim-
bursement and upon a determination by
the Supervisor that the request is proper,
be reimbursed for the cost of repro-
ducing the geophysical data, processed
geophysical information and reprocessed
geophysical information at the permit-
tee's lowest rate or at the lowest com-
mercial rate established in the area,
whichever is less.

(b) Reimbursement for processing or
reprocessing costs. After the Supervisor
selects in writing processed and reproc-
essed geophysical information in accord-
ance with § 251.12(b) (2), the permittee
or third party shall, upon a request for
reimbursement and upon a determina-
tion by the Supervisor that the request
is proper, be reimbursed for the cost
attributable to processing and reproc-
essing only, as distinguished from the
cost of data acquisition. The amount of
reimbursement will not exceed the low-
est rate available to any purchaser. If
the processed and reprocessed geophysi-
cal Information is not available for sale
and the permittee or third party is the
only participant, the permittee or third
party shall be reimbursed for not more
than one-half of the processing and re-
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processing cost incurred by the permit-
tee or third party. The permiitee or
third party shall refund to the United
States any amount by which the lowest
share of the total processing and re-
processing cost is reduced following re-
imbursement to the permittee or third
party by the United States.

(¢) Procedures for establishing amount
of reimbursement. If a permittee or third
party intends to request reimbursement
under this section, he shall submit to the
Supervisor a request for reimbursement
which specifies the cost of reproducing
the geophysical data, processed geo-
physical information, and reprocessed
geophysical information or the cost of
processing or reprocessing the geophysi-
cal data. The request shall be submitted
at the time the permittee or third party
delivers for inspection geophysical data,
processed geophysical information or re-
processed geophysical information or
upon demand by the Supervisor if the
inspection is on the permittee’s or third
party’s premises. Any reimbursement to
a permittee or third party shall be condi-
tloned upon a determination by the Su-
pervisor that the request for reimburse-
ment as originally submitted or as
revised is proper. Reimbursement proce-
dures shall be in accordance with ap-
plicable laws and regulations.

§251.14 Disclosure of data and infor-
mation submitted under permits.

(a) General. Except as specified in this
Section, the United States shall not make
available to the public (1) trade secrets
and commercial or financial information
which are privileged or confidential and
which are received from permittees, and
(2) geological and geophysical informa-
tion and data, including maps, concern-
ing wells, which are received from per-
mittees.

(b) Disclosure of geological daia,
analyzed geological information and in-
terpreted geological information. The
Supervisor shall disclose geological data,
analyzed geological information and in-
terpreted geological information sub-
mitted under a permit as follows:

(1) He shall immediately issue a pub-
He notice identifying any hydrocarbon
shows or environmental hazards on un-
leased lands discovered during drilling
operations when the shows or hazards are
Judged to be significant by the Director;

(2) He shall make available to the
public all other geological data, analyzed
geological information and interpreted
geological information, except geological
data, analyzed geological information
and interpreted geological information
obtained from deep stratigraphic tests,
ter:i years after issuance of the permit;
an

(3) He shall make available to the
public geological data, analyzed geologi-
cal information and interpreted geolog-
lcal information obtained from deep
stratigraphic tests, five years after com-
bletion of the test well or 60 calendar
days after the issuance of the first Fed-
eral lease within 50 geographic miles
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(92.6 kilometres) of the test site, which-
ever is earlier.

(¢) Disclosure of geophysical data,
processed geophysical information and
interpreted geophysical information. The
Supervisor shall disclose geophysical
data, processed geophysical information,
reprocessed geophysical information and
interpreted geophysical information sub-
mitted under a permit and retained by
the Supervisor as follows:

(1) He shall make available to the
public geophysical data 10 years after
the issuance of the permit.

(2) He shall make available to the
public processed geophysical informa-
tion, reprocessed geophysical informa-
tion and interpreted geophysical infor-
mation 10 years after it has been sub-
mitted to the Supervisor.

§ 251.15 Termination, suspension and
revocation of authority to operate
under notices and permits. :

(a) Termination. The Supervisor or a
person who has filed a notice or who holds
a permit may terminate the authority to
conduct exploration under a notice or
permit, as the case may be, at any time
and without cause by sending a state-
ment of termination by certified mail to
the other party at least 30 days in ad-

vance of the date such termination is to A

be effective.

(b) Suspension and revocation. (1) The
Supervisor may, by sending a statement
of suspension or revocation by certified
mail, suspend or revoke the authority to
conduct exploration under a permit or
notice when in his judgment the explo-
ration or proposed exploration threatens
immediate, serious, or irreparable harm
or damage to life, including aquatic life,
to property, to cultural resources, to val-
uable mineral deposits, or to the environ-
ment. Such suspensions and revocations
shall be effective immediately upon re-
ceipt of the statement.

(2) the Supervisor may, by sending a
statement of suspension or revocation by
certified mail, suspend or revoke the au-
thority to conduct exploration under a
notice or permit for noncompliance with
the Act, the regulations in this Part, the
terms and conditions of the permit, ap-
plicable OCS Orders, other written or-
ders of the Supervisor including requests
for any reports, and other applicable
laws and regulations. A suspension shall
be effective immediately upon receipt of

“the statement and a revocation shall be

effective without further notice on the
thirtieth day after receipt of the state-
ment, unless the breach or violation is
corrected by that time. Upon receipt of a
statement of revocation asserting a
breach or violation, the authority to con-
duct exploration under the notice or per-
mit shall be suspended immediately, and
the suspension shall remain in effect un-
til the breach or violation has been cor-
rected or the revocation becomes final.
(e) Continuing obligations, Termina-
tion or revocation of the authority to con-
duct exploration under a notice or per-
mit shall not relieve the person who filed
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the notice or who holds the permit of the
obligation to abandon any drill gites in
compliance with § 251.9(e), and to com-
ply with all other obligations specified in
this Part or in the permit or notice.

§ 251.16 Penalties.

All persons conducting geological or
geophysical exploration for mineral re-
sources and exploration for scientific re-
search shall be subject to the penalty pro-
visions of section 5(a) (2) of the Act, (43
U.S.C. Sec. 1334(a) (2)), for violation of
regulations for the prevention of waste,
the conservation of natural resources, or
the protection of correlative rights. This
is in addition to any penalty which may
be prescribed in the permit for noncom-
pliance with its provisions or any action
which may be brought by the United
States to compel compliance with the
provisions of the permit.

§ 251.17 Appeals.

Orders or decisions issued under the
regulations in this Part may be appealed
as provided in Part 290 of this Title.

Effective: June 11, 1976.
Approved: June 11, 1976.

Tom KLEPPE,
Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc.76-18259 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

Title 32—National Defense
CHAPTER XII—DEFENSE SUPPLY
AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER B—MISCELLANECUS
[DSAR 5400.21: RCS DD (A & AR) 1379]
PART 1286—PERSONAL PRIVACY AND

RIGHTS OF INDIVIDUALS REGARDING
THEIR PERSONAL RECORDS

Correction

On September 30, 1975, there was pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER (40 FR
45113) (FR Doc. 75-25987) a notice of
proposed rulemaking to implement the
Privacy Act of 1974 (Pub, L. 93-579, 5
U.S.C. 552a) .

The following paragraph was inadvert-
ently omitted when the final document

was published (41 FR 18836, May 7,
1976), and should now be added to page
18844, third column, immediately below
the center heading “Appendix C” to read
as follows:

All systems of records maintained by
the Defense Supply Agency shall be ex-
empt from the requirements of 5 U.S.C.
552a(d) pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k) (1)
to the extent that the system contains
any information properly classified under
Executive Order 11652, and which is re-
quired by the Executive Order to be kept
secret in the interest of national defense
or foreign policy. This exemption, which
may be applicable to parts of all systems
of records, is necessary because certain
record systems not otherwise specifically
designated for exemptions herein may
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contain isolated items of information
which have been properly classified.

Effective date: May 7, 1976.

By order of the Director, Defense Sup-
ply Agency.
J. J. MCALEER, Jr.,
Colonel, USA,
Steff Director, Administration.

Mavrice W. ROCHE,
Director, Correspondence and
Directives OASD (Comptroller).

JUNE 17, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-18232 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

Title 20—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

[FRL 564-5)

PART 52—APPROVAL AND. PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Nebraska: Approval of Plan Revision and
Clarifying Amendments

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10877), pur-
suant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act,
and 40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator
approved, with specific exceptions, the
State of Nebraska plan for the implemen=-
tation of the National Ambient Air Qual-
ity Standards (NAAQS) . On February 24,
1976 (41 FR 8072), the Agency an-
nounced that the State proposed to re-
vise its implementation plan by making
a number of amendments to the Air Pol-
lution Control Rules and Regulations of
Nebraska. These amendments were
adopted on December 14, 1974, and
June 13, 1975, pursuant to the Nebraska
Environmental Protection Act, as
amended on April 13, 1974, and were offi-
cially submitted to the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) on August 5,
1975. The significant changes are dis-~
cussed in the following paragraphs.

The term “designated area” has been
amended to define & “designated area”
as & Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Area (SMSA). This refers only to pre-
construction review requirements for
what are termed “complex sources.” A
“designated area” has the same review
regulations (40 CFR 52.22), which are
currently suspended.

The State has adopted the second
group of New Source Performance Stand-
ards promulgated by the EPA (39 FR
9308), in addition to the first group of
five categories previously adopted. The
seven categories of sources are: asphalt
concrete plants; petroleum refineries;
storage vessels for petroleum liquids; sec~
ondary lead smelters; secondary brass
and bronze ingot production plants; iron
and steel plants; and municipal sewage
treatment plants.

Variance procedures have been
amended to provide for variances beyond
the NAAQS attainment date. The
amended regulations allow a source to be
granted a variance beyond the attain-
ment date, provided the owner or oper-
ator of the source demonstrates that the
source emissions will not interfere with
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attainment or maintenance of the
NAAQS and the owner or operator has
shown good faith efforts to comply with
emission standards.

The provision permitting sources to
withhold certain information involving
processes or methods of manufacture has
been deleted from the regulations. An
amended public information rule now
clearly requires that emission data be re-
leased. This rulemaking revokes the dis-
approval of the State plan relating to
availability of emission data and the
EPA-promulgated subsfitute regulation.

* Section 52.1424 is revised to remove the

disapproval of legal authority to release
emission data.

A visible emission regulation for diesel-
powered vehicles has been added. Other
minor changes were made including re-
numbering internal cross references and
a general recodification.

These proposed changes were opened
to public comment in the proposal dated
February 24, 1976. No comments were re-
ceived during the public comment period.

These changes constitute a revision to
the State of Nebraska implementation
plan, pursuant to § 51.6 of this chapter.
The Administrator's decision to approve
or to disapprove a plan revision Is based
on whether or not they meet the re-
quirements of section 110(a) (2) (A)—(H)
of the Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51,
“Requirements for Preparation, Adoption
and Submittal of State Implementation
Plans.”

After careful review of all the changes
contained in the proposed revision, the
Administrator has determined that the
revision meets the requirements of sec-
tion 110(a) (2) (A)—(H) of the Clean Air
Act and 40 CFR Part 51. Accordingly, this
SIP revision is hereby approved and
made part of the SIP.

The Administrator finds that good
cause-exists to make these revisions im-
mediately effective for the following rea~
sons:

1. The implementation plan revisions
were adopted in accordance with pro-
cedural requirements of state and federal
law which provided for adequate public
hearings and comments, and further par-
ticipation is unnecessary;

2. Immediate effectiveness enables af-
fected sources to proceed with certainty
in conducting their affairs, and persons
wishing to seek judicial review of the
:zldendments may do so without delay;

3. The clarifying amendments merely
modify existing lists and impose no addi-
tional requirements.

The amendments to §52.1420(c),
which are also being published herein,
reflect additions to the amendments pub-
lished on March 2, 1976 (41 FR 8956).
These additions merely clarify the exist-
ing list and impose no new requirements.
Therefore, the Administrator finds for
good cause that it is unnecessary and
impractical to subject these clarifications
to notice and public comment procedures.

This revision becomes effective on
June 23, 1976.

(Sections 110 and 301, Clean Air Act as
amended (42 U.S.C. 1857c-5, 1857g).)

Dated: June 16, 1978.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Adminisirator.
Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the

Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

1. In §52.1420, paragraph (c) 1is
amended by adding subparagraphs (10)
through (18) as follows:

Subpart CC—Nebraska
§52.1420 Identification of plan.

L L - - -

(c) . % »

(10) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the Department of Environ-
mental Control on September 13, 1974.

(11) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the Department of Environ-
mental Control on February 21, 1975.

(12) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the Department of Environ-
mental Control on May 23, 1975.

(13) Revision of regulations to include
the second group of New Source Per-
formance Standards and provide for
granting of post-attainment variances
and releasing of emission data was sub-
mitted on August 5, 1975, by the
Governor,

(14) Compliance schedules were sub-
xlréi';:sted by the Governor on August 27,

(15) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the Governor on January 1,
1976.

(16) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the Department of Environ-
mental Control on January 15, 1976.

(17) Amended State law (LB1029) giv-
ing the Department of Environmental
Control authority to require monitoring
of emissions, require reporting of emis-
sions and release emission data was sub-
mitted by the Governor on February 10,
1976.

(18) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the Governor on April 23, 1976.

2. Section 52.1423 is revoked.
§52.1423 [Revoked]l.

3. Section 52.1424 is amended to read
as follows:

§ 52.1424 Legal nuthority.

The requirements of § 51.11(a) of this
chapter are not met since the Lincoln-
Lancaster County Health Department
regulations contain the following defi-
ciencies:

(a) Authority to require recordkeeping
is inadequate (§51.11(a)(5) of this
chapter).

(h) Authority to require installation
of monitoring devices or make periodic
reports is inadequate (§51.11¢a) (6) of
this chapter).

[FR Doc.76-18169 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]
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PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

North Carolina: Ambient SO. and NO.
Standards

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842), the
Administrator approved the North Caro-
lina plan to attain and maintain the na-
tional ambient air quality standards in
that State. e original North Carolina
implementsdtion plan contained ambient
standards for sulfur dioxide which were
equal to the annual, 24-hour, and 3-hour
national secondary standards in effect
at that time (60, 260, and 1300 xg/m’,
respectively) ; the plan also contained a
24-hour standard for nitrogen dioxide
(250 pg/m®, not to be exceeded more
than once a year) in addition to an an-
nual standard (100 zg/m* equal to. the
national standards. On Sepftember 14,
1973 (38 FR 25681), the Administrator
revoked the national annual secondary
standard for SO. together with the 24-
hour standard established for assessing
plans to attain the annual standard.
North Carolina, after notice and public
hearing, has changed its annual and 24-
hour SO. standards to make them equal
to the national primary annual and 24-
hour standards (80 and 365 ug/m’, re-
spectively). Also, the State has revoked
its 24-hour ambient standard for nitro-
gen dioxide. These changes were sub-
mitted to the Agency as a proposed plan
revision on March 23, 1976.

The revised North Carolina ambient
standards for sulfur dioxide and nitro-
gen dioxide are hereby approved. This
action is effective immediately.

The Administrator finds that there is
no reason to propose this revision for
public comment since the only course of
action open to him in the case of ambient
standards equal to the national stand-
ards is to approve them. Also, there is
no reason to defer the effective date of
this approval action since it merely rati-
fies changes which are already in effect
under North Carolina law, and imposes
no additional burden on anyone.

(Section 110(a) of the Clean Alr Act (42
U.S.C. 1857¢c-5(a))).

Dated: June 6, 1976.
JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

Part 52 of Chapter T, Title 40, Code.of
Federal Regulations, is amended as
follows:

Subpart Il—North Carolina

In § 52.1770, paragraph (¢) is amended
by adding subparagraph (15) as follows:
§ 52,1770 Identification of plan.

- » » L .

(e 2"

(15) Revised ambient SO, and NO.
standards, submitted on March 23, 1976,
by the North Carolina Department of
Natural and Economic Resources.

[FR Doc.76-18170 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]
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Title 41—Public Contracts and Property
Management

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS

[FPMR Amendment E-189)

PART 101-25—GENERAL
Replacement Standards; Office Machines

This regulation provides updated re-
placement standards for office machines.

Section 101-25.403 is amended as fol-
lows:

§ 101-25.403 Office machines.

L ® - » *

(a) Electrically operated office ma-
chines such as typewriters, adding ma-
chines, and desk calculators (excluding
the electronic type) under 12 years of age
or manually operated office machines un-
der 15 years of age shall not be replaced
unless:

- L - - *

(b) Electronic office machines such as
calculators, accounting machines, cash
registers, and dictating equipment shall
be replaced after expiration of the war-
ranty period if the estimated one-time
repair cost exceeds 80 percent of the re-
placement cost of a comparable new
model.

* * - - -

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

Effective date: This regulation is ef-
fective on June 23, 1976.

Dated: June 11, 1976.

TERRY CHAMBERS,
Acling Administrator of
General Services,

[FR Doc¢.76-18256 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER XVI—LEGAL SERVICES
CORPORATION

PART 1607—GOVERNING BODIES OF
RECIPIENTS

Requirements

The Legal Services Corporation (“the
Corporation”) was established pursuant
to the Legal Services Corporation Act
of 1974, Pub. L. 93-355, 88 Stat. 378, 42
U.S.C. 2996-29961 (“the Act”), for the
purpose of providing financial support for
legal assistance in non-criminal proceed-
ings to persons financially unable to af-
ford legal assistance. Section 1007(c) of
the Act, 42 U.S.C. 2996f(c), states that
the composition of the governing body of
a recipient shall meet certain require-
ments.

On May 5, 1976 (41 FR 18526) a pro-
posed regulation on governing bodies of
recipients was published. Interested per-
sons were given until June 3, 1976 to sub-
mit comments on the proposed regula-
tion. All comments received were given
full consideration. Several minor techni-
cal changes were made, and the following
issues were considered before adoption
of the final regulation.
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COMPOSITION

The Act requires that sixty percent of
the governing body of a recipient be law-
yers, and that at least one member be
an eligible client. The Corporation con-
cluded that there are sound and per-
suasive policy reasons for going beyond
the Act and imposing additional require-
ments. This conclusion rests on the Cor-
poration’s recognition that a legal serv-
ices client has only limited freedom of
choice in selecting a lawyer; unlike the
client of a private law firm, he or she
cannot go to another law firm if dissatis-
fied with any aspect of the assistance
received. Therefore, it seems essential to
structure the governing body in a way
that insures that legal services lawyers
will be strictly accountable, through the
governing body, to the clients they serve.

While we expect lawyer members to be
diligent in pursuit of the goal of account-
ability, we believe that its attainment
requires more than one client member.
As a practical matter, a dissatisfied client
may be reluctant or unable to seek out
and present a grievance to a lawyer-
member of the governing body; client-
members may be expected to be more
accessible. Moreover, “the client commu-
nity” is not monolithic; most legal serv-
ices programs serve heterogeneous popu-
lations with diverse, and sometimes con-
flicting, needs and interests. A single
voice cannot represent them all. A gov-
erning body would be sorely handicapped
in its task of establishing priorities in
resource allocation if its client member-
ship did not reflect this diversity.

These concerns underlie the require-
ment in § 1607.3(a) that the governing
body “reasonably refiect the interests and
characteristics of the eligible clients in
the area served.” The Corporation con-
sidered, and rejected as both unwise and
unworkable, a formulation requiring the
lawyer and the client component of the
body each to reflect specified segments of
the general population served. The de-
sire to insure accountability led to the
requirement in § 1607.3(d) that one-third
of a governing body be either clients or
representatives of client groups. This re-
aquirement also should serve to eliminate
the tension that occasionally developed
in the past of client membership of a
governing board was minimal or non-
existent, and the program perceived a
contradiction between the instructions of
the governing body and the demands of
its clients. Tm most programs, however,
client membership has comprised be-
tween one-third and one-half of the gov-
erning body membership, and this for-
mula apparently has worked well.

QUALIFICATIONS

Section 1607.3 adopts the language
used in §§1603.3 and 1603.4, governing
State Advisory Council membership, and
requires that attorney members of the
governing body be supportive of the pur-
poses of the Act and “have Interest in,
and knowledge of, the delivery of quality
legal services to the poor.”

23, 1976
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Under § 1607.3(d), only one member
need be an eligible client when selected;
the other members of the client compo-
nent may be delegates or representatives.
This realistic allowance is made because
clients may be reluctant to speak up in
the presence of a group of lawyers, and
may feel that their own point of view
would be presented more effectively by
a spokesman of their choice. A client
member who becomes ineligible for legal
assistance because of a change in finan-
cial circumstances may, nonetheless, re-
main on the governing board.

The requirement in § 1607.3 that law-
yvers and the clients be selected from,
or designated by, appropriate groups,
follows from our overall concern to in-
sure that membership is both represent-
ative of, and accountable to the interests
it represents. The remaining members of
a governing body need not represent any
group, but must be interested in and
supportive of legal services to the poor.

Section 1607.3(h) states that no cate-
gory of governing board membership
shall be dominated by persons serving
as the representatives of a single asso-
ciation, group, or organization. It should
be noted that the Regulation does not
prevent drawing all attorney members,
for example, from the same state or local
Bar Association, so long as a dominant
percentage of the attorney membership
of the governing body has not been
designated by that Bar Association as
its representatives.

FUNCTIONS OF GOVERNING BODY

The Corporation believes that Formal
Opinion 334 of the American Bar Asso-
ciation Committee on Ethics and Pro-
fessional Responsibility (August 10,
1974) enunciates sound principles to
guide a governing body in carrying out
its responsibilities to a legal services
program and its clients.

COMPENSATION

Section 1607.6 authorizes payment to
governing body members for reasonable
and actual expenses required for fulfill-
ment of membership obligations, but the
Corporation does not encourage mem-
bers who can afford to pay such expenses
themselves to seek reimbursement from
the recipient.

The following regulation has been
adopted by the Legal Services Corpora-
tion, to become effective July 23, 1976,
pursuant, to section 1008(e) of the Act.

Part 1607 is established to read as
follows:

Sec.

1607.1
1607.2
1607.3
1607.4
1607.5
1607.6

AUTHORITY:
2006f(c).

§ 1607.1 Purpose,

This part is designed fo insure that
the governing body of a recipient will be
well qualified to guide a recipient in its
efforts to provide high quality legal as-

Purpose.

Definition.

Composition,

Functions of a governing body.
Walver.

Compensation.

Sec. 1007(c); 42 TUSC.
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sistance to those who otherwise would
be unable to obtain adequate legal coun-
sel, and to insure that the recipient is
accountable to its clients.

§ 1607.2 Definition.

“Eligible client,” as used in this Part,
means & person eligible to receive legal
assistance under the Act, without regard
to whether the person is receiving assist-
ance at the time of selection for member-
ship on a governing body.

§ 1607.3 Composition.

(a) A recipient shall be incorporated
in a State in which it provides legal as-
sistance, and shall have a governing body
that reasonably reflects the interests and
characteristics of the eligible clients in
the area served.

(b) At least sixty (60) percent of a
governing body shall be attorneys ad-
mitted to practice in a State in which a
recipient is to provide legal assistance,
who are supportive of the purposes of
the Act and have interest in, and knowl-
edge of, the delivery of quality legal serv-
ices to the poor.

(¢) The attorneys shall be selected
from, or designated by, appropriate Bar
Associations and other groups, including,
but not limited to, law schools, civil rights
or anti-poverty organizations, and orga-
nizations of eligible clients.

(d) At least one member of a governing
body shall be, when selected, an eligible
client, and at least one-third of the mem-
bers shall be either eligible clients, or
representatives of associations, groups, or
organizations of eligible clients.

(e) The members who are, or who rep-
resent those who are, eligible clients shall
be selected from, or designated by, a
variety of appropriate groups including,
but not limited to, client and neighbor-
hood associations and organizations.

(f) The categories of “attorney” and
“eligible client representative’” are not
mutually exclusive; a single individual
may be counted toward satisfaction of
both requirements.

(g) The remaining members of a gov-
erning body, whatever the method of
selection, shall be individuals interested
in and supportive of legal services to the
poor.

(h) No category of governing board
membership shall be dominated by per-
sons serving as the representatives of a
single association, group, or organization.

(1) Members of a governing body may
be selected by appointment, election, or
other means. The method of selection
and composition shall be subject to ap-
proval by the Corporation. A recipient
whose current governing body does not
satisfy the requirements of this section
shall submit for approval a plan for
achieving compliance as soon as possible.

§ 1607.4 , Funetions of a governing body.

(a) A governing body shall have at
least four meetings a year. Timely and
effective prior public notice of all meet-
ings shall be given, and all meetings shall
be public except for those concerned
with matters properly discussed in ex-
ecutive session.

(b) A governing body shall establish
and enforce broad policies governing the
operation of a recipient, but shall not in-
terfere with any attorney’s professional
responsibilities to clients,

§ 1607.5 Waiver.

(a) Upon application, the President
shall waive the requirements of this Part
to permit a recipient that was funded
under section 222(a) (3) of the Economic
Opportunity Act of 1964 and, on July 25,
1974, had a majority of persons who were
not attorneys on its governing body, to
continue such a non-attorney majority.

(b) The President may waive the re-
guirements of this Part upon application
of a recipient that demonstrates that it
cannot comply with them because of

(1) The nature of the population or
areg served; or

(2) Speecial circumstances, including,
but not limited tp, conflicting require-
ments of the recipient’s major funding
source.

(c) A recipient seeking a waiver shall
demonstrate that it has made diligent ef-
forts to comply with the requirements of
this Part.

§ 1607.6 . Compensation.

While serving on the governing body
of a recipient, no member shall receive
compensation from the recipient, but a
member may receive payment for nor-
mal travel and other out-of-pocket ex-
penses required for fulfillment of the ob-
ligations of membership.

THOMAS EHRLICH,
President,
Legal Services Corporation.

| FR Doc.76-18293 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

PART 1608—PROHIBITED POLITICAL
ACTIVITIES

Quality Legal Assistance

The Legal Services Corporation was
established pursuant to the Legal Serv-
jces Corporation Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93—
355, 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C. 2096-29961
(“the Act”), for the purpose of providing
financial support for legal assistance in
non-criminal proceedings to persons
financially unable to afford legal assist-
ance. Sections of the Act, including sec-
tions 1005(b), 1006(b) (5), 1006(d) (3)
and (4), 1006(e) (1) and (2), 1007(a) (6)
and 1007(b) (2) prohibit certain political
activities by the Corporation, recipients,
and their respective employees.

A proposed regulation on prohibited
political activities was published on
May 5, 1976 (41 FR 18527), and inter-
ested persons were given until June 3,
1976 to submit comments. All comments
received were given full consideration,
but none raised any issue of substance,
and the proposed regulation has been
adopted without change.

The following issues were considered
before adoption of the final regulation:

PURPOSE

Congress declared that in order to
“preserve its strength, the legal services
program must be kept free from the
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influence of or use by it of political
pressures’’; and the Act contains several
provisions that are designed to insure
that Corporation funds will not be used
to promote political interests. This part
implements those provisions.

APPLICATION OF THE HATCH ACT

The ILegal Services Corporation Act
(hereinafter LSC Act) refers to the
Hatch Act in two places, one affecting
Corporation employees, and the other,
staff attorneys. After passage of the LSC
Act, a relevant portion of the Hatch Act
barring employees from taking an active
part in political campaigns was amended,
and now bars only actual candidacy for
elective public office. Before adopting a
regulation implementing these Sections
of the L8C Act, it was necessary to de-
cide whether either or both of the refer-
ences in the LSC Act constitute a spe-
cific incorporation of the unamended
Hateh Act, precluding consideration of
subsequent amendments.

Section 1006(e) (2) states that Corpo-
ration employees ‘“shall be deemed to be
State or local employees” for Hatch Act
purposes. The emphasis is on identity of
treatment with the other employees
specified, and not on prohibiting particu-
lar activities. Therefore we concluded
that Congress would have applied the
amended Hatch Act to Corporation em-
ployees, and we have done so in § 16084,

The best reading of § 1007(a) (6), which
requires the Corporation to insure that
staff attorneys refrain from activities
“of the type” prohibited by the Hatch
Act, suggests that the Hatch Act is cited
by way of example only, leaving specific
proscriptions to the discretion and con-
tinuing experience of the Corporation.
Support of such reading is found in the
fact that the LSC Act requires the Corpo-
ration to limit both partisan and non-
partisan political activity by staff attor-
neys, but the Hatch Act never applied to
nonpartisan activity. We concluded that
neither the amended nor unamended
provisions of the Hatch Act directly ap-
ply to staff attorneys, and that the Cor-
poration has discretion to deviate from
the Hatch Act in relation to them: but
in the absence of experience justifying
deviation, we have embodied the Hatch
Act without any change except the addi-
tion of a prohibition against nonpartisan
candidacy, as required by the LSC Act.

The following regulation has been
adopted by the Legal Services Corpora-
tion, to become effective July 23, 1976,
pursuant to § 1008(e) of the Act.

Part 1608 is established to read as
follows:

Sec.

1608.1
1608.2
1608.3

Purpose.

Definition.

Prohibitions applicable to the Cor-
poration and to recipients.

Prohibition applicable to all em-
ployees.

Prohibitions applicable to Corpora=~
tion employeces and staff attorneys.

Prohibitions applicable to attorneys
and to staff attorneys.

Attorney-client relationship.

Enforcement,

1608.4
1608.5
1608.6

1608.7
1608.8

RULES AND REGULATIONS

AvrHORITY: Secs. 1001(5), 1005(b)(2),
1006 (b) (3), 1006(b) (5) (B), 1006(d) (3), 1006
(a) (4), 1006(e) (1), 1006(e) (2), 1007(a) (6),
1007(b) (2); 42 U.S.C. 29096(5), 2096d(b) (2),
2006e(b) (3), 2996e(b) (5) (B), 2908e(d) (3),
2096e(d) (4), 2996e(e) (1), 2096e(e) (2), 29961
(a) (8), 2996(D) (2).

§ 1608.1 Purpose.

This Part is designed to insure that the
Corporation’s resources will be used to
provide high quality legal assistance and
not to support or promote political ac-
tivities or interests. The Part should be
construed and applied so as to further
this purpose without infringing upon the
constitutional rights of employees or the
professional responsibilities of attorneys
to their clients. 2

§ 1608.2 Definition.

“Legal assistance activities,” as used
in this Part, means any activity.

(a) Carried out during an employee's
working hours;

(b) Using resources provided by the
Corporation or by a recipient; or

(c) That, in fact, provides legal ad-
vice, or representation to an eligible
client.

§ 1608.3 Prohibitions applicable to the
corporation and 1o recipients.,

(a) Neither the Corporation nor any
recipient shall use any political test or
qualification in making any decision,
taking any action, or performing any
function under the Act.

(b) Neither the Corporation nor any
recipient shall contribute or make avail-
able Corporation funds, or any personnel
or equipment
. (1) To any political party or associa-

ion,

(2) To the campaign of any candidate
for public or party office, or

(3) For use in advocating or opposing
any ballot measure, initiative, or refer-
endum.

§ 1608.4 Prohibitions applicable 10 all
employees.

(a) No employee shall intentionally
identify the Corporation or a recipient
with any partisan or nonpartisan politi-
cal activity, or with the campaign of any
candidate for public or party office.

(b) No employee shall use any Cor-
poration funds for activities prohibited
to attorneys under Section 1608.6; nor
shall an employee intentionally identify
or encourage others to identify the Cor-

poration or a recipient with such activi- -

ties.

§ 1608.5 Prohibitions applicable to cor-
poration employees and 1o staff at-
torneys.

‘While employed under the Act, no Cor-
poration employee and no staff attorney
shall, at any time,

(a) Use official authority or influence
for the purpose of interfering with or
affecting the result of an election or
nomination for office, whether partisan
or nonpartisan;

(b) Directly or indirectly coerce, at-
tempt to coerce, command or advise an
employee of the Corporation or of any
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recipient te pay, lend, or contribute any-
thing of value to a political party, or
committee, organization, agency or per-
son for political purposes; and

(¢) No staff attorney shall be a candi-
date for elective public office, whether
partisan or nonpartisan; nor shall a Cor-
poration employee be a candidate for
partisan elective public office.

§ 1608.6 Prohibitions applicable to at-
torneys and to staff allorneys,

(a) While engaged in legal assistance
activities supported under the Act, no
attorney shall engage in

(1) Any political activity,

(2) Any activity to provide voters with
transportation to the polls, or to provide
similar assistance in connection with an
election, or

(3) Any voter registration activity.

(b) While employed under the Act, no
stafl attorney shall engage in the activ-
ities prohibited by paragraphs (a) (2) or
(a) (3) of this section at any time.

§ 1608.7 Attorney-client relationship.
Nothing in this Part is intended to
prohibit an attorney or staff attorney
from providing any form of legal assist-
ance to an eligible client, or to interfere
with the fulfillment of any attorney’s
professional responsibilities to a client.

§ 1608.8 Enforcement.

This Part shall be enforeed according
to the procedures set forth in § 1612.5.

THOMAS EHRLICH,
President,
Legal Services Corporation.

[FR Doc.76-18294 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

PART 1610—USE OF FUNDS FROM
SOURCES OTHER THAN THE CORPO-
RATION

Prohibitions and Accounting

The Legal Services Corporation (“the
Corporation’”) was established pursuant
to the Legal Services Corporation Act of
1974, Pub. L. 93-355, 88 Stat. 378, 42
U.8.C. 2996-29961 (“the Act”); for the
purpose of providing financial support
for legal assistance in non-criminal pro-
ceedings or matters to persons financially
unable to afford legal assistance. Section
1010(c) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. 2998i(c),
restricts the use of funds received by
recipients from sources other than the
Corporation.

A proposed regulation on the use of
non-Corporation funds was published on
May 5, 1976 (41 FR 18528), and inter-
ested persons were given until June 3,
1976 to submit comments. All comments
received by the Corporation were given
full consideration, and, in addition to
technical changes, the following revisions
were made in the proposed regulation:

DerinITION (§ 1610.1) ; WAIVER (§ 1610.4)

Several comments indicated confusion
about what activities are prohibited by
the Act. Therefore, a definition of “pur-
poses prohibited by the Act or Corpora-
tion Regulations” was added, referring
to the specific prohibitions in the Act.
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To avoid inconsistency in use of the
term “‘recipient,” the proposed definition,
excluding private attorneys, law firms,
state or local entities of attorneys, and le-
gal aid organizations with separate pub-
lic defender programs, was removed from
§1610.1, and a new waiver provision
(§ 1610.4) was added. An exception from
the Part's requirements is authorized
only if necessary to permit the Corpora-
tion to make a contract or arrangement
with one of the enumerated entities,

AUTHORIZED USE OF OTHER FUNDS
(§ 1610.3)

Section 1610.3 authorizes a recipient to
use public or tribal funds for any purpose
within the scope of the grant.

The following regulation has been
adopted by the Legal Services Corpora=
tion, to become effective July 23, 1976,
pursuant to section 1008(e) of the Act.
Sec.
1610.1
1610.2
1610.3

Definltion,

Prohibition.

Authorized use of other funds,
1610.4 Accounting.

1610.5 Waiver. \

AvuTHORITY: Section 1010(c);: 42 U.S.C.
29961,

§ 1610.1 Definition.

As used in this Part, the phrase “pur-
poses prohibited by the Act or Corpora-
tion Regulations” refers to activities pro-
hibited by the following Sections of the
Act and the Regulations promulgated
thereunder:

(a) Sections 1006(d) (3), 1006(d) (4),
1007 (a) (6), and 1007(b) (2) (Political ac~
tivities) ;

(b) Section 1007(a) (5) (Legislative
and administrative representation);

(¢) Section 1007(a) (10) (Activities in-
consistent with professional responsibili-
ties) ;

(d) Section 1007(b) (1) (Fee-generat-
ing cases; criminal proceedings; civil ac-
tions challenging criminal convictions) ;

(e) Section 1007(b) (4) (Representa-
tion of juveniles) ;

(f) Section 1007(b) (5)
training) ;

(g) Section 1007(b) (6) (Organizing
activities) ; ~

(h) Section 1007(b) (7) (School deseg-
regation) ;

(1) Section 1007(b) (8) (Abortions);
and

(j) Section 1007(b) (9) (Violations of
Military Selective Service Act or military
desertion) .,

§ 1610.2 Prohibition.

Funds received from another source
for the provision of legal assistance shall
not be used by a recipient for purposes
prohibited by the Act or Corporation

Regulations, unless such use is author-
ized by § 1610.3. 3

§1610.3 Authorized use of other funds,

A receiplent may recelve public or
tribal funds and use them in accordance
with the purposes for which they were
provided.

(Advocacy
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§ 1610.4 Accounting,

Funds received by a recipient from a
source other than the Corporation shall
be accounted for as separate and distinct
receipts and disbursements, in the man-
ner lirected by the Corporation.

§ 1610.5 Waiver.

Any provision of this Part may be
waived by the President when necessary
to permit the Corporation to make a con-
tract or other arrangement for the pro-
vision of legal assistance with any private
attorney, law firm, state or local entity
of attorneys, or a legal aid organization
that has a separate public defender pro-
gram,

THOMAS EHRLICH,
President,
Legal Services Corporation.

| FR Doc.76-18205 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|]

Title 47—Telecommunication
CHAPTER I—FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
(FCC 75-1852; Docket No. 20194}

PART 2—FREQUENCY ALLOCATIONS

AND RADIO TREATY MATTERS; GEN-
ERAL RULES AND REGULATIONS

Importation of Certain Electronic
Equipment

1. On September 19, 1974, the Commis-
sion adopted a notice of proposed rule-
making in the subject proceeding. The

notice was released on September 24, .

1974 and published in the FEDERAL REGIS~
TER (39 FR 35182). The date for receiv-
ing comments closed on November 1,
1974 and for reply comments on Novem-
ber 12, 1974.

2. Pursuant to the authority granted
by section 302 of the Communications
Act' the Commission promulgated its
marketing rules * in 1970. These regula-
tions are designed to control the market-
ing of radio frequency devices having an
interference potential. To achieve this
control, the Commission required that
all such devices could not be imported
into the U.S.A. or shipped or sold in this
country unless the device complied with
the technical regulations promulgated by
the Commission. In addition, if our rules
imposed a requirement for type approval,
type acceptance or certification,® the sub-
ject device could not be imported into
this country, or shipped or sold here, un-
less the required equipment authoriza-
tion had previously been granted by the
Commission.

3. Experience has shown that many
devices subject to our rules are still be-

ing imported into the U.S.A. without

1Section 802 was added to the Communi-
cations Act by Pub. L, 80-379, July 5, 1968,
82 Stat. 200.

2 Subpart I of Part 2 of the ¥CC Rules, 47
CFR 2.801, et seq.

* Type approval, type acceptance and certi-
fication are collectively known as equipment
authorizations and will be so referred to In
the remainder of this document.

the required FCC equipment authoriza-
tion. The Commission in a joint effort
with the U.S. Customs Service devised
the proposed procedures to further im-
plement the cooperative operation of en-
forcing the importation requirements.
Under these procedures, the customs of-
ficer must first determine whether a
particular device must in fact have an
equipment authorization, and secondly
must ascertain whether such an au-
thorization has in fact been issued. This
can only be determined by communicat-
ing with the responsible FCC officials.

4, The following parties filed com-
ments: Robert J. Hajek; Pathcom, Inc.;
Aeronautical Radio Inc. (ARINC) and
the Air Transportation Association of
America (ATA); Motorola, Inc.; Collins
Radio Group, Rockwell International
Corp. (Collins); The Consumer Elec-
tronics Group of the Electronics Indus-
tries Association (EIA-CEG); Radio
Shack, A Tandy Corporation Co. (Radio
Shack) ; Sharp Corporation, Home Ap-

pliance Division (Sharp); General
Electric (GE); GTE Sylvania, Inc.
(Sylvania).

5. The comments vary between com-
plete support without objection and com-
plete opposition to the proposed rules,
although most concurred with the intent
of the proposal.' In view of the comments
received and pursuant fto discussions
with the U.S. Customs Service (U.S.C.S.)
a number of changes, discussed below,
were made to proposed rules. In general
the changes modify the proposed proce-
dure to insure more expedient handling
of shipments of radio frequency devices
through the U.S. Customs inspection at
the time of entry.

6. Comments filed by Motorola,
ARINC/ATA supported the proposed
rules, without exception. ARINC and
ATA indicated that they would support
strict compliance with the Commission’s
equipment authorization program, since
operation of non-complying RF equip-
ment presents a potential source of
harmful interference to aeronautical,
navigational and safety communications,
Motorola expressed the opinion that
since domestic manufacturers are re-
quired to manufacture and market only
radio frequency devices in compliance
with FCC rules, it is only equitable that
all manufacturers, including forelgn, be
made to comply with the same require-
ments. In this connection, the Commis-

_sion plans to intensify its enforcement of

4In a letter dated November 11, 1974, Mr.
Robert J. Hajek stated that while he had no
particular objection to the direct purpose of
this proceeding, he objects to Section 2.803
(47 CFR 2.803) of the Commission’s market-
ing rules, which prohibit the importation
and marketing (sale, lease, offer for sale) of
non-complying radio frequency devices.
Since his comments are directed towards the
marketing rules and not towards this pro-
ceeding, Mr. Hajek is referred to the Report

_and Order of Docket No. 18426, adopted May

13, 1970, 35 FR 7894, 23 FCC 2nd 79, for &
discussion 6f the marketing rules and thelr
implications.
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the equipment authorization program by
calling in random sample units of au-
thorized equipment to the FCC labora-
tory for testing.

7. The largest number of objections
suggested that a bottleneck may be
created at the port of entry because of
delays caused by the lack of an effective
procedure in the proposed rules for han-
dling various unusual situations which
may arise. The concern here is with pos-
sible delays in the release of a shipment
when proof of compliance is not required
because the RF devices are exempt from
FCC rules, or when the importer can ob-
tain the required informadtion, but lacks
it at the time of entry. A delay in the
release of such shipments would appar-
ently disrupt normal operations.

8. As an example of the situation, Col-
lins pointed out that a RF device owned
and operated by the U.S. Government is
exempt from FCC regulatory authority
under 47 U.B8.C. 302 and § 2.807 of the
marketing rules, but no exemption was
provided in the proposed importation
rules. Collins cited a second area of pos-
sible confusion by poeinting out that they
have a number of repair contacts with
oversea firms to import a RF device, re-
pair it and ship (export) the device back
to the country of origin. Inasmuch as the
proposed rules fail to provide an ade-
quate procedure for handling such equip-
ment which is exempt from FCC author-
ity, Collins believes there will be many
unnecessary delays at the port of entry
and therefore opposes the adoption of
the proposed rules.

9. Pathcom Inc, views the current pro-
cedure (described in paragraph 3 above)
as adequate for determining whether a
RF device complies with FCC rules be-
fore importation, Pathcom also equates
the proposed rules to a non-tariff barrier,
sinee, in their opinion, the end result
will merely raise the cost of importation
and provide no further assurance of
compliance than is already achieved with
the current procedure.

10. The Commission’s intention with
the adoption of these rules is to keep RF'
devices which are not capable of comply-
ing with our technical requirements,
from being distributed to the general
public and thereby reducing the poten-
tial harmful Interference capable of be-
ing caused to authorized communica-
tions. The anticipated benefits to be de-
rived from these rules far outweigh the
inconvenience imposed on the importer/
consignee. The present system for de-
termining compliance, as stated in para-
graph 3 above, fails to accomplish this
adequately.

11. The current procedure for deter-
mining compliance of imported RF de-
vices was established as an interim
means of enforcement when it was dis-
covered that a large number of RF de-
vices being imported did not comply
with FCC rules. The present procedure
was never intended to be a permanent
method of enforcement, since it can be
applied only on a sampling basis, The
U.S.C.S. agreed to the present procedure
as an interim measure pending the adop-
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tion of permanent procedures formalized
in rules.

12, Ingsmuch as some of the above ob~
jections point to valid deficiencies in the
handling of special circumstances and
exemptions to the marketing rules, and
in accordance with a request from the
U.8.C.S., the proposed rules are modified
to require the use of FCC Form 740, at-
tached as Appendix B " to assure the ex-
peditious handling of a shipment of RF
Devices through U.S. Customs. This form,
in duplicate, will be required to accom-
pany the documentation of all import
shipments of RF devices. The form allows
the release of a shipment of RF devices
without delay under the various circum-
stances which may exist at the time of
importation. If the device requires an
equipment authorization as a pre-
requisite for importation, the importer

merely checks the appropriate box on the -

form certifying that the equipment has
been authorized by the Commission. This
deletes the need for requiring the im-
porter to supply a copy of the equipment
authorization as originally proposed in
Section 2.1203 of the Notice. In instances
where the importer cannot certify to
compliance, the shipment may be con-
ditionally released without a delay, pro-~
vided a bond is posted in accordance with
U.S.C.8. regulations. The importer will
then have the time needed to show proof
of compliance. :

13. The proposed rules are also modi-
fled to allow the special types of entries
itemized below. The type of special entry
is indicated by checking the appropriate
box on Form 740. For a RF device enter-
ing under items (1), (2), (3) and (4), the
importer must post bond in accordance
with U.S.C.S. regulations. For a receiver
entering under item (5), the U.S.C.S,
may waive the requirement for Form 740.
The additional special type of entries
are:

(1) The application for an equipment
authorization is pending before the FCC;

(2) The device is not presently in com-
pliance, but will be brought into com-
pliance;

(3) The importer lacks sufficient in~
formation to make & declaratory state-
ment;

(4) The device will be exported after
xgpair or further fabrication in the

S.A.

(5) An individual entering the U.S.A.
with not more than three receivers in-
tended for his own use;

(6) A RF device imported exclusively
for sale to the U.8S. Government.

14. In each case, the importer must
certify ° that the equipment either com-
plies or is entering the U.S.A. under the
special conditions indicated on the form.
One of the two copies of Form 740 pro-
vided to Customs will be forwarded to the

Filed as part of the original document.

¢ False declarations made on a form sup-
plying information to the U.S. Government
may subfect the individual making such
statements to a fine not more than $10,000,
or imprisonment for more than 5 years, pur-
suant to 18 U.8.C. 1001,
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FCC for record keeping and enforcement
follow-up purposes.

15. In connection with the conditiopal
release of a RF device under bond, Syl-
vania expressed a concern that the Com-
mission may attempt to draw a distinc-
tion on the conditions under which a
bond may be posted. They are concerned
that a distinction will be made between
the conditions for the bonding of a RF
device unintentionally imported without
proof of compliance and the bonding of a
RF device imported into the U.S.A. for
the purpose of bringing it into compli-
ance. In both cases, the device must be
stored in the importers warehouse and
can nof legally be marketec.

16. The present marketing rules do not
allow the importation of a RF device for
the purpose of bringing it into compli-
ance and although the proposed rules did
not contemplate such an entry, it would
be extremely difficult and nearly impos-
sible for the FCC or U.S.C.S. to determine
the intent of importation under these
circumstances. Furthermore, since the
bonding procedure merely allovi - the re-
lease of a non-complying or questionable
RF device on the condition that it is
stored in a warehouse and not marketed
until a release is authorized by the
U.S.C.S., the intent of the marketing
rules is maintained. An importer who
violates the conditions of the release
under bond may be subject to prosecu-
tion pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 501, 502, as
well as to penalties assessed in accord-
ance with U.S.C.S. regulations.

17. A second point should also be
stressed here. The fact that a RF de-
vice is in the U.S.A. under a bond
arrangement should not be construed to
mean that the FCC is obligated either to
provide special handling for a pending
equipment authorization application, or
to issue a grant of equipment authoriza-
tion if the device fails to comply with the
conditions for granting an authorization
as set forth in § 2.915 of our procedural
rules.

18. A number of comments took excep-~
tion to the provision in proposed § 2.1207
(a), which was intended to limit the
number of non-complying RF devices
that could be imported under a Tem-
porary Importation Bond for the purpose
of test and evaluation. Sharp states they
want unrestricted importation of sample
units for the purpose of sale evaluation.
Radio Shack stated they wyould like to see
a provision to allow for the temporary
importation of sample units to stay in
the U.S.A. for a period of up to three
years. They claimed that the sample unit
serves as an invaluable tool for the com-~
parison of cireuitry techniques, saleable
features and manufacturer education in
current state of the art design. The com-
ments by EIA-CEG specifically object to
the type of bond required, since many of
the manufacturers they represent allege
that the Temporary Importation Bond is
the most unsatisfacfory and most expen-
sive bond to use,

19. Some of the comments, in partic-

ular those from Sharp, have miscon-
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strued the term “importation for test and
evaluation” to include sale evaluations.
Until recently, this interpreiation was
not acceptable, since the Commission
does not want & manufacturer, vendor or
importer to create a market for a product
prior to a demonstration that the product
does, in fact, comply with FCC Rules.
This policy was relaxed in a recent Mem-
orandum. Opinion and Order, released
March 30, 1976 (41 FR 13358), amending
§2.803 of our marketing rules. The
amended rules now permit, under certain
restrictions, advertising by means of dis-
rlays and showings at industry trade
shows of non-approved egquipment pro-
vided such displays and showings are ac-
companied by a conspicuous notice that
the equipment has not been authorized
and may not be legally offered for sale or
lease or sold or leased. This relaxed inter-
pretation of § 2.803 does not allow the
activation or operation of nonauthorized
‘equipment at such trade shows, nor does
it apply to eguipment that cannot be
granted an ecuipment authorization. Im-
portation of a limited number of unau-
thorized equipments under bond for this
purpose will be permitted.

20. Also, in recognition of the fact that
a foreign manufacturer may not have the
facilities for determining compliance, the
rules will allow a limited number of un-
authorized RF devices to be imported for
the express purpose of evaluation to de-
termine compliance with technical re-
quirements. Such a device cannot be
offered for sale in any manner. The im-
porter or consignee of such devices will
be required to complete FCC Zorm 740,
in duplicate, certifying this to be the case.
Although the importer or consignee will
have to file a bond pursuant to U.S.
Customs regulations, it will not be the
Temporary Import Bond as proposed
since the latter is not deemed to be neces-
sary. The rules below reflect these
changes.

21. EIA-CEG objected to proposed
§2.1207(b), exempting television receiv-
ers which are designed fo receive foreign
standard TV signals, on the grounds that
such receivers, in their opinion, are im-
poried only for testing and evaluation.
Moreover, if a certified statement with-
out a bond is required for such imports,
EIA-CEG questions why other RF de-
vices, particularly RF devices imported
for the purpose of test and evaluation,
ntust have a bond posted.

22. A television broadcast receiver,
which is designed to operate under stand-
ards in use in a foreign counfry, is
typically not capable of receiving U.S.
standard television broadecast signals,
unless extensively modified. It has come
to the attention of the Commission that
a number of devices, including such TV
receivers, are imported for the purpose of
sale to foreign individuals returning to
their native counfry or fo persons going
abroad. In our opinion, such devices are
not imported for the purpose of test and
evaluation. Inasmuch as they are ap-
parently imported for the purpose of
export and therefore do not present a
potential source of harmful interference,
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the Commission is inclined, not to delete,
but expand proposed § 2.1207(b) to in-
clude all devices intended for export. In
addition the proposed rule is modified to
require the posting of a bond and sub-
mission of FCC Form 740 in duplicate
for each such entry.

23. A number of comments were also
critical of the proposed section dealing
with subassemblies. Section 2.1205(b) of
the proposed rules required the importer/
consignee to provide a statement for each
shipment of subassemblies of RF devices.
The statement would accompany the
entry papers of the shipment and would
certify that the subassembly would un-
dergo additional manufacturing before
the completed device would be offered
for sale to the general public. Both GE
and EIA-CEG argued that the term “sub-
assembly” was ambiguous and that it
leff the importer to guess what items,
e.g. tubes, semi-conductors, TV tuners,
resistors etc., were encompassed in the
meaning of subassembly.

24. Arguing further, EIA-CEG pointed
out the Commission’s Report and Order
on Marketing Rules, Docket No. 18426,
in no way attempted to include subas-
semblies which are made up of inter-
connected components. Proposed Section
2.1205(b) also overlooked the fact that
subassemblies may be used as replace-
ment parts for existing devices, EIA-
CEG said. Furthermore, to apply regula-
tions to subassemblies or components be-
fore the completion of the manufactur-
ing process of a RF device, CEG-EIA
argued would be meaningless and super-
fluous in light of the high degree of reg-
ulation now applicable to the completed
device. They also point out that in most
cases the importer/consignee may not be
in a position to make a statement certify-
ing how the subassemblies will be used.

25. The Commission agrees in part
with these arguments. It should be noted,
however, that subassemblies and com-
ponent parts of RF devices are included
in § 2.801(d) of the marketing rules. The
intent of proposed § 2.1205(b) was to ex-
ercise some measure of control over the
large number of devices which are essen-
tially completed RF devices capable of
causing harmful interference, but lack
a cabinet, knobs, speakers or other simi-
lar minor attachments to complete the
device for marketing. The proposed rule
was not contemplated to encompass in-
dividual components, such as coils, tubes,
IF strips, etc., which are used as replace-
ments or which require considerable fab-
rication before the R¥ device is com-
pleted.

26. In view of the objections and the
Commission’s concern for maintaining
control over the entry of the large num-
ber of “subassemblies,” the proposed
rules are changed to add a definition of
the term subassembly in line with the
above. With this definition and the re-

quired use of the FCC Form 740 for such
entries, unnecessary confusion and delay
should be eliminated. To keep track of
such entries, the Commission has ar-
ranged to receive one of the two copies

of FCC Form 740 that will be furnished
to US.CS.

27. In summary, the Commission finds
that it is in the public interest to adopt
the rules below. The rules will require the
importer of a RF device to attach an
appropriately completed FCC Form 740
in duplicate to the entry papers of each
shipment of each separately identified
RF device or subassembly subject to FCC
technical or equipment authorization re-
gquirement.

28. In view of the foregoing an.d pur-
suant to the authority contained in Sec-
tions 4¢i), 302 and 303(r) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended,
it is ordered, That effective November 1,
1976, Part 2 is amended in the manner
set forth below and this pu'oceeding is
terminated.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082,
Sec. 302, 82 Stat. 200; 47 U.S.C. 154, 302, 308.)

Adopted: December 10, 1975.
Released: June 21, 1976.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

Part 2 of Title 47, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, is amended by the addition of
a new Subpart K, which reads as follows:

Subpart l(—lmpofhtlon of Dcv‘leos Capable of
e Causing Harmful Interference

2.1201 Purpose.

21202 General requlrement for entry into
the U.S.A.

Entry and release when eguipment
authorization is required.

[Reserved]

Entry and release when equipment
authorization is not required.

| Reserved ]

Entry for test and evaluation.

| Reserved ]

Entry for export

[Reserved]

Entry for Federal government use.

[Reserved]

Entry for personal use.

[Reserved]

Entry for repair or further fabrica-
tion.

2.1203

2.1204
2.1205

2.1206
2.1207
2.1208
2.1209
2.1210
21211
21212
2.1213
21214
21215

2.1216-2.1218 [Reserved]
2.1219 Non-complying equipment.

AvrHOoRITY: Secs. 4(1), 302, 303(r), Com-
munications Act of 1834, as amended.

Subpart K—Importation of Devices
Capable of Causing Harmful Interference

§ 2.1201 Purpose.

(a) In order to carry out its responsi-
bilities under the Communications Act
and the various treaties and interna-
tional regulations, and in order to pro-
mote efficient use of the radio spectrum,
the Commission has developed technical
standards for radio frequency equipment.
The technical standards applicable to
individual types of eguipment are found
in that part of the rules governing the
service wherein the eguipment is to be
operated. In addition to the technical
standards, the rules governing the serv-
ice may require that such equipment re-
ceive an equipment authorization from
the Commission as a prerequisite for
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marketing and importing this equipment
into the U.S.A. The marketing rules,
§ 2.801 et seq., were adopted pursuant to
the authority in section 302 of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended,
(47 U.8.C. 302).

(b) The rules in this subpart set out
the conditions under which radio fre-
quency devices and subassemblies of ra-
dio frequency devices capable of causing
harmful interference to radio communi-
cations, as defined in § 2.801 may be im-
ported into the U.S.A.

Nore—The term subassembly as used in
this Subpart shall mean chassis or other es-
sentially completed device which requires the
addition of cabinets, knobs, speakers or other
similar minor attachments to complete the
device for marketing. Subassembly shall not
encompass individual components, such as
coils, condensers, IF strips, tubes, ete. which
are used as replacements or which require
considerable fabrication before a device sub-
Ject to FCC marketing rules is produced.

§2.1202 General requirement for entry
into the U.S.A.

(a) A radio frequency device or radio
frequency subassembly shall be refused
entry or withdrawal for consumption
into the Customs territory of the United
States unless accompanied by an orig-
inal plus one copy of FCC Form 740 cer-
tifying that the entry meets one of the
conditions for entry set out in this
subpart.

(b) A separate FPorm 740 shall be used
for each separately identified device or
subassembly regardless of quantity in-
volved.

§2.1203 Entry and release when equip-
ment authorization it required.

A radio frequency device reguiring an
equipment authorization as a prerequi-
site for importation into the Customs
territory of the U.S.A. shall be refused
entry or withdrawal for consumption un-
less the entry papers for such shipment
is accompanied by an original plus one
copy of FCC Form 740 certifying that
the appropriate equipment authorization
has been issued by the FCC.

Nore—The importer/consignee of the de-
vice may be required to produce a copy of
the equipment authorization form,

§2.1204 [Reserved]

§2.1205 Entry and release when equip-
ment authorization is not required.

(a) A radio frequency device for
which the Commission has established
technical specifications, but for which
an equipment authorization is not re-
quired, shall be refused entry or with-
drawal for consumption into the Cus-
toms territory of the U.S. unless the
entry papers for such shipment are ac-
companied, by an original plus one copy
of FCC Form 740 certifying that the de-
vice does not require an FCC equipment
authorization, and that the device com-
plies with the applicable FCC technical
specifications.

(b) A subassembly (See §2.1201(b))
which is designed to be included in a
dgvice ultimately subject to FCC regula-
tions shall be refused entry or with-
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drawal for consumption into the Cus-
toms territory of the U.S. unless accom-
panied by an original plus one copy of
FCC Form 740 certifying that the neces-
sary steps required to insure compliance
with applicable FCC rules, including ob-
taining an equipment authorization, if
required, shall be taken before the com-
pleted device is marketed.

§2.1206 [Reserved]
§ 2.1207 Entry for test and evaluation,

A radio frequency device imported for
the purpose of evaluation at industry
trade shows under the restrictions of
§2.803 or to determine compliance with
pertinent technical requirements may be
released in limited quantities under a
bond furnished in accordance with U.S.
Customs Service regulations. The entry
papers for such entries must be accom-
panied by the original plus one copy of
FCC Form 740 certifying that the device
is imported for technical evaluation only
and will not be offered for sale or other-
wise marketed within the U.S.A.

§2.1208 [Reserved]
§ 2.1209 Entry for export.

A radio frequency device imported
solely for export may be released under
a bond furnished in accordance with U.S.
Customs Service regulations. The entry
papers for such entries must be accom-
panied by the original plus one copy of
FCC Form 740 certifying that the device
is imported for the purpose of export
and will not be offered for sale or other-
wise marketed for use within the U.S.A.

§2.1210 [Reserved]

§ 2.1211 Entry for Federal government
use.

A radio frequency device or subassem-
bly imported for use exclusively by the
U.S. Government, or agency thereof,
shall be accompanied by an original plus
one copy of FCC Form 740 certifying this
to be the case.

§2.1212 [Reserved]
§ 2.1213 Entry for personal use.

An individual entering the U.S.A. with
not more than three receivers for his own
use may, in lieu of certifying compliance,
declare -that the receivers are for per-
sonal use and are not intended for sale.
The U.S. Customs Service may waive the
requirement of § 2.1202 for such entry.

§2.1214 [Reserved]
§ 2.1215 Entry for repair or further
fabrication.

A radio frequency device or a sub-
assembly thereof, imported for repair or
further fabrication and which is then ex-
ported may be released under bond in
accordance with U.S. Customs Service

regulations. The entry papers for such
entries must be accompanied by the
original plus one copy of FCC Form 740
certifying this to be the case.

§ 2,1216—2.1218 [Reserved]
§2.1219 Non-complying equipment.

A radio frequency device, or subassem-
bly thereof, which either does not comply
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with the applicable provisions of this
chapter or the importer/consignee lacks
sufficient information to certify compli-
ance, shall be refused entry or with-
drawal for consumption into the Customs
territory of the U.S.A.

Nore.—The U.8S. Customs Service has indi-
cated that it will follow the procedure de-
lineated below for such non-complying
equipment.

(a) If any radio frequency device or
subassembly thereof is denied entry un-
der the provisions of §§ 2.1202, 2.1203 or
2,1205, the Distriet Director will refuse
to release the shipment for entry into the
United States, will detain such equip-
ment at the importers risk and expense,
and shall issue a notice of such refusal to
the importer or consignee.

(b) Alternatively, the importer or con-
signee may complete (2) copies of FCC
Form 740 and furnish a bond in accord-~
ance with U.S. Customs Service regula-
tions to allow time for him to accom-
plish whatever is necessary to bring the
device into compliance. Such enfry shall
be detained by the importer or con-
signee and must not be used or other-
wise disposed of until (2) copies of FCC
Form 740, certifying that the equipment
complies with applicable FCC rules, have
been presented to and accepted by the
District Director of Customs.

(¢) If the importer or consignee fails
to demonstrate that the equipment en-
tering under paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion, has been brought into compliance
within 90 days after entry, or within
such additional time as may be allowed
for good cause shown, he will at his risk
and expense immediately deliver to the
District Director of Customs the condi-
tionally released equipment.

(d) In the event the equipment is not
redelivered, the importer may be subject
to criminal prosecution pursuant to sec-
tions 302, 501 and 502 of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, as amended, (47
U.S.C. 302, 501, 502) in addition to pen-
alties assessed in accordance with U.S.
Custom Service regulations.

(e) Equipment which is refused entry
under this section or which is redeliv-
ered in accordance with the above de-
scribed procedure and which is not ex-
ported under customs supervisions with-
in 90 days from date of notice of refusal
of admission or date of redelivery will
be disposed of under customs. laws and
regulations; provided, that such dispo-
sition will not result in an introduction
into the U.8.A. which is in violation of
the regulations in this chapter.

[FR Doc.76-18228 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am)

PART 74—EXPERIMENTAL, AUXILIARY,
AND SPECIAL BROADCAST, AND
OTHER PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONAL
SERVICES

Editorial Amendments; Correction
In the Order in the above-captioned
matter, released June 7, 1976, and pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER on June
14, 1976 at 41 FR 23957, the second in-
struction of the Appendix is in error and
should read: “2. In § 73.69 par. 3 of the
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Note at the end of the section is amend-
ed to read as follows:".

Released: June 18, 1976.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VinceENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18230 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 am]

[FOC 76-487]

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES
Order

Correction
In FR Doc. 76-16513, appearing at page
22940, in the issue for Tuesday, June 8,
1976, on page 22943, in the third column,
the eighth line of § 73.564(b), now read-

ing “tor shall be posted either:", should
read ‘“‘tor license shall be posted either:”.

Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

| Ex Parte No. 263 (Sub-No. 2) |

PART 1005—PRINCIPLES AND PRAC-
TICES FOR THE INVESTIGATION AND
VOLUNTARY DISPOSITION OF LOSS
AND DAMAGE CLAIMS AND PROCESS-
ING SALVAGE

Order; In Re Net Weights for
Determining Losses

At a General Session of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, held at its
office in Washington, D.C., on the 27th
day of May 1976.

It appearing, That by order entered
June 20, 1973, this Commission (1) in-
stituted an investigation for the pur-
poses, among other, of inquiring into the
lawfulness of the practice of common
carriers of determining their liability
for the loss of scrap iron and steel by a
comparison of gross weights at origin
and destination; and (2) instituted a
rulemaking proceeding for the purpose
of considering an addition to the Com-
mission’s rules and regulations govern-
ing the voluntary disposition of loss and
damage claims and processing salvage;

It further appearing, That all com-
mon carriers subject to the Interstate
Commerce Act were made respondents in
the proceeding, and opportunity to par-
ticipate in the proceeding was given to
all persons who indicated to this Com-
mission their intention to do so;

It further appearing, That statutory
notice of the institution of this proceed-
ing was given to the general public by
depositing a copy of the order of June 20,
1973, in the Office of the Secretary, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C., for public inspection, and
by delivering a copy thereof to the Di-
rector, Division of the FEpeEraL REGISTER,
for publication in the FEDpERAL REGISTER
as Notice to all interested parties and
that such notice appeared in the issue of
the FeperaL REGISTER on July 5, 1973
(38 FR 17849) ;

It jurther appearing, That initial
representations, and statements in reply
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were flled by parties to the proceeding,
and investigation of the matters and
things involved in this proceeding hav-
ing been made, and the Commission, on
the date hereof, having made and filed
a report containing its findings of facts
and conclusions thereon, in which said
report it is found, as more particularly
set forth therein, that certain railroad
respondents have been and are at the
present time engaging in certain prac-
tices with respect to the handling and
processing of loss and damage claims
which are unjust, unreasonable, or
otherwise in violation of certain provi-
sions of section 20(11) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, as more particularly set
forth in the said report, and that the
said report, for the reasons above, should
be made a part hereof.

And it jurther appearing, That the said
report embraces a regulation referred to
and designated therein as § 1005.7, and
that the Commission has found, as set
forth in the report, that the regulation
is just, reasonable, and otherwise lawful
and that compliance therewith should
be required of the railroad respondents
hereto;

It is ordered, That Subchapter A,
Chapter X, of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations be, and it is hereby,
amended by inserting therein a new sec-
tion, which section is hereby designated
§ 1005.7. Weight as a measure of loss,
and is set forth below.

It is further ordered, That all railroad
respondents herein be, and they are
hereby, notified and required to cease
and desist, on or before the effective date
of the prescribed rule from using or ap-
plying their present freight claim rules,
regulations and policies to the extent
that the provisions thereof are incon-
sistent with or substantively different
from the provisions of the regulation
contained in § 1005.7 referred to above.

1t is further ordered, That all railroad
respondents to this proceeding be, and
they are hereby, notified and required to
modify their freight claim rules and
other of their policies, rules, and regula-
tions governing the handling and proc-
essing of loss and damage claims so as to
conform them with the regulation set
forth in § 1005.7, and to implement and
put into use such revised pelicies, rules,
and regulations on or before the effective
date of the prescribed rule.

It is further ordered, That the rule
herein prescribed be, and it is hereby,
prescribed to become effective 45 days
from the date of service of this order, and
will apply on all claims for loss and dam-
age in transit to scrap iron and steel
moving in interstate or foreign commerce
received by railroad respondents hereto
on and after the said effective date.

It is further ordered, That this pro-
ceeding be, and it is hereby, discontinued.

And it is further ordered, That notice
of this order shall be given to the general
public by depositing a copy thereof in
the Office of the Secretary of the Inter-~
state Commerce Commission, at Wash-
ington, D.C., and by filing a copy with
the Director, Office of the Federal

Register, for publication in the FepEraL
REGISTER.

By the Commission,

ROBERT L. OswALD,
Secretary.

APPENDIX A

SET FORTH BELOW IS THE SUBSTANCE OF THE
CORRECTED NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
AND ORDER SERVED JULY 5, 1973

By notice dated March 19, 1973, and pub-
lished in the FepEral REGISTER on March 28,
1973, 38 F.R. 8108, it was stated that a peti-
tion had been filed by Louis Padnos Iron &
Metal Company seeking the institution of an
investigation Into the lawfulness of the rail-
road practice of utilizing a comparison of
gross weights to determine the extent of loss
on shipments of scrap Iron and steel. The
petition was docketed for administrative
handling as No. 35767, Louis Padnos Iron &
Metal Co—Petition for Investigation of Prac-
tices of Rail Carriers Respecting Handling
of Loss Claims on Scrap Iron and Steel. As
stated below, we have decided to institute
an investigation as requested; however, we
have also decided to consider the advisability
of prescribing rules and regulations govern-
ing the voluntary disposition of loss claims,
Therefore, we have docketed the proceeding
with the number and title captioned above.

In the notice, we advised that petitioner
asserts that it is entitled to reimbursement
of its “full and actual loss,” pursuant to
section 20(11) of the Interstate Commerce
Act and that such loss lawfully should be
measured by the difference between origin
and destination net weights. Petitioner states
that it is the practice of certain rallroads to
pay only those claims for loss established by
a comparison of gross weights.

In the past, we have had occasion to con-
slder several matters which are necessarily
connected with this petition. For example,
as long ago as 1913, In Re Weighing of Freight
by Carrier, 28 1.C.C. 7, it was noted that in-
accuracies in weighing can result in dis-
crimination between shippers as much as do
differences in rates themselves. Cognizance
was taken there of the fact that accuracy in
the matter of weight In connection with
claims Tor loss becomes of Increasing impor-
tance in proportion to the value of the article
being transported. A prolific source of error
in ascertaining correct weights was found
to be improper tare weights stenciled upon
cars, but it was also stated to be of great
importance that cars were being delivered
for loading which contaln foreign substances
(thereby increasing the “lght" weight of the
car).,

More recently, in Consignees’ Obligation to
Unload Rail Cars, 340 1.C.C. 405, we found
that rule 27 of the Uniform Freight Classifi-
cation imposes upon counsignees the obliga-
tion of unloading rallcars with exceptlons.
The carriers are on notice that cars not com-
pletely unicaded must either be left on de-
murrage or pulled under rates for the trans-
portation of refuse. However, petitioner has,
in other representations before this Commis-
sion, given reason to believe that such is not
always the case with respect to cars used
for the movement of scrap iron and steel.

In Loss and Damage Clatms, 340 1.C.C. 515,
we determined that we have the requisite
authority to prescribe rules and regulations
governing the voluntary processing of loss
and damage claims, While we could proceed
to consider the advisability of detafled rules
with respect to weighing and to completion
of unloading, we believe that, if warranted,
a slmple rule requiring the settlement of
loss claims to be based upon a comparison
of net weights will best accomplish the pro-
tection of the public interest. However, if
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it should later appear that the proceeding
should be broadened for the consideration
of more detafled rules, we will take under
advisement the possibility of prescribing a
net-weight rule on an interim basis pending
the completion of more detailed proceedings.

Wherefore, and for good cause:

It is ordered, That, to the extent Indicated
below, the petition be, and it is hereby,
granted; and that, in all other respects not
inconsistent with this order, the petition be,
and it is hereby, denied.

It is further ordered, That, upon petition
and the Commission’s own motion, pursuant
to the authority of the national transporta-
tion policy (49 U.S.C. proceeding section 1),
parts I, II, III, and IV of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 US.C. §1, 301, 901, and 1001,
et seq.), Including more specifically sections
1, 2, 8, 6, 12, 13, 15, and 20; 204, 208, 216, 217,
218, 219, and 220; 304, 305, 306, 807, 813, 315,
and 316; 403, 405, 406, 409, 412, 413, and 417;
and as may be applicable, sections 553, 556,
557, and 559 of the Administrative Procedure
Act (5 UB.0. 561, et seq.): (a) an investiga-
tion be, and it is hereby, Instituted Into the
lawfulness of the practice of common car-
riers of determining their lability for the
loss of scrap iron and steel by a comparison
of gross weights at origin and destination;
and (b) a rule making proceeding be, and
it is hereby, Instituted for the purpose of
considering the following addition to the
Commission’s rules and regulations govern-
ing the voluntary disposition of loss and

claims and processing salvage, 49
C.F.R. 1005, et seq.:

Section 1005.7 Weight as a measure of loss.

Where weight is used as a measure of loss,
the settlement of claims shall be based upon
a comparison of net weights at origin and
destination.

It is further ordered, That all common
carriers subject to the Inferstate Commerce
Act be, and they are hereby, made respond-
ents to this proceeding.

It is further ordered, That any person
other than those who responded to the notice
issued in connection with No. 35767 intend-
ing to participate in this proceeding shall
notify this Commission by filing with the
Commission’s Office of Proceedings. Room
5342, 12th Street and Constitution Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20423, on or before
July 31, 1973, an original and one copy of
a statement of his Intention to participate;
and that a revised service list shall then
be prepared and made available to persons
responding to this order and to the notice
issued in connection with No. 35767, contain-
ing the names and addresses of all parties
to this proceeding, upon whom copies of all
pleadings must be served; thereafter, the
nature of further proceedings will be desig-
nated. -

And it is jurther ordered, That nofice of
this proceeding be given by posting a copy
in the Office of the Commission’s Secretary
for publie inspection and by delivering a
copy to the Director, Division of the Federal
Register, for publication in the FEDERAL REG~-
ISTER as notice to all Interested parties.

APPENDIX B
PART I—INITIAL REPRESENTATIONS

1. Institute of Scrap Iron and Steel, Inc.
(Institute).

The Institute represents members engaged
in the processing of scrap iron and steel
nationwide who moved 26.6 million tons by
rail in 1971. It favors the proposed rule be-
cause its members find that the present rail-
road claims settlement policles are arbitrary
and result in an unlawful limitation on
Common carrier lHability for legitimate losses.
The primary area of disagreement is the
carriers’ previously mentioned policy of
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determining losses based on a comparison
of origin and destination gross weights. The
Institute maintains that there is no legal or
factual justification for this policy as the
provisions of section 20(11) call for carrier
llability based on the bill of lading which
includes notations of net weight. The Insti-
tute would prefer to have the rule promul-
gated In the following form, changes itali-
cized:

Where weight is used as a measure of loss,
the settlement of claims supported by certi-
fied origin gross and tare weights and certi-
fied destination gross and tare weights shall
be based upon a comparison of net welght at
origin and destination. If certified gross or
tare weights at either origin or destination
are not available, the settlement of claims
shall be based upon a comparison of gross
weights at origin and destination.

The unstated premise of the additions ap~
pears to be that the taking of tare weights
is not always possible or practical and that
stenciled tare welghts should not be relied
on when actual tare weights are not taken.

2. Louis Padinos Iron & Metal Co. (Pad-
nos).

The prevailing car shortage as well as the
damaged and dirty condition of the cars
received are all service problems of long
standing. Documents dealing with damaged
or dirty cars are claused (notations are
made) to show the conditions of the cars
and the railroads are advised of such con-
ditions, but such clausing is done on a
qualitative as opposed to quantitative basis.

The tare weighing is mandated by
the fact that 7 of 10 cars utilized by Padnos
have stenciled tare welghts that vary from
actual tare. The examples provided In its
appendix IV indicate that the variance is
always a higher actual tare.

Because destination net weight controls
payment for the scrap and shipping charges
and all four weights are made on certified
seales, Padnos feels that the loss in net
weight must occur in transit or at destina-
tion as a result of incomplete unloading of
scrap.

Typical claim processing by the railroads
normally involves denial based on: (a) fail-
ure to show a difference in gross weights, (b)
contentions that bundled scrap cannot be
lost, (¢) the difference in gross weights is
within a 1 or 114 percent scale tolerance, (d)
lack of unusual clrcumstances in the ship-
ment, and (e) failure of consignee to com-
pletely unload.

Formerly a 50-percent settlement offer was

made but currently it is not being offered’

any settlement. Other shippers have been
offered settlements of between 25 percent and
100 percent but always on a gross v. gross
basis,

The railroads contract to deliver what they
receive from their shippers. If they do not,
it 1s they that should explain the difference,
not the shipper.

The rallroads create the conditions that
lead to shortages. These may be single or
several in combination. Some are (a) cars
presented for loading in a dirty conditien,
(b) cars which are damaged in some manner,
(c) failure to see that cars are fully unloaded,
and (d) allowing cars to be used in intraplant
service after unlpading before being light
welghted.

Tangential to the handling of loss claims
has been the railroad’s handling of the
freight charge problem. As previously noted,
freight charges are prepald but overcharge
claims are paid on the basis of destination
net weights. Padnos questions why these
weights are accepted for the purpose of set-
ting freight charges but rejected for the pur-
pose of claims adjustment, \

One bit of data included in argument is in
seeming contradiction to the facts as earlier
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presented. It is alleged that on occasion ac-
tual tare weights are not taken at destination
and that stenciled tare welghts are substi-
tuted to defermine destination net weight.
This difference in the method of determining
destination tare weights admittedly will show
up as a difference in destination net weight,

In summary, the Padnos legal position is
that the gross v. gross method of claims
settlement is unlawful under the provisions
of the Interstate Commerce Act in that it Is:

A. unjust and unreasonable

B. discriminatory as between shippers

C. not properly published in tariff form

D. unduly preferential and prejudicial

E, violative of antitrust laws.

3. . Association of American Rallroads
(AAR).

Beyond the jurisdictional arguments,
supra, AAR bases its opposition to the pro-
posed rule on the following grounds: Pirst,
injustices that would be caused by the pro-
posed rules and second, the loss of flexibility

.and adaptability. AAR summarizes current

claim processing procedures as the process of
Investigating claims, considering all available
evidence and disposing of individual claims
on their merits. It views the proposed regula-
tion as defective because it does not take into
account differing transportation characteris-
tics and would cause unjustified payment of
claims to some shippers.

As an example, AAR indicates that Padnos
and a few other large shippers are the only
ones possessing track scales and obtaining
actual tare weights prior to loading. A net
wefght comparison based on stenciled tare
weights (used by the smaller shippers)
should not be the sole criterion for deter-
mining loss in transit. Further, a rule requir-
ing determination of actual tare weight prior
to loading of all shipments would cause “tre-
mendous congestion and delay in the use of
rail equipment.”

The railroads recognize the problems of in-
accurate stencil weights and failure of con-
signees to unload cars completely. If is their
position that no practical solution has been
found for these problems and that a net v.
nef: comparison would force payment of un-
Justified claims without alleviating the root
causes of the apparent welght loss. Addi-
tionally, inherent inaccuracies in the weigh-
ing procedures require the application of
tolerances to weight comparisons to deter-
mine loss accurately.

In reference to the loss of flexibility, AAR
notes an error in logic in the Padnos’ posi-
tion. Although the shippers are unwilling to
have claims settlements based on a gross v.
gross determination, they are willing to use
the same gross weight figures to determine
the net weights. AAR considers the deter-
mination of tare weights and the process of
subtracting tare from gross to determine net
as compounding the problem of potential

! fnaccuracy.

The essence of the argument against a net
v. net comparison Is based on the methods by
‘which shippers are currently determining net
weights. In many instances stenciled tare
weights are subfracted from actual gross
weight to arrive at origin 'met.,” Partially
unloaded cars are weighed to determine
destination "tare” weight which is then sub-
tracted from destination actual gross to ar-
rive at destination “net.” As the stenciled
tares and the partially unloaded tare weights
are not accurate, AAR has rejected the use
of mnet v. met because of its inherent
inaccuracies.

4. Grain Processing Corporation (GPC),

GPC endorses the proposal because of the
uniformity it will bring to claims settlement
procedures when weight is the measure of
loss. It finds the present system, including
differences in carrier claims settlement pro-
cedures, to be wholly unsatisfactory. Claims
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involving clear-record cars have been settied
on an arbitrary basis. The shipper is forced
to show mechanical defects in the cars and
settiement has been made at 50 percent and
75 percent of the claimed amount. Although
these problems have only been encountered
in rail transport, GPC advocates the inclusion
of all modes of transportation in the proposed
rule,

1. Armco Steel Corporation (Armco).

Armco provides additional data to expand
the picture of how scrap shipments are han-
died by the consignee. First the shipments
are graded, then they are gross weighed on
Armco’s scales. IT there is a discrepancy of 1
percent or more from .the shipper’'s gross
weight the car is reweighed. If the discrep-
ancy shows up on reweighing, the broker is
notified and Armco requests disposition in-
structions. No data is provided as to the fre-
quency of this occurrence. 5

Armco admits the possibility of failure to
unload completely all ferrous material from
the cars but states that the current shortage
of ferrous scrap makes complete unloading
the goal of the receivers. However, Armco
does not define complete unloading to in-
clude the removal of nonferrous material
from the cars. Its position is that the accu-
mulation of such materials result from the
prolonged use of the same cars to transport
other bulk commodities, ¢.¢., sand and gravel,
and renders stenciled tare weight inaccurate.

Armco states in conclusion that applica-
tion of the proposed rule to other commodi=~
ties should take into account their varying
transportation characteristics. As to scrap
iron and steel, Armco is of the opinion that
the rule should apply only when certified tare
and gross weights are taken at both origin
and destination and that in all other cases
settlement should be made on the basis of a
comparison of gross weights.

2. Southern Motor Carrlers Rate Confer-
ence, Inc. (Southern).

Southern views the facts as presented in
the initial statements of the parties as indi-
cating that the problem under conslderation
exists solely between shippers and the rall-
roads. Because of this fact and the inflexibil~
ity that the rule would bring to claims settle-
ment, Southern believes that the rule should
not be applied to motor carriers.

3. Standard Milling Company (Standard).

Standard does not own, nor is it adjacent
to weighing facilities. Thus it is impractical
to obtain actual tare weights of boxcars prior
to loading. As a result, Standard requests
that a gross weight be taken after loading
and then subtracts the stenciled tare weight
to arrive at a net origin weight. The recelyer,
if he has a track scale, determines the des-
tination gross and tare weights, If it does not,
it requests the rallroad to weigh the empty
car to determine tare weight. This actual
tare weight is then deducted from the gross
shipping weight to determine the destination
net weight. As the raliroads accept the above-
noted method for determining origin net and
certify the destination scales on which des-
tination net is determined, Standard is of
the opinion that the railroads should accept
a net v. net comparison to determine loss in
shipment. In answer to the argument that
the difference in net weights may simply
reflect g difference between actual and sten-
ciled tare weights, Standard takes the posi-
tion that since the carriers are obligated to
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supply suitable freight cars and since suit-
able in this context includes being properly
marked, the carriers should bear the burden
of their failure to mark cars with an accurate
stencil weight. Additionally, the use of the
stencil weights for the determination of
freight charges gives the same weights va-
lidity for use In the settlement of loss and
damage claims,

Standard acknowledges the need for al-
lowances for shrinkage in movement as cur-
‘rently applied in the published tarifis but is
of the opinion that the current dearth of
guidelines or prescribed rules for determin-
ing losses must be corrected to avoid discrim-
ination, preference, and prejudice. It con-
cludes that losses should be determined on a
net v. net basis with the net figure deter-
mined by means of the best available weights,
in its case stenciled tare welghts at origin
and actual tare weight at destination.

4. Louis Padnos Iron & Metal Co. (Padnos).

Padnos challenges the railroads’ conclusion
that light weighing all cars delivered to
scrap dealers would cause the results men-
tioned in the initial statement of AAR. As
the railroads have never performed this serv-
ice, they allegedly cannot be sure what, if
any, effects it would have on congestion or
efficiency. According to Padnos, if some con-
gestion did result and were not attributable
to other inefficiencies, the advantages to be
gained by knowledge of the actual tare
weight would outweigh the disadvantages of
congestion,

Padnos asserts that problems in claims
handling are caused by failures on the part
of the railroads to meet their obligations to
provide clean cars marked with accurate
stencil weights, to insure that the consignee
completely unloads cars prior to destination
tare weighing, and to provide uniform claims
settlement procedures.

The promulgation of the proposed rule is
seen as having the following salutory effects.
“It will stimulate the railroads to improve
car supply, to clean cars, police unloading,
check tare weights, weigh cars light before
presentation for loading, and, in general,
improve their service to the public.”

5. Institute of Scrap Iron and Steel, Inc.
(Institute). \

The Institute agrees with the rallroads
that no benefit will be derived if net weights
are not determined by use of actual tare and
gross weights both at origin and at destina-
tion, Further, it does not wish to require
the rallroads to lightweigh cars. It seeks to
limit application of the proposed rule to
cases in which the shipper and consignee
either possess the capability by lightweigh-
ing cars or request that the railroad light-
weigh.

The Institute takes no position as to the
use of the rule for commodities other than
scrap but maintains that the rule is needed
for that commodity.

The minor inaccuracies in weighing noted
by the AAR are acknowledged but the use
of properly determined tolerances 1s said to
eliminate this problem insofar as it relates
to the use of net v, net comparisons in the
determination of losses. These tolerances
would also remove the distortions caused by
the accumulation of rain and snow in cars
occurring between tare and gross weighing
at origin, which accumulation is eliminated
before gross weighing at destination. The

Institute aslo favors notation of the weigh-
ing ticket to indicate the presence of dirt,
debris, snow, etc,, in the cars at the weigh-
ing time. Such notation would of necessity
be qualitative and not guantitative, It is
pointed out that the abllity to correct weight
differentials caused by the failure of con-
signees to unload the cars completely at des-
tination is within the carrier's authority
under the provisions of Consignees’ Obliga-
tion to Unload Rail Cars, 340 1.C.C. 405.

6. Association of American Railroads
(AAR),

AAR reiterates that the rule as proposed
would be excessively rigid as it would pre-
vent the use of evidence other than a net
v. net comparison to determine the extent
of loss. Without defining the phrase, AAR
maintains that ‘'(a)ll fvnilable evidence”
should be examined.

In addition AAR states that since net
weights are determined by use of gross
weights the additional weighing does not
provide more accuracy but rather provides
more opportunity for error. The use of toler-
ances is also defended.

In response to the assertion made by the
Institute that scrap is “highly susceptible
to loss,” AAR notes that in certain areas of
heavy transportation of scrap the tracks
“would have to be lined with scrap if the
difference in origin and destination weights
is accepted as 100 percent accurate.” It is
contended that the answer to the weight
discrepancies is found in inaccurate weigh-
ing and reporting and in incomplete un-
loading by consignees of “foreign material."

The suggestion of Padnos and of the In-
stitute to limit application of the proposed
rule to instances in which four certified
weights are taken is characterized by AAR
as providing a preference to those clalmants
who have obtained the required weighings
because net weights may be less accurate
than gross weights. AAR views the responsi-
bility of its members as requiring the deter-
mination of actual loss, not a difference in
welghts as shown on certificates. Addition-
ally, the railroads recognize that some con-
signees fail to unload cars completely and
they have sought a practical solution to this
problem. The ultimate effect of the rule,
according to AAR, would be the payment of
unjustified freight loss claims and not the
complete unloading of cars.

As a final point, AAR states that the scope
of the proposed regulation is not justified
on the record, The fallure of interested
parties outside the grain and scrap Indus-
tries to participate herein is said to estab-
lish general satisfaction with current meth-

ods of claims settlement.

Part 1005 is amended by adding
§ 1005.7 to read as follows:

§ 1005.7 Weight as a measure of loss.

Where weight is used as a measure of
loss in rail transit of scrap iron and steel
and actual tare and gross weights are
determined at origin and destination,
the settlement of claims shall be based
upon a comparison of net weights abt
origin and destination.

[FR Doc.76-18278 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public-of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the-adoption of the final rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service

[ 7 CFR Part 1099 ]
[Docket No. AO-183-A34]

MILK IN THE PADUCAH, KENTUCKY,
MARKETING AREA

Recommended Decision and Opportunity
to File Written Exceptions on Proposed
Amendments to Tentative Marketing
Agreement and to Order

Notice is hereby given of the filing with
the Hearing Clerk of this recommended
decision with respect to proposed amend-
ments to the tentative marketing agree-
ment and order regulating the handling
of milk in the Paducah, Kentucky, mar-
keting area.

Interested parties may file written ex-
ceptions to this decision with the Hearing
Clerk, United States Department of Agri-'
culture, Washington, D.C., 20250, by July
8, 1976. The exceptions should be filed in
quadruplicate. All written submissions
made pursuant to this notice will be
made available for public inspection at
the office of the Hearing Clerk during
regular business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

The. above notice of filing of the de-
cision and of opportunity to file excep-
tions thereto is issued pursnant to the
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure govern-
ing the formulation of marketing agree-
;nents and marketing orders (7 CFR Part

00).
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The hearing on the record of which
the proposed amendments, as hereinafter
set forth, to the tentative marketing
agreement and to the order as amended,
were formulated, was conducted at Pa-
ducah, Kentucky, on April 21, 1976, pur-
suant to notice thereof which was issued
on April 2, 1976 (41 FR 14768).

The material issue on the record of the
hearing relates to modification of the
p?yback months under the Louisville
plan,

FinpINes AND CONCLUSIONS

The following findings and conclusions
on the material issue are based on evi-
dence presented at the hearing and the
record thereof:

Modification of the payback months
under the Louisville plan. The seasonal
payment plan for distributing returns to
producers (commonly referred to as the
Louisville plan) should be modified to
change the payback from the months of
October through January to the months
of September through December,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 122——WEDNESDAY, JUNE

A Louisville seasonal payment plan has
been effective in the Paducah order con-
tinuously since May 1, 1966. The plan is
intended fo provide an incentive for pro-
ducers to produce an even milk supply
throughout the year.

The Louisville plan provides for with-
holding from the uniform price compu-
tation in each of the months of April
through June an amount computed at 50
cents per hundredweight of producer
milk delivered during such_ month.
Monies thus withheld are retained in the
producer-settlement fund to be distrib-
uted to producers during the following
months of October through January.
One-fourth of the monies retained is
added to the pool value in computing the
uniform price in each of such months.

A proposal to modify the Loulsville
plan was made by Dairymen, Inc., & co~
operative representing a substantial
majority of the producers on the market.
The cooperative’s representative testi-
fied that the month of September is a
more appropriate payback month than
the month of January. He indicated that
the proposed payback months comport
with the seasonality of production for
the Paducah market, the seasonality of
Class I sales within the marketing area,
and the payback months of Louisville
plans effective in adjacent Federal order
markets.

The National Farmer’'s Organization
(NFO), a cooperative association repre-
senting less than 10 percent of the pro-
ducers supplying milk to handlers reg-
ulated under the Paducah order, opposed
the continuation of the Louisville plan
now contained in the Paducah order. It
was the position of that cooperative that
the takeout-payback plan should be elim-
inated from the order, thereby per-
mitting producers to receive the full value
for their milk each month as reflected by
a uniform price unaffected by any take-
out or payback amounts.

NFO took the position that the pro-
posal to change the payback months
under the Louisville plan also opened up
the issue of whether the Louisville plan
should be continued in any form under
the Paducah order. The witness for the
cooperative then testified at some length
relative to the deletion of the Louisville
plan and the revisions necessary to add
a base-excess plan to the order. Counsel
for the Department eventually objected
to the further receipt of testimony re-
garding the merits of either the Louils-
ville plan or a base-excess plan on the
basis that such testimony was beyond the
scope of the hearing notice. The Admin-
istrative Law Judge sustained the ob-
jection but permitted the cooperative’s
witness to present additional testimony

relative to the two seasonal payment
plans as an offer of proof.

The witness for NFO held that the
Louisville plan “has certain deficiencies
which render the plan inappropriate,
First, producers who are not associated
with the market during the spring
months and who thus do not contribute
to the fund, may participate in the dis-
tribution of such fund in the fall months.
Secondly, the plan makes no provision
for compensating or making adjustment
to producers who contribute to the fund
in the April-July period and are not on
the market during the fall months to
participate in the distribution of the
fund. For these reasons, the NFO holds
that the continuation of the Louisville
plan in the Paducah order is not in the
best interests of its members, or of
Paducah producers generally.

The alleged deficiencies in the Louis-
ville plan detailed by the NFO witness are
not a basis for deleting the plan from
the order. In fact, the alleged deficiencies
which are the basis for the cooperative's
complaint are the very characteristics
that are essential if the plan is to have
any positive effect in leveling out
production.

The Loulsville payment plan has essen-
tially the identical effect on individual
producer returns which would result
from seasonal pricing. Because seasonal
pricing would result in substantial
changes in handler cost for milk as be-
tween the flush and short production
months and such changes likely would
be imperfectly refiected in resale price
changes to the detriment of consumers
and producers alike, the market adopted
the alternative Louisville payment plan.

Under seasonal pricing producers who
supplied the market in the flush produc-
tion months would receive a return below
that realized in other months. Con-
versely, producers who did not supply the
market in the fall months of lowest pro-
duction would not realize the higher re-
turns in such months.

Similarly, producers who supply the
market in the spring months of greatest
produection, but do not supply the market
in the fall months of lowest production,
appropriately should not share in the dis-
tribution of the Louisville funds withheld
during the spring months. Conversely,
producers supplying the market in the
fall months should not be excluded from
receiving Louisville plan funds because
they did not supply the market during
the spring months. To adjust payments
to producers in the manner suggested by
the opposing cooperative would totally
destroy the intended effect of the Louis-
ville plan since the distribution of sea-
sonal payment funds would be contingent

23, 1976
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upon producers supplying the market
during the spring months when there are
ample supplies of milk rather than dur-
ing the fall months when greater produc-
tion is necessary to supply the fluid milk
needs of the market.

No producer who supplies the market
during the spring months has any in-
herent right to funds withheld from pay-
ment. Such funds are market funds and
are distributed only to those producers
who supply the market with milk in the
fall months when it is most needed. In
this manner, the distribution of market
funds encourage a leveling of production
that promotes more orderly marketing
conditions. The indirect benefits of the
plan are a reduction in surplus disposal
costs in the spring and a minimization
of transportation costs by eliminating or
reducing the need to import distant milk
supplies to meet fluid milk needs in the
fall.

NFO in opposing continuation of the
Louisville plan alternatively favored a
base-excess plan as being a more desir-
able seasonal payment plan for pro-
ducers. Its witness held that, if the pro-
ponent cooperative desired a Louisville
plan to encourage more even production
among its member producers, such plan
could be operated outside of the frame-
work of the order.

Its members, the opponent cooperatlvq
held, should not be subject to a Louis=~
ville plan because some other producers
on the market prefer such plan. The co-
operative took the position that, al-
though NFO producers are in the minor-
ity as related to the total number of pro-
ducers supplying the Paducah market,
this circumstance does not mitigate the
deficlencies and inequities which it held
are inherent in the Louisville plan. The
cooperative’s witness indicated that if,
despite the cooperative’s objections, the
Louisville plan was retained in the Pa-
ducah order, then the cooperative fa-
vored changing the payback months as
proposed.

A Louisville plan should be retained in
the Paducah order despite the preference
expressed by a limited number of pro-
ducers for amendatory action deleting
such plan. Alternatively, these producers
requested, in the event the Department
deemed it necessary to provide some
method of encouraging more even pro-
duction throughout the year, that a base-
excess plan be added. Both the Louisville
plan and a base-excess plan are specifi-
cally authorized by the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act. Both serve
the same purpose, i.e, to promote more
orderly marketing conditions by encour-
aging the production of an even supply
of milk throughout the year. Each of
these seasonal payment plans provide a
disincentive for producers to increase
milk production in the spring months
which are the normal months of flush
production. Conversely, each of the plans
provide an incentive for producers to in-
crease milk production during the fall
months when milk production is nor-
mally at its lowest level,

PROPOSED RULES

In this instance in which either of two
seasonal payment plans accomplish the
same purpose and a controversy exists
over which seasonal plan should be effec-
tive in the market, preference must be
given to that plan favored by the major-
ity of producers affected. The Louisville
plan in this instance is favored by the
majority of the producers on the Padu-
cah market and, therefore, should be re-
tained.

The payback months of the Louisville
plan should be changed from the months
of October-January to the months of
September-December. The substitution
of the month of September for the month
of January as one of the payback months
will tend to encourage production in Sep-
tember and to lessen the incentive for
dairy farmers to produce milk in Janu-
ary. Consequently, such change should
result in a more even milk supply
throughout the year.

Data presented by the proponent co-
operative shows that September is one of
the 4 months of the year when milk pro-
duction in the Paducah market is at its
lowest level. Average daily producer milk
deliveries during the most recent 5-year
period were lowest during the month of
October followed by the months of No-
vember, December, and September. The
month of January ranked seventh.

Other data presented at the hearing
also confirms the shortness of the milk
supply during Séptember. The average
daily milk production marketed per farm
by months for the last 3 years shows that
January milk production exceeds milk
production for the preceding month of
September. For the 3-year period daily
deliveries per farm averaged 1,335
pounds for the month of September and
1,415 pounds for the following month of
January.

A further reason for changing the
payback months of the Paducah order is
so that the September and January
minimum pay prices to producers under
the Paducah order will more closely cor-
respond with minimum pay prices due
dairy farmers located in the same gen-
eral area but who are producers under
other Federal orders. Variations in blend
prices received by dairy farmers in this
general area have been a source of dis-
satisfaction to members of proponent
cooperative. Currently, the payback
months of the Paducah order do not
coincide with the payback months of
several nearby Federal order markets.
The payback months of the St. Louis-
Ozarks, Southern Illinois, and Louis-
ville-Lexington-Evansville orders are
September, October, November and De-
cember whereas the payback months of
the Paducah order are the months of
October-January. As a consequence,
producers under the St. Louis-Ozarks,
Southern Illinois, and Louisville-Lexing-
ton-Evansville order receive a blend
price for the months of September re-
flecting not only the utilization value of
the milk in their market but also a por-
tion of the Louisville fund of that mar-
ket. Paducah producers, however, re-

ceive during the month of September

only the utilization value of their
milk. Conversely, Paducah producers
receive a portion of the Louisville fund
as well as the utilization value of
their milk during the month' of Janu-
ary whereas the producers in the other
three markets receive only the utiliza-
tion value of their milk. Consequently,
the alignment of the payback months
of the Paducah order with the payback
months of the surrounding Federal or-
der markets will insure more compati-
bility” in month-to-month returns as
among producers in a common supply
area with alternative outlets in sev-
eral markets and thus will provide
greater assurance of continuing orderly
marketing.

RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND
CONCLUSIONS

Briefs and proposed findings and con-
clusions were flled on behalf of certain
interested parties. These briefs, proposed
findings and conclusions and the evi-
dence in the record were considered in
making the findings and conclusions set
forth above. To the extent that the sug-
gested findings and conclusions filed by
interested parties are inconsistent with
the findings and conclusions set forth
herein, the requests to make such find-
ings or reach such conclusions are denied
for the reasons previously stated in this
decision.

GENERAL FINDINGS

The findings and determinations
hereinafter set forth are supplementary
and in addition to the findings and de-
terminations previously made in con-
nection with the isuance of the afore-
said order and of the previously issued
amendments thereto; and all of said pre-
vious findings and determinations are
hereby ratified and affirmed, except in-
sofar as such findings and determina-
tions may be in conflict with the findings
and determinations set forth herein.

(a) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, and all of the terms and
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the detlared policy of the Act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act
are not reasonable in view of the price
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and
other economic conditions which affect
market supply and demand for milk in
the marketing area, and the minimum
prices specified in the tentative market-
ing agreement and the order, as hereby
proposed to be amended, are such prices
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in-
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and
wholesome milk, and be in the public
interest;

(¢c) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, will regulate the han-

dling of milk in the same manner as,
and will be applicable only to persons in
the respective classes of industrial and
commercial activity specified in a mar-
keting agreement upon which a hearing
has been held.
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RECOMMENDED MARRETING AGREEMENT
AND ORDER AMENDING THE ORDER

The recommended marketing agree-
ment is not included in this decision be-
cause the regulatory provisions thereof
would be the same as those contained in
the order, as hereby proposed to be
amended. The following order amending
the order, as amended, regulating the
handling of milk in the Paducah, Ken-
tucky, marketing area is recommended
as the detailed and appropriate means
by which the foregoing conclusions may
be carried out:

1.In § 1099.61, paragraph (h) is revised
to read as follows:

§1099.61 Computation of uniform
price (including weighted average
price).

- * > " "+

(h) For each of the months of Sep-
tember, October, November, and Decem-
ber, add one-fourth of the total amount
subtracted pursuant to paragraph (g)
of this section;

» - & . -

Signed at . Washington, D.C.,
June 17, 1976.

WiLriam T. MANLEY,
Deputy Administrator,
Program Operations.
[FR Doc.76-18213 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am)|

on

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs
[ 25 CFR Part 43h ]

ENROLLMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES
Applications, Prepa';ation and Approval of
ol

Correction

In FR Doc. 76-16200 appearing on page
22566 in the issue for Friday, June 4,
1976, the following change should be
made:

On page 22567, middle column, the
17th, 18th and 19th lines of § 43h.8 now
reading, “ing Office notice sent by cer-
tified or registered mail, not later than
30 days after receipt of the * *= *»
should read, “ing Office not later than
30 days after receipt of the notice sent
by certified or registered mail,".

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Food and Drug Administration
[21 CFRPart212]
[Docket No. 76N-0099]
HUMAN DRUGS

Current Good Manufacturing Practice in
the Mapufacture, Processing, Packing,
or Holding of Large Volume Parenterais

Correction
In FR Doc. 76-15585, appearing at page
22202, in the issue for Tuesday, June 1,
:r?:g the following corrections should be
e:

1. On page 22209, in the first column,
the first line following the table of con-
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tents heading for subpart F, which now
reads “212.110 Sampling of in-process
materials”, should read “212.100 Written
procedures; deviations.”

2. On page 22209, the ninth line of the
second column should read “purity char-
acteristics that it purports or”,

3. On page 22210, in the second col-
umn, the second from the last line of
§ 212.5(e), now reading “subject to a
supplemental new drug ap-", should read
“shall include data justifying use of
such™.

4. On page 22213, in the first column,
the second line of § 212.75(c) should
read “enter either the top or bottom of
the'.

[ 21 CFR Part 500 ]
[Docket. No. 7T5N-0372]

ANIMAL DRUGS
Hexachlorophene

The Food and Drug Administration
proposes to require approved new animal
drug applications (NADA’s) for animal
drugs containing hexachlorophene for
use in or on animals, other than as part
of a product preservative system at a
level of not more than 0.1 percent in top-
ical preparations for use on non-food-
producing animals. Interested persons
have until August 23, 1976, to submit
comments.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
issued, in the FEpErAL REGISTER of Sep-
tember 27, 1972 (37 FR 20160), a regu-
lation, §250.250 (21 CFR 250.250, for-
merly 21 CFR 3.91 prior to recodification
published in the FeperAL REGISTER of
March 27, 1975 (40 FR 13996) ) regarding
use of hexachlorophene-containing prod-
ucts and summarizing the known toxicity
of hexachlorophene to humans. The
Commissioner has considered the ques-
tion of the toxicity of hexachlorophene
to food-producing and non-food-produc-
ing animals and finds there are no ade-
quate data to support its safe use in or
on animals other than as part of a prod-
uct preservative system at a level of not
more than 0.1 percent in topical prepara-
tions for use on non-food-producing
animals.

The Commissioner has also considered
the question of potential hazard to hu-
mans resulting from the use of animal
drugs containing hexachlorophene in or
on animals. Persons applying these ani-
mal drugs to animals or having contact
with treated animals may be exposed to
hexachlorophene for extended periods of
time. Although the Commissioner is not
aware of any data regarding the effect
on humans that results from incidental
exposure caused by application of animal
drugs containing hexachlorophene at a
level greater than 0.1 percent, studies
have shown that hexachlorophene can
be absorbed through the skin of humans
in toxic amounts. (Copies of reports on
these studies are on file with the Hear-
ing Clerk, Food and Drug Administra-
tion.) He concludes that the potential
hazard to humans from such incidental
exposure supports agency action con-
cerning such animal drugs, Furthermore,
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no data are available to the Commis-
sioner establishing that any level of iex-
achlorophene, including preservative lev-
els, is safe for use in or on food-produc-
ing animals because of the potential for
residues in food derived from treated
animals,

Additionally, the Commissioner is
aware of no adequate and well-controlied
studies establishing substantial evidence
of effectiveness for any therapeutic use
of hexachlorophene in or on animals.

Because animal drugs containing hex-
achlorophene above a preservative level
of 0.1 percent in non-food-producing ani-
mals have not been demonstrated to be
same and effective by current standards,
such products are considered new animal
drugs requiring approved NADA's for
their continued use. Under these circum-
stances, the Commissioner concludes that
a regulation should be published reflect-
ing the findings and providing that hex-
achlorophene may continue to be used
only in topical preparations intended for
non-food-producing animals and then
only as part of a product preservative
system at a level not to exceed 0.1 per-
cent. All other animal drugs containing
hexachlorophene are not generally rec-
ognized as safe and effective and shall be
the subject of approved NADA's.

To implement these conclusions, the
Commissioner has determined that the
following procedures shall apply to those
firms currently engaged in the manufac-
ture and distribution of animal drugs
containing hexachlorophene for which an
approved NADA is required.

Manufacturers of animal drugs that
contain hexachlorophene (1) for any use
in or on food-producing animals, or (2)
at a level in excess of 0.1 percent for top-
ical use on non-food-producing animals,
or (3) in any amount for any use on non-
food-producing animals other than topi-
cal uses are provided 60 days after the ef-
fective date of a final regulation based
on this proposal to submit an NADA, fo
supplement an existing NADA, or to re-
formulate the animal drug. Each appli-
cation or supplemental application shall
include adequate data to establish that
the animal drug is safe and effective. If
the animal drug is currently subject to
and approved NADA, reformulation will
require the approval of a supplemental
NADA. The interim marketing of these
animal drugs may continue until such
application has been approved, or until
it has been determined that the appli-
cation is not approvable under the provi-
sions of §514.111 (21 CFR 514.111). Ap-
proved NADA'’s will be withdrawn if sup-
plements have not been received within
the 60-day time limit.

The Commissioner has carefully con-
sidered the environmental effects of the
proposed regulation and, because the pro-
posed action will not significantly affect
the quality of the human environment,
has concluded that an environmental im-
pact statement is not required. The Com-
missioner has also carefully considered
the inflation impact of the proposed reg-
ulation and no major inflation impact has
been found, as defined in Executive Order
11821, OMB circular A-107, and interim
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guidelines issued April 1, 1975 by the De-
partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare. Copies of the FDA environmental
and inflation impact assessments are on
file with the Hearing Clerk, Food and
Drug Administration.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sees. 512, 701
(a), 52 Stat. 1055, 82 Stat. 343-351 (21
U.S.C. 360b, 371(a))) and under author-
ity delegated to the Commissioner (21
CFR 5.1) (recodification published in the
FEDERAL RECGISTER of June 15, 1976 (41 FR
24262), it is proposed that Subpart B of
Part 500 be amended by adding new
§ 500.46 to read as follows:

§ 500.46
drugs.

(a) The Commissioner of Food and
Drugs has determined that there are no
adequate data to establish that animal
drugs containing hexachlorophene are
safe and effective for any animal use
other than in topical products {or use
on non-food-producing animals as parf
of a product preservative system at a
level not to exceed 0.1 percent; that
there is no information on the potential
risk to humans from exposure to hexa-
chlorophene by persons who apply ani-
mal products containing the drug-at lev-
els higher than 0.1 percent; and that
there is likewise no information on hu-
man exposure to animals on which these
animal drugs have been used and no in-
formation on possible residues of hexa-
chlorophene in edible products of food-
producing animals treated with new ani-
mal drugs that contain any quantity of
hexachlorophene.

(b) Animal drugs containing hexa=
chlorophene for other than preservative
use on non-food-producing animals at
levels not exceeding 0.1 percent are con-
sidered new animal drugs and shall be
the subject of new animal drug applica-
tions (NADA'S).

(¢) Any person currently marketing
animal drugs that contain hexachloro-
phene other than as part of a product
preservative system for products used on
non-food-producing animals at a level
not exceeding 0.1 percent shall, within
60 days after the effective date of a final
regulation based on this pronosal, submit
2 new animal drug application, supple-
ment an existing application, or re-
formulate the product. Each anplication
or supplemental application shall include
adequate data to establish that the ani-
mal drug is safe and effective. If the
animal drug is currently subject to an
approved new animal drug application,
each reformulation chsall require an ap-
proved supplemental application. The
interim marketing of these animal drugs
may continue until the application has
been approved, until it has been deter-
mined that the application is not an-
provable under the provisions of § 514,111
(21 CFR 514.111), or until an existing
approved application has been with-
drawn.

(d) After 60 days following the effec-
tive date of a final regulation based on
this proposal, animal drugs that con-
tain hexachlorophene other than for

Hexachlorophene in animal
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preservative use on non-food-producing
animals at a level not exceeding 0.1 per-
cent that are introduced into interstate
commerce shall be deemed to be adulter-
ated within the meaning of section
501(a) (5) of the act (21 U.S.C, 351(a)
(5)) unless such animal drug is the sub-
ject of a new animal drug application or
a supplemental new animal drug applica-
tion submitted pursuant to paragraph
(c) of this section. Action to withdraw
approval of new animal drug applications
will be initiated if supplemental new ani-
mal drug applications have not been sub-
mitted in accordance with this section.

(e) New animal drug applications sub~
mitted for animal drugs containing hexa-
chlorophene for use in or on food-
producing animals shall include adequate
data to assure that edible products from
treated animals are safe for human con-
sumption under the labeled conditions
of use.

Interested persons may, on or before
August 23, 1976, submit to the Hearing
Clerk, Food and Drug Administration,
Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
MD. 20852, written comments (prefer-
ably in quintruplicate and identified with
the Hearing Clerk docket number found
in brackets in the heading of this docu-
ment) regarding this proposal. Received
comments may be seen in the above office
during working hours, Monday through
Friday.

It is hereby certified that the economic
and inflationary effects of this proposal
have been carefully evaluated in ac-
cordance with Executive Order No. 11821,

Dated: June 15, 1976.

A, M. ScEMIDT,
Commissioner of Food and Drugs.

[FR Doc.76-18206 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[40CFRPart35]
[FRL 544-2]

GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
TREATMENT WORKS

Proposed Mandatory Value Engineering
Program

The Environmental Protection Agency
is considering the amendment of the
Construction Grant Regulations (40 CFR
35) to incorporate value engineering
(VE) as a cost control program for prep-
aration of plans and specifications (Step
2) for wastewater treatment projects
funded under the EPA construction grant
program. The effectiveness of the VE
technique in terms of monetary savings
has been well demonstrated in a volun-
tary VE program applied to projects re-
ceiving EPA construction grants. The
proposed amendment requires that
initially all construction grant projects
for which the total grant eligible cost of
construction is $10 million or more ex-
cluding the cost for interceptors and col-
lector sewers be subjected to a VE analy-
sis as part of the Step 2 grant. If the
amendment is adopted in final form, it
is planned to make the VE requirement

applicable to projects for which Step 2
grant applications are received on or
after October 1, 1976. Section 212(2) (b)
of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act Amendments of 1972 (the Act) re-
quires that any application for construc-
tion grants contain adequate data and
analysis demonstrating the proposed
treatment works to be the most cost
efficient, alternative over the life of the
work. Cost-effectiveness analysis guide-
lines (40 CFR 35, Appendix A) were
promulgated by the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency on September 10, 1973,
pursuant to the requirements of Section
212(2) (e) of the Act.

The EPA cost-effectiveness guidelines
have primarily been directed at the selec-
tion of treatment alternatives as part
of Step 1 grants (facility planning).
There is a need to establish an effective
cost control program in the Step 2 grant
process. In view of this need, EPA intro-
duced a voluntary VE program in De-
cember 1974. The program was voluntary
because (1) the application of the VE
technique to wastewater treatment proj-
ects, particularly under grant conditions,
had not been fully demonstrated, and
(2) VE was new to most consulting engi-
neers and regulatory agencies concerned
with wastewater treatment. The objec-
tives of the voluntary program were to
demonstrate how VE can be effectively
applied to wastewater treatment proj-
ects and to give consulting engineers and
regulatory agencies the opportunity to
gain experience in VE,

VE is a management technique initi-
ated in 1946 and has been successfully
used as a cost control program in many
industries and governmental agencies.
The purpose of VE is to generate better
solutions or design alternatives to the
unnecessarily high cost areas of the proj-
ect. VE assures the identification of these
high cost areas and focuses efforts on
them to provide alternate approaches to
the design. VE is organized to create
beneficial changes without adversely af-
fecting the needed performance require-
ments or the quality of the facility.
When applied to a project, VE treats
cosfs as a deslgn requirement for the
entire life of the system; that is, the
cost to design, build, operate and main-
tain the system for its intended lifetime.

The VE anaylsis is performed by a
multi-disciplined team, which is com-
posed of, perhaps, a structural engineer,
an architect, a mechanical engineer, a
sanitary engineer, and additional mem-
bers such as electrical, cost estimating
and soils specialists. The objective of this
multi-disciplined approach is to bring
the broadest outlook (all the disciplines
involved in the design) to the team, and
to assure that consideration is given to
the effects of a change in one criterion
on the performance of the entire system.

The VE job plan is a systematic ap-
proach. Although there are several job
plans that are used, the most direct plan
includes the following phases: Informa-
tlon, Identification of alternatives,
Development and Presentation.

The study team reviews the proposed
or present design in order to compile all
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the available factual information on the
usage, design, construction, cost and so
forth. Next, the worth of the function
which is defined as the least expensive
way to perform the required function,
is determined in order to establish the
cost-to-worth ratio. A high ratio will in-
dicate high cost areas of the project
where VE effort should apply.

After the high cost areas are identified,
the VE team begins a creative effort to
generate alternative solutions for the
basic function. The criteria and require-
ments are challenged to offer the broad-
est approach for achieving the basic
funection. All of the alternate design ap-
proaches are measured against the base-
line worth figure. Their advantages and
disadvantages are listed. This includes
the technological risks in their use, the
time required to implement them as
changes, and their cost. The best few
ways to accomplish the functon, which
give the best value, are selected for fur-
ther study and refinement.

The VE team generates alternative
solutions for the basic operational func-
tions and the best approaches are devel-
oped into proposals, with detailed cost
estimates and a summary of relevant in-
formation, including savings and cost
comparisons on a ftotal life basis (con-
struction plus operating and mainte-
nance costs) . The alternatives are ranked
in accordance with their value and ease
of implementation. A presentation is
then made to the decision-makers
(grantee, original designer and perhaps
State and EPA) and, after approval, the
selected alternate is implemented into
the design.

In May 1975, the General Accounting
Office (GAO) published a Report to the
Congress (“Potential of Value Analysis
for Reducing Waste Treatment Plant
Costs”), indicating that there may be
an opportunity for savings as a result of
applying VE to the Step 2 grant process.
The report also recommended that a cost
control program such as VE be incorpo-
rated in the EPA Construction grant pro-
gram, The results from all of the com-
pleted projects subjected to VE in the
EPA voluntary VE program confirm
GAO's findings that the present Step 2
grant process does not always ensure that
the most economical design is specified.
Additionally, the results of the voluntary
program show that, when the VE pro-
gram is properly managed, an average
saving of 10 percent of the total con-
struction cost is possible and project
delays can be avoided,

The proposed mandatory VE program
will, in effect, ensure that all larger
projects for which the major portion of
tl}e Federal grant money will be required
will be brought under VE review as soon
as possible.

A mandatory VE program is being pro-
posed to (1) ensure that there will be
a sufficient number of qualified VE spe-
cialists available to meet the needs of the
program and (2) allow opportunity for
persons involved in the grants program
to become technically and administra-
tively prepared for a more inclusive
program,
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Interested parties are encouraged to
submit written comments, views, or data
concerning the proposed rule making to
the Director, Grants Administration
Division, Environmental Protection
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460 (PM-
216). All such submittals received on or
before July 23, 1976 will be considered
prior to promulgation of final regulations
on value engineering, It is requested that
all written comments be submitted in
triplicate.

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend Part 35 of Chapter I
of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations as set forth below,

RuUSSELL E. TRAIN,
Administrator.
JUNE 15, 1976.
1. Part 35 is amended by adding
§ 35.905-27 as follows:

§ 35.905-27 Value Engineering (VE).

A specialized cost control technique
based on a systematic and creative ap-
proach, which identifies and focuses on
unnecessarily high cost in a project in
order to arrive at a cost saving without
sacrificing the reliability or efficiency of
the project.

2. Sec. 35.920-3 is amended by adding
subparagraph (9) to paragraph (b) as
follows:

§ 35.920-3 Contents of application.

® * » - >

(b) U =

(9) A value engineering proposal for
all Step 2 grant applications for projects
having a total Step 3 grant eligible con-
struction cost of $10 million or more ex-
cluding the cost for interceptor and col-
lector sewers. For those projects requir-
ing VE, the grantee may propose, subject
to the Regional Administrator’s approval
to exclude interceptor and collector
sewers from the scope of the VE analysis.

3. Sec. 35.925-7 is amended by deleting
the word “and” at the end of paragraph
(¢c); by redesignating paragraph (d) as
paragraph (e) ; and adding the following
new paragraph:

§ 35.925-7 Design.

- - »* L »

(d) The value engineering require-
ments of §35.926(b) and <€ 35.926(c)
have been met; and <

. - - L4 -

4, Part 35 is amended by adding
§ 35.926 as follows:

§35.926 Value Engincering (VE).

(a) Value engineering proposal. The
VE proposal must contain sufficient in-
formation so that a determination can
be made as to the adequacy of the VE
effort and the justification of the pro-
posed VE fee, Essential information shall
include, but not be limited to the
following:

(1) Scope of VE analysis;

(ii) VE team'and VE coordinator
(names and background) ;

(iil) Level of VE effort;

(iv) VE cost estimate:

(v) VE schcedule in relation to proj-
ect schedule (including completion of VE
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analysis and submittal of VE summary
reports).

(b) Value engineering analysis. For
projects subject to the value engineering
(VE) requirements of § 35.926(a), a VE
analysis of the project design shall be
performed and upon completion of the
VE analysis a preliminary report sum-
marizing the VE findings and a final re-
port describing implementation of the
VE recommendations must be submitted
to the project officer on a schedule ap-
proved by him.

(¢) For those projects for which a
value engineering (VE) analysis has been
performed in accordance with § 35.925-
7(d) and § 35.926(b), VE recommenda-
tions shall be implemented to the maxi-
mum extent feasible, as determined by
the grantee, subject to the approval of
the EPA project officer. Rejection of any
recommendation shall be on the basis of
cost-effectiveness, reliability, extent of
project delays, and other factors that
may be critical to the treatment proc-
esses and the environmental impact of
the project.

5. Part 35 is amended by adding § 35.-
935-18, as follows:

§ 35.935-18 Value Engineering.

A grantee must comply with the ap-
plicable value engineering requirements
of § 35.926.

[FR Doc.76-18172 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

T[40 CFR Part 180 ]
[FRL 565-8; PP3F1330/P25]
PESTICIDE PROGRAMS

Tolerances and Exemptions From Toler-
ances for Pesticide Chemicals in or on
Raw Agricultural Commodities, Toler-
ance for Pesticide Chemical Carbaryl

On January 8, 1973, notice was given
(38 FR 1763) that Union Carbide Corp.,
1730 Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washing-
ton, DC 20008, had filed a petition (PP
3F1330) with the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA). This petition pro-
posed the establishment of interim toler-
ances for residues of the insecticide car-
baryl (1-naphthyl N-methylcarbamate)
and its metabolite 1-naphthol, caleulated
as 1-napthyl N-methylcarbamate, in eggs
at 0.5 part per million (ppm). On July 12,
1973, the EPA amended 40 CFR 180.319
by establishing the requested interim
tolerance.

The tolerance for eggs was designated
as interim because of a lack of a method
of analysis for the hydroxy metabolites
of carbaryl. This deficiency was later re-
solved. Union Carbide Corp. requested by
letter dated February 9, 1976, that the
tolerance for eggs be changed from an
interim fo a permanent tolerance. As a
result of the deficiency being resolved
regarding the toxicological concern for
the hydroxy metabolites and based on
the data submitted in the petition and
other relevant information, the request
for a permanent tolerance of 0.5 ppm for
carbaryl and is metabolite in eggs is
being proposed at this time in accordance
with 40 CFR 180.32. The pesticide is con-
sidered useful for the purpose for which
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the tolerance is sought and the existing
tolerances for the meat and fat of poul-
try are adequate to cover any secondary
residues resulting from the proposed use.
The proposed amendment to 40 CFR
180.169 to establish a tolerance for eggs
will protect the public health.

Any person who has registered or sub-
mitted an application for the registra-
tion of a pesticide under the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
which contains any of the ingredients
listed herein may request, within 30 days
after publication in the FEDERAL REG-
IsTER, that this proposal be referred to
an advisory committee in accordance
with section 408(e) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments on the proposed
regulation to the Federal Register Sec-
tion, Technical Services Division (WH-
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, En~
vironmental Protection Agency, Room
401, East Tower, 401 N St. SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20460. Three copies of the com-
ments should be submitted to facilitate
the work of the Agency and of others
interested in inspecting them. The com-~
ments must be received on or before July
23, 1976, and should bear a notation in-
dicating both the subject and the
petition/document control number
“PPEE1T742/P23”. All written commments
filed pursuant to this notice will be avail-
able for public inspection in the office of
the Federal Register Section from 8:30
am. to 4:00 p.m. Monday through Fri-
day.

(Sec. 408(d) (2) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a(d) (2)).)

Dated: June 16, 1976.

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

It is proposed that 40 CFR 180.169 be
amended by adding the paragraph “0.5
part per million * * *" affer the para-
graph “1 part per million * * *” to read
as follows: y

§ 180.169 Carbaryl; tolerances for resi-

dues,
L] > - © L]
0.5 part per million in eggs.
» - * - -
§ 180.319 [Amended]

1. It is proposed that § 180.319 be
amended by deleting the substance “car-
baryl” and its corresponding tolerance
0.5 part per million for the raw agricul-
tural commodity eggs from the list of
interim tolerances.

[FR Doc.76-18171 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

JOINT BOARD FOR THE
ENROLLMENT OF ACTUARIES
[ 20 CFR Part 901 ]
ENROLLMENT OF ACTUARIES
Hearing

On May 18, 1976, proposed regulations
for the enrollment of actuaries under
section 3042 of the Employee Retirement

PROPOSED RULES

Income Security Act of 1974 were pub-
lished in the FEpErRAL REGISTER (41 FR
20424). A public hearing on the provi-
sions of those proposed regulations will
be held on July 12, 1976, beginning at
9:30 a.m. in Room S-5215 A, B & C, New
Department of Labor Building, 200 Con~
stitution Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. Those persons who requested on or
before June 17, 1976, to comment orally
at the hearing will be heard first. There-
after, other individuals who desire to
comment orally will be heard as time
permits. The Chairman of the Joint
Board reserves the right to limit the
length of presentations at the hearing.

RowLAND E. Cross,
Chairman, Joint Board for the
Enrollment of Actuaries.

[FR Doc.76-18175 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[ 18 CFR Parts 35, 154 ]
[Docket No, RM76-17]

ADVANCED APPROVAL OF RATE TREAT-
MENT FOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT

Accounting-Rulemaking, Research and De-
velopment; Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

June 17, 1976.

Pursuant to Section 553 of the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 553,
Section 309 of the Federal Power Act, 49
Stat. 858-859, 16 U.S.C. 825h, and Section
16 of the Natural Gas Act, 52 Stat. 830, 15
U.S.C. 7170, the Commission gives notice
that it proposes to amend ifs regulations
by adding new material to Chapter I,
Title 18, Code of Federal Regulations.
The purpose of the amendments is to
provide additional procedures and guide-
lines whereby requests for advance
assurance of rate treatment for research
and development (R&D) expenditures
may be used by jurisdictional companies
to insure the support of well-planned
and comprehensive R&D programs,
Specifically, in Subchapter B, Regula-
tions under the Federal Power Act, the
Commission proposes to amend Part 35
by adding additional material to § 35.22
{a) and by adding new §§ 35.22(b), 35.22
(c) and ,35.22(d). In Subchapter E,
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act,
the Commission proposes to amend Part
154 by adding additional material to
§ 154.38(d) (5) () and by adding new
§§ 154.38(d) (5) (i), 154.38(d) (5) (iiD),
and 154.38(d) (5) (iv).

BACKGROUND

This Commission recognizes the need
for a significantly expanded national
energy research and development pro-
gram as part of the solution to the Na-
tion’s problem of increasing imbalance
between energy supply and demand. By
our Order No. 408 issued August 26, 1970,
we changed the uniform systems of ac-
counts for electric utility and natural gas
companies by establishing a specific
amount for R&D expenditures, allowed
amortization of approved research and
development expenditures over a period
up to five years, and allowed rate base

treatment for unamortized balances. By
our Order No. 483 issued April 30, 1973,
we expanded our definition of research
and development for accounting pur-
poses, allowed advance assurance of rate
treatment of expenditures for R&D proj-
ects, and allowed tracking of these ex-
penses in jurisdictional rates. Since
issuance of these orders, there have been
significant developments in the expand-
ing national energy research and devel-
opment effort which indicate the desir-
ability of further clarification of the
Commission’s R&D accounting proce-
dures, The Electric Power Research In-
stitute was established in 1973 and is
receiving increasing support from all
segments of the electric utility industry.
The Energy Research and Develop-
ment Administration, established in
1975, brings together all major federal
energy R&D programs and is establishing
a growing number of cooperative re-
search, development, and demonstration
programs with the energy industries.

We are encouraged by the increased
emphasis R&D has been given by some
elements of the electric power and
natural gas industries as demonstrated
by the support given to the Electric
Power Research Institute by jurisdic-
tional electric power companies and by a
number of requesis for advanced ap-
proval of individual R&D projects by
jurisdictional natural gas companies.
However, we have not yet seen the level
of concentrated and coordinated effort
by the natural gas industry that the pub-
lic interest requires to significantly ad-
vance the state of technology to relieve
the servere curtailment of service now
being experienced by Interstate natural
gas pipelines. In addition, our staff has
expressed to us the difficulty of review-
ing research projects individually to test
their reasonableness. Individual research
and development projects often cannot
be justified separately but only as com-
ponents of complete and complex re-
search programs, which programs have
objectives that serve consumer or public
interests.

We believe it is now desirable for this
Commission to take additional action re-
lated to the support of R&D programs
by the electric power and natural gas in-
dustries. If is important that our reg-
ulations be reviewed from time to time
to assure that they prescribe the most
direct and effective means for imple-
menting our statutory responsibility, tak-
ing account of the dynamic nature of the
technology used in the industries we reg-
ulate. By issuing this Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, we solicit the comments
and suggestions of interested parties.

This proposed rulemaking is intended
specifically to stimulate R&D effort by
jurisdictional companies by clarifying the
Commission’s review and accounting pro-
cedures and by providing an opportunity
for simplifying proceedings before the
Commission by allowing advance approv-
al of the R&D program of organizations
which derive financial support from ju-
risdictional companies. The rulemaking
would: (1) establish sound and compre-
hensive planning of research programs as
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the preferred test for granting advance
approval of R&D expenditures, (2) rec-
ognize participation in full-scale demon-
stration facilities, under certain condi-
tions, as a justifiable R&D expenditure
and (3) assure FPC review and decision
at an early planning phase of R&D pro-
gram development whenever advance
approval is requested.

It appears that the review and approv-
al of research programs proposed to be
supported by one or more companies sub-
ject to the jurisdiction of this Commis-
sion and one or more state regulatory
commissions would offer a valuable op-
portunity for joint review as authorized
under Section 209(a) of the Federal
Power Act (49 Stat. 853, 16 U.S.C. 824h
(a)) and under Section 17(a) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act (52 Stat. 830, 15 U.S.C.
717p(a) ) . We specifically solicit the com-
ments of the various state commissions,
and of the National Association of Reg-
ulatory Utility Commissioners as to this
concept.

The provisions of this proposed rule-
making augment current regulations
dealing with application for advance ap-
proval of R&D expenditures, which is an
optional procedure offered in § 35.22,
Subchapter B, Regulations Under the
Federal Power Act, and Section 154.38
(d) (5), Subchapter E, Regulations Under
the Natural Gas Act. It is not intended
herein to alter the application of current
regulations except in cases where appli-
cation is made for advance assurance of
rate treatment for R&D expenditures.

RESEARCH PLANNING AS THE PREFERRED
TEST

The Commission may apply either of
two methods to test the reasonableness
of energy research and deyvelopment
projects.

The first method is to examine the
technical structure of each project to
determine whether it meets a definition
of research and development and has a
reasonable change of benefiting ratepay-
ers, This procedure, however, substitutes
the technical and research judgment of
a limited number of FPC staff for that of
other technical and research personnel
and can cause long, costly delays in re-
viewing many of the projects.

The second method is to establish a set
of criteria based on the planning process
itself. In this approach, an individual
R&D expenditure would be reasonable if
it supported a comprehensive and inte-
grated energy R&D program meeting the
needs of the company and/or the indus-
try to serve ratepayers and the general
public. This second method is proposed
in this rulemaking.

R&D PROGRAMS OF NON-JURISDICTIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS

Individual jurisdictional companies
can and do undertake and support re-
search projects alone either in-house or
under grant or contract benefiting, in
varying degree, both their immediate
customers and the general public,

In addition, a number of organizations
exist or are planned which undertake
pertinent energy research and develop-
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ment efforts with the joint support of
more than one jurisdictional company.

In addition to conducting or con-
tracting for individual R&D efforts, we
believe it is reasonable for jurisdictional
companies to provide support to R&D
organizations such as national organiza-
tions broadly supported by a number of
energy industry sectors (e.g., natural gas,
electric power, petroleum, coal, nuclear
energy) ; single industry sector supported
national organizations (e.g., the Elec-
tric Power Research Institute and some
form of national center funded as pro-
posed in the “Gas Industry Research
Plan 1974-2000", issued January 1974
by the American Gas Association) ; and
regional organizations or projects which
work primarily on problems of a regional
nature,

For R&D organizations supported by
more than a single jurisdictional com-
pany, we are proposing to offer the option
of the R&D prganization requesting ad-
vance approval as a substitute for in-
dividual jurisdictional companies filing
for advance approval. Since the justifica~
tion for advance approval of rate treat-
ment for R&D expenditures would be the
same whether provided by the R&D
organization once or by the jurisdictional
companies many times individually, a
single request by the organization would
reduce the paperwork burden on the
R&D organization, the jurisdictional
ocmpanies, and the FPC and would af-
ford each the opportunity to concentrate
more on assuring the quality and value
of the R&D efforts undertaken.

GUIDELINES FOR R&D PLANNING

We are also proposing guidelines by
which we will judge the reasonableness
of requests for advance approval for both
R&D organizations and R&D programs
within a single jurisdictional company.
These guidelines are intended to put the
emphasis on quality and completeness
of the R&D planning process, including
consideration of cost versus probable
benefit, as the justification of the rea-
sonableness of the individual R&D proj-
ects and expenditures which constitute
the total R&D program. The nature of
research and development and the
breadth of the national energy problem
require the broadest possible assessment
of future technological options. To as-
sure the comprehensive R&D effort nec-
essary. to maximize the probability of
technological success and societal ac-
ceptance, R&D organizations and juris-
dictional companies must involve quali-
filed representatives from varied scien-
tific, engineering, economic, consumer,
and environmental interests in the R&D
planning process. We propose the follow-
ing as guidelines:

1. Evidence that the R&D objectives of
the company or research organization
have been clearly established.

2. Evidence that the plan evolves from
these R&D objectives and utilizes the re-
view by and judgment of qualified repre-
sentatives of scientific, engineering, in-
dustry, economie, consumer and environ-
mental interests.
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3. Evidence that an effective mecha-
nism exists and is used for coordinating
this research and development plan with
Federal R&D programs and with cther
relevant private efforts of national scope.

4. Evidence that the R&D program
has reasonable chance of benefiting the
ratepayer in a reasonable period of time,

5. Evidence that whatever achieve-
ments may result from the R&D effort
either in the form of new or improved
technology, new or improved techniques,
reduced investment or costs, patents or
salable products will accrue to the benefit
of participating jurisdictional companies
and will flow through to their customers.

To request advance approval of an
R&D program, an R&D organization or
an individual jurisdictional company
would annually submit an R&D planning
document covering at least a five-year
period. The planning document would
provide the evidence required under the
guidelines above. In addition, the docu-
ment would describe and budget indi-
vidual research, development, and dem-
onstration projects previously initiated
and those planned to commence during
the first year of the plan.

DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

Many of the energy technologies under
serious investigation in the national R&D
effort are not only known to be tech-
nieally feasible but also are in operation
on a laboratory scale, or on a working
scale, as in a pilot plant. However, un-
certainty with regard to the economics of
commercial-scale operation is, in many
cases, so great as to preclude normal
methods of financing the construction of
the first, or the first severgl commercial-
scale facilities. Therefore, hecause of the
Nation’s need for rapid development of
new energy technology, the construction
of commercial-scale demonstration
facilities must be regarded as a vital part
of the national R&D program.

We propose specifically to grant ad-
vance approval as R&D expense to a por-
tion of the cost of demonstration proj-
ects, provided the projects meet the plan-
ning criteria stated above and the addi-
tional criterion that the demonstration
project must involve sufficiently high
economic or technological risk as to pre-
clude complete financing as a normal
business investment.

The portion of the project cost eligible
to be considered for advance approval as
an R&D expense would be that part of
the total cost in excess of an amount
which would be justified as normal busi-
ness investment relative to « level of per-
formance of the planned facility which
is assured on the basis of existing tech-
nology and practices. This approach to
determining the R&D cost component
does not imply that there is a simple
formula applicable to all such projects.
Each major demonstration project will
have to be analyzed in terms of the tech-
nology and the risk inyolved. In making
application for advance approval for
R&D costs associated with a demonstra-
tion facility, the applicant would state
the total estimated cost of the facility
and that portion of the total which is to
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be financed as normal business invest-
ment. The normal business investment
would be based on the reasonably assured
level of output over the useful life of
the facility and the expected per unit
selling price of the product.

Advanced approval of portions of dem-
onstration project costs as R&D expense
may be granted to either individual juris-
dictional companies or R&D organiza-
tions. However, we express a strong pref-
erence for arrangemente in which high-
risk demonstration projects are con-
ducted by R&D organizations jointly
supported by jurisdictional companies
having a large number of ratepayers,

To the extent that a demonstration fa-
cility produces revenue (from sale of the
product or eventual sale of the facility)
directly related to that portion of the fa-
cility cost which has been treated as R&D
expense, we require that the revenue flow
back to the ratepayers.

TimeLY FPC REVIEW AND DECISION

Since the issuance of the proposed rule-
making on January 27, 1970, which sub-
sequently resulted in promulgation of
Commission Order No. 408, we have been
on record as encouraging an expanded
and improved R&D effort by the electric
power and natural gas industries. We
recognize that continuity of program
support is necessary to maintain & qual-
fied research staff and that certainty of
support is necessary to effectively com-
plete R&D projects which may extend
over periods ranging up to a number of
years. We also recognize that to mini-
mize uncertainty of financial support for
long range R&D programs we have an
obligation to effect timely decisions on
proposals submitted to us for advance
approval of such programs. Therefore,
we propose to require that proposals for
advance approval be submitted at least
180 days in advance of proposed com-
mencement and we propose to commit
the FPC to a decision within 90 days;
such action may take the form of an or-
der requiring a formal hearing where
the Commission is unable, based upon
the filing, to determine whether or to
what extent the proposed R&D effort
justifies ratepayer support.

Although we do not propose to estab-
lish specific requirements nor limits on
the level of R&D expenditures by juris-
dictional companies, it does appear to us
that existing levels, which range gener-
ally from 0.5 to 1.5 percent of gross reve-
nues, are too low. The Commission be-
lieves that the technological advances
that are needed in the best interests of
customers and the general public war-
rant R&D expenditures greater than
existing levels provided such expendi-
tures are planned and coordinated as
specified in the guidelines prescribed
above.

REevisioNs oF CFR TrrLE 18

Specifically, we propose to amend both
Subchapter B, Regulations under the
Federal Power Act, Chapter 1, Title 18

CFR, Section 35.22, and Subchapter E,
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act,
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Chapter 1, Title 18 CFR, Section 154.38
(d) (), as follows:

REVISIONS OF SECTION 35.22

Section 35.22(a) is to be amended by
the addition of two sentences at the end
relating to demonstration facilities.

Paragraph (b) is to be redesignated as
(e) and new paragraphs (b), (¢) and (d)
are added. Section 35.22 to read as fol-
lows:

§ 35.22 Research
clauses.

(a) Commission approval may be re-
quested of rate treatment for R&D ex-
penditures of $50,000 or more related to a
project undertaken by the company or as
part of a project undertaken by others,
or for a group of projects which, in the
aggregate, cost $50,000 or more when
advance assurance of rate base freat-
ment is desired. This approval may be
requested regardless of whether the R&D
is undertaken by the utility or by another
party or organization. Approval requests
shall describe the project in such detail
as to satisfy the Commission that the
project expenditure involved qualifies as
being valid, justifiable, and reasonable.
In addition, the request shall specifically
include the estimated cost of the project
and a description of the utility’s expendi-
ture percentage in the total project pro-
gram. When a utility participates in a
joint project, the contractual agree-
ments should provide the utility com-
plete access to cost records and results
related to the project. Records shall be
so kept that unscheduled progress re-
ports may be called for as determined by
the Commission. Approval requests shall
justify any conduct of or partial support
of large-scale demonstration facilities by
clearly identifying and justifying the
portions of the capital and operating
costs which require the high-risk finan-
cial support necessary to the pursuit of
R&D. The justification of support for a
large-scale demonstration facility shall
include a statement as to the planned
accounting treatment of revenue which
may be derived from the facility’s prod-
uet and of proceeds which may be de-
rived from the sale of the facility.

(b) Where more than one jurisdic-
tional company proposes to support an
R&D organization as defined helow, an
approval request may be submitted to
the Commission by the R&D organiza-
tion covering the organization’s R&D
program as defined below. Approval by
the Commission of such R&D program
shall constitute approval of individual
companies’ contributions to the R&D or~
ganization. Organizations eligible to re-
ceive contributions from companies and
to request program approval from the
Commission under this section may be
R&D organizations broadly supported by
a number- of energy industry sectors
(e.g., natural gas, electric power, petro-
leum, coal, nuclear energy); single in-
dustry sector supporied national organi-
zations; or regional organizations that
work primarily on problems of a regional
nature.

and  development

(¢) R&D organizations or individual
jurisdictional companies requesting R&D
program approval shall annually submit
a five-year program plan at least 180
days prior to the commencement of the
five-year period of the plan. The plan
shall clearly state the objectives of the
program, both those objectives within
and beyond the five-year period, and
clearly relate these objectives to the in-
terests of the ratepayers, the public, and
the industry and to the objectives of
other major research organizations, par-
ticularly the U.S. Energy Research and
Development Administration. The plan
shall contain sufficient budget, technical,
and schedule details to afford an under-
standing of the work to be performed, to
allow an assessment of the probability of
success, and to permit comparison with
other organizations’ research plans. The
commencement date and expected ter-
mination date for individual research,
development, and demonstration proj-
ects to be initiated during the first year
of the plan will be given along with ex-
pected annual costs. The plan shall dis~
cuss the R&D efforts and progress since
the preparation of the plan of the previ-
ous year and shall explain any changes
that have been made in objectives, pri-
orities, and budgets since the plan of the
previous year. The plan shall identify all
jurisdictional companies that will sup-
port the program and their budgeted
support. The plan shall identify those
persons involved in the development, re-
view, and approval of the plan and shall
state the amount of effort contributed
andh the degree of control exercised by
each.

(d) Within 90 days of filing of the five-
yvear R&D plan as defined above, the
Commission will state its decision with
respect to acceptance, partial acceptance,
or rejection of the plan, or, when the
complexity of issues in the plan so re-
quires, will set a date certain by which a
final decision will be made, or will state
that the matter is to be set for hearing.
Partial rejection of a plan by the Com-
mission will be accompanied by a decision
as to the partial level of acceptance
which will be proportionally applied to all
contributions listed for jurisdictional
companies in the plan. Approval by the
Commission of a five-year plan consti-
tutes approval for rate treatment of all
projects identified as starting during the
first year of the approved plan. FPC staff
may review the last four years of the five-
year plan with the organization to pro-
vide the organization with the benefit
of stafl’s expertise and knowledge rela-
tive to various elements of the national
energy R&D effort. The principal tests
for the adequacy of the proposed plan
shall be (1) the relevance of the ex-
pected results to the interests of the rate-
payers, public, and the industry and (2)
the competence and involvement of per-
sons contributing to the development of
the plan.

A . - L »
REVISIONS OF SECTION 154.38(d) (5)

Section 154.38(d) (5)(1) is to be
amended by the addition of two sentences
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at the end relating to demonstration fa-
cilities; subdivisions (ii), (iD) and (iv),
are added to read as follows:

§ 154.38 Composition of rate schedule.

‘d) - & @

(5) (i) Commission approval may be
reauested of rate treatment for R&D ex-
penditures of $50,000 or more related to
a project undertaken by the company or
as part of a project undertaken by others,
or for a group of projects which, in the
aggregate, -cost $50,000 or more when
advance assurance of rate base treatment
is desired. This approval may be re-
quested regardless of whether the R&D
is undertaken by the utility or by another
party or organization. Approval requests
shall deseribe the project in such detail
as to satisfy the Commission that the
project expenditure involved qualifies as
being valld, justifiable, and reasonable.
In addition, the request shall specifically
include the estimated cost of the project
and a description of the utility’s expendi-
ture percentage in the total project pro-
gram. When a utility participates in a
joint project, the contractual agreements
should provide the utility complete access
to cost records and results related to the
project. Records shall be so kept that
unscheduled progress reports may be
called for as determined by the Commis-
sion. Approval requests shall justify any
conduet of or partial supporf of large-
scale demonstration facilities by clearly
identifying’ and justifying the portions
of the capital and operating costs which
require the high-risk financial support
necessary to the pursuit of R&D. The
justification of support for a large-scale
demonstration facility shall include a
statement as to the planned accounting
treatment of revenue which may be de-
rived from the facility’s product and of
proceeds which may be derived from the
sale of the facility.

(ii) Where more than one jurisdic-
tional company proposes to support an
R&D organization as defined below, an
approval request may be submitted to
the Commission by the R&D organiza-
tion covering the organization’s R&D
program as defined below. Approval by
the Commission of such R&D program
shall constitute approval of individual
companies’ contributions to the R&D
organization. Organizations eligible to
receive contributions from companies
and to request program approval from
the Commission under this section may
be R&D organizations broadly sup-
ported by a number of energy industry
sectors (e.g., natural gas, electric power,
petroleum, coal, nuclear energy) ; single
industry sector supported national or-
ganizations; or regional organizations
that work primarily on problems of a
regional nature.

- (IDR&D organizations or individual
lurisdictional companies requesting R&D
brogram approval shall annually’ submit
& flve-year program plan at least 180
days prior to the comencement of the
five-year period of the plan. The plan
shall clearly state the objectives of the
brogram, both those objectives within
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and beyond the five-year period, and
clearly relate these objectives to the in-
terests of the ratepayers, the public, and
the industry and to the objectives of
other major research organizations, par-
ticularly the U.S. Energy Research and
Development Administration. The plan
shall contain sufficient budget, techni-
cal, and schedule details to afford an
understanding of the work to be per-
formed, to allow an assesment of the
probability of success, and to permit
comparisen with other organizations’
research plans. The commencement date
and expected termination date for in-
dividual research, develaopment, and
demonstration projects to be initiated
during the first year of the plan will be
given along with expected annual costs.
The plan shall discuss the R&D efforts
and progress since the preparation of the
plan of the previous year and shall ex-
plain any changes that have been made
in objectives, priorities, and budgets
since the plan of the previous year. The
plan shall identify all jurisdictional com-
panies that will support the program
and their budgeted support. The plan
shall identify those persons involved in
the development, review, and approval of
the plan and shall state the amount of
effort contributed and the degree of con-
trol exercised by each.

(iv) Within 90 days of filing of the
five-year R&D plan as defined above, the
Commission will state its decision with
respect to acceptance, partial accept-
ance, or rejection of the plan, or, when
the complexity of issues in the plan so
requires, will set a date certain by which
a final decision will be made, or will state
that the matter is to be set for hearing,
Partial rejection of a plan by the Com-
mission will be accompanied by a deci-
sion as to the partial level of acceptance
which will be proportionally applied to
all contributions listed for jurisdictional
companies in the plan. Approval by the
Commission of a five-year plan con-
stitutes approval for rate treatment of
all projects identified as starting during
the first year of the proposed plan. FPC
staff may review the last four years of
the five-year plan with the organization
to provide the organization with the
benefit of staff’s expertise and knowledge
relative to various elements of the na-
tional energy R&D effort. The principal
tests for the adequacy of the proposed
plan shall be (1) the relevance of the ex-
pected results to the interests of the
ratepayers, public, and the industry and
(2) the competence and involvement of
persons contributing to the development
of the plan.

- - - » »

SusmMmissION OoF COMMENTS

Any interested person may submit to
the Federal Power Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20426, not later than Au-
gust 2, 1976, data, views, comments or
suggestions in writing concerning all or
part of the rulemaking proposed herein.
Written submittals will be placed in the
Commission’s public files and will be
available for public inspection, at the
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Commission’s Office of Public Informa-
tion, 825 North Capitol Street NE., Room
1000, Washington, D.C. 20426, during
regular business hours. The Commission
will consider all such written submittals
before acting on the matters herein pro-
posed. An original and 14 conformed
copies should be filed with the Secretary
of the Commission. Submittals to the
Commission should indicate the name,
title, mailing address and telephone
number of the person to whom com-
munications concerning the proposal
should be addressed, and whether the
person filing them requests a conference
with the staff of the Federal Power Com~
mission to discuss the proposed rule-
making. The staff, in its discretion, may
grant or deny requests for conference.

If any state regulatory commission
deems this matter to be one which should
be considered under the Cooperative
Provisions of § 1.37 of the Federal Power
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR. 1.37), it should notify the
Federal Power Commission, as provided
for by §1.37(b) of the rules, not later
than August 2, 1976.

The proposed additions to Part 35 of
the Commission’s Rules under the Fed-
eral Power Act would be issued under the
authority granted to the Federal Power
Commission by Section 309 of the Act, 49
Stat. 858-859, 16 U.S.C. 825h. The pro-
posed additions to Part 154 of the Com-
mission’s Rules under the Natural Gas
Act would be issued under the authority
granted to the Federal Power Commis-
sion by Section 16 of the Act, 52 Stat. 820,
15 U.8.C. 7170.

The Secretary shall cause prompf pub-
lication of this notice to be made in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Kennera F. Prnums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18250 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[ 17 CFR Part 275 |
[ Release No. IA-516, File No. 87-632]

INVESTMENT ADVISERS

Proposed Rules Concerning General Re-
quirements for Papers and Applications,
and Procedure With Respect Thereto

Correction

In FR Doc. 76-15815 appearing at page
22101 in the Feperarn REGISTER of Tues-
day, June 1, 1976 the following correc-
tions should be made:

1, On page 22101, third column, second
full paragraph, the eighth and ninth
lines should be transposed to read “Com-
mission. In view of the relative brevity
of other reports currently re-".

2. On page 22101, third column, third
full paragraph, the fifth line should read
“other than an application of regis-".

3. (a) On page 22103, first column,
first paragraph, the U.S. Code citation in
the eleventh line should read “(A) [15
U.S.C. 78a-15(b) * * *~,

(b) In the thirteenth line, the refer-

ence to Section “23(e) (1)” should read
“203(e) (1)
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notices

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are
. of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section,

pplicable to the public. Notices

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Agency for International Development

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON VOLUNTARY
FOREIGN AID

Meeting

Pursuant to Executive Order 11769 and
the provisions of section 10(a) (2), Pub.
L, 92-463, Pederal Advisory Committee
Act, notice is hereby given of the meeting
of the Advisory Committee on Voluntary
Foreign Aid which will be held on July 19,
1976, from 9:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m., and
from 2:00 pm. to 5:00 pm. in Room
1107, New State Building, 21st and Vir-
ginia Avenue, N.W.

The purpose of the meeting is to ex-
change information on the factors in-
volved in foreign disaster response co-
ordination, both within the U.S. and
abroad, to identify the current issues, to
develop action recommendations and to
consider such other matters related to
the foreign assistance advisory concerns
of the Committee as may be appropriate.

This session will be open to the public,
Any interested person may attend, ap-
pear before, or file statements with the
Committee in accordance with proce-
dures established by the Committee and
to the extent time available for the
meeting permits. Written statements
may be filed before or after the meeting.

Mr. Fred O. Pinkham will be the AI1D.
representative at the meefing. Informa-
tion concerning the meeting may be ob-
tained from Mr. Robert S. McClusky,
Telephone; AC202-632-1892. Persons de-
siring to attend the meeting should en-
ter the New State Building through the
Diplomatic Entrance, 22nd and C Streets.

Dated: June 17, 1976.

ALLAN R. FURMAN,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Population and Humani-
tarian Assistance.

[FR Do¢.76-18260 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

PDEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force
SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting

June 11, 1976.

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Foreign Technology Division (FTD) Ad-
visory Group, Air Force Systems Com-
mand, meetings scheduled for June 30
and July 1, 1976, published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER on May 26, 1976, Volume
41, Number 103, have been cancelled. The
anetzungs will be rescheduled at a later

ate.

For further information contact the
Scientifie Advisory Board Secretariat at
(202) 697-4648.

JAMES L. ELMER,
Major, USAF Executive,
Directorate of Administration.

|FR Doc.76-18256 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

CALL FOR INDUSTRY NOMINATIONS AND
AREAS OF PUBLIC CONCERN

Request for Information on Areas of In-
terest With Respect to Areas Suitable or
Unsuitable for Federal Coal Leasing;
Correction

On pages 22133 and 22134 of the FEp-
ERAL REGISTER of Tuesday, June 1, 1976,
a notice was published calling for indus-
try nominations and areas of public con-
cern with respect to Federal coal leasing.
The following corrections are made in
that notice:

1. On page 22133, in the first column,
the second paragraph is revised to read
as follows:

Nominstions and accompanying narra-
tives may be submitted to the appropriate
office of the Bureau of Land Management un-
i1 July 81, 1976.

2. On page 22133, in the second column,
the second full paragraph, numbered (1),
is amended by adding the words, “shall
be describable in guarter sections, sec-

tions, or multiples thereof and,” immedi-
ately following the words, “each nomina-~
tion,” and immediately before the word,
“18-"

3. On page 22133, in the third column,
the seventh full paragraph is amended
by deleting the words, “North Central
Alabama, and East Central Oklahoma.”

Dated; June 15, 1976.

CHRIS FARRAND,
Acting Assistant
Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc,76-18209 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

[Utah 83487)

UTAH
Application
Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C, 185), the
Crest Oil Corporation has applied for a
3-inch welded joint natural gas pipeline
right-of-way across the following lands:
SALT LAKE MeRIIAN, UrTAR

T.218,R.28E,,
Sec. 11, NWj;

The pipeline will convey gas from
Grindstaff No. 9, located in Section 2, T.
21 S., R. 23 E., to the Northwest Pipeline
Company’s gas gathering system adja-
cent to the Vukosovich #22 well.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with the preparation of environ-
mental and other analyses necessary for
determining whether the application
should be approved, and if so, under what
terms and conditions.

Interested persons should express
their interest and views to the Moab Dis-
trict Manager, Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, P.O. Box 970, Moab, Utah 84532,

PauL L. HOWARD,
State Director.
June 15, 1976.

| FR Doc.76-18270 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

National Park Service

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL NA-
TIONAL HISTORICAL PARK COMMISSION

Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Federal Advisory Committee Act
that a meeting of the Chesapeake and
Ohio Canal National Historical Park
Commission will be held on Saturday,
July 17, 1976, at 9 a.m,, at the Stephen
Mather Training Center, Harpers Ferry,
West Virginia.

The Commission was established by
Pub. L. 91-664 to meet and consult with
the Secretary of the Interior on general
policies and specific matters related to
the administration and development of
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal National
Historical Park. )

The members of the Commission are
as follows:

Miss Nancy Long (Chairman),
Glen Echo, Maryland,

Mrs, Anthony C. Morella,
Bethesda, Maryland.

Mr. Donald Frush,
Hagerstown, Maryland.

Honorable Viadimir A, Wahbe,
Baltimore, Maryland.

Mr, Anthony Abar,
Annapolis, Maryland,

Mrs. John L. Melnick, Arlington, Virginia.

Mrs, Dorothy Grotos, Arlington, Virginia.

Mr, Burton C. English, Berkeley Springs, West
Virginia,

Mr. Henry W. Miller, Jr, Paw Paw, West
Virginia.

Mr. Lorenzo W. Jacobs, Jr., Washington, D.C.

Mr, Joseph H. Cole, Washington, D.C.

Mr. Ronald A, Clites, LaVale, Maryland.

Mrs. Mary Miltenberger, Cumburiand, Mary-
land.

Dr, James H. Gilford, Frederick, Maryland.

Dr. Kenneth Bromfield, Frederick, Maryland.

Mr. Grant Conway, Brookmont, Maryland.

Mr. Edwin F. Wesely, Chevy Chase, Maryland.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO, 122—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 1976




Mr, John C. Frye, Gapland, Maryland.
Mr. Rome F. Schwagel, Keedysville, Maryland,

The matters to be discussed at this
meeting include:

1. Watkins Island.

2. Great Falls Resource Analysis for
Planning.

3. Interpretive Prospectus.

4, General Plan—Statement for Man-
agement.

5. Western Maryland Right-of-Way
Study.

6. Preliminary Discussion: Commission
Objectives.

7. Area and Superintendent Reports.

The meeting will be open to the public.
However, facilities and space for accom-
modating members of the public are lim~
ited and it is expected that not more
than 30 persons will be able to attend
the sessions. Any member of the public
may filé with the Committee a written
statement concerning the matters to be
discussed,

Persons wishing further information
concerning this meeting, or who wish to
submit written statements, may contact
Richard L. Stanton, Associate Director,
Cooperative Activities, National Capital
Parks, at Area Code 202-426-6715. Min-
utes of the meeting will be available for
public inspection 2 weeks after the meet-
ing, at the Office of National Capital
Parks, Room 208, 1100 Ohio Drive, SW.,
Washington, D.C.,

Dated: June 16, 1976.

RicHARD L, STANTON,
Acting Director,
National Capital Parks.

[FR Doc.76-18221 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Soil Conservation Service

LOWER NORTH RIVER WATERSHED
PROJECT, VA.

Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Enyironmental Policy Act of
1969; the Council on Environmental
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500) ;
and the Soil Conservation Service Guide-
lines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil Con-
servation Service, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, gives notice that an environ-
mental statement is not being prepared
for a portion of the Lower North River
Watershed Project, Rockingham County,
Virginia,

Th environmental assessment of this
federal action indicates that this portion
of the project will not create significant
adverse local, regional, or national im-
bacts on the environment and that no
significant controversy is associated with
this portion of the project. As-a result
of these findings, Mr. David H. Grim-
wood, State Conservationist, Soil Con-
servation Service, USDA, 400 North 8th
Street, Room 9201, Richmond, Virginia
23240, has determined that the prepara-
tion and review of an environmental im-
bact statement is not needed for this por-
tion of the project.

The project concerns a plan for water-
shed protection and flood pr?vention.

NOTICES

The planned works of improvement as
described in the negative declaration, in-
clude conservation land treatment sup-
plemented by one single-purpose flood-
water retarding structure.

The negative declaration is being filed
with the Council on Environmental
Quality and copies are being sent to vari-
ous federal, state, and local agencies. The
basic data developed during the environ-
mental assessment is on file and may be
reviewed by interested parties at the Soil
Conservation Service, 400 North 8th
Street, Room 9201, Richmond, Virginia
23240. A limited number of copies of the
negative declaration is available from
the same address to fill single copy re-
quests.

No administrative action on implemen-
tation on the proposal will be taken until
July 8, 1976.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference
Servlces‘)

Dated: June 16, 1976.

JosepH W. Hass,
Deputy Administrator for Water
Resources, Soil Conversation
Service.

[FR Doc.76-18253 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]|

TALLAHAGA CREEK WATERSHED, MISS.
Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969; Part 1500.6e of the Council on En-
vironmental Quality Guidelines (38 FR
20550, August 1, 1973); and Part 650.8
(b) (3) of the Soil Conservation Service
Guidelines (39 FR 19651, June 3, 1974) ;
the Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, gives notice that
an environmental impact statement is
not being prepared for a part of the
Tallahaga Creek Watershed, Choctaw,
Winston and Neshoba Counties, Missis-
slppi.

The environmental assessment of this
Federal action indicateés that the project
will not create significant adverse local,
regional, or national impacts on the en-
vironment and that no significant con-
troversy is associated with this part of
the project. As a result of these findings,
Mr, William L. Heard, State Conserva-
tionist, Soil Conservation Service, USDA,
Room 590, Milner Building, 310 South
Lamar Street, Jackson, Mississippi 39205,
has determined that-the preparation and
review of an environmental impact state-
ment is not needed for this part of the
project.

This part of the project concerns a
plan for watershed protection and flood
prevention. The planned works of im-
provement covered by this Notice of
Availability of Negative Declaration in-
cludes only floodwater retarding struc-
tures Nos. 6, 7, and 10.

The environmental assessment file is

available for inspection during regular
working hours at the following location:
Sofl Conservation Service, USDA, Room 590

Milner Bullding, 310 South Lamar Street,
Jackson, Mississippi 39205,
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Single copies of the Negative Declara-
tion are available at the following ad-
dress:

Soll Conservation Service, P.O, Box 610, Jack-
son, Mississippi 39205.

No administrative action on imple-~
mentation of the proposal will be taken
until July 18, 1976.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro=
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference
Services.)

Dated: June 16, 1976.

JosepH W, Haas,
Deputy Administrator for Wa-
ter Resources, Soil Conserva~
tion Service.

)
[FR Doe.76-18254 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

WET WALNUT CREEK WATERSHED
PROJECTS, KANS.

Availability of Final Environmental Impact
Statement

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969; Part 1500 of the Council on En-
vironmental Quality Guidelines (38 FR
20550, August 1, 1973); and Part 650 of
the Soil Conservation Service Guidelines
(39 FR 20550, June 3, 1974);: the Soil
Conservation Service, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, has prepared a final
environmental impact statement (EIS)
for the Wet Walnut Creek Watershed
projects, Scott, Lane, Ness, Pawnee,
Rush, and Barton Counties, Kansas,
USDA-SCS-EIS-WS- (ADM) -76-2(F) -
KS.

The EIS concerns plans for four water-
shed projects for watershed protection,
flood prevention, and recreation. The
planned works of improvement provide
for conservation land treatment, 44
flood-water retarding structures, 4 multi-
purpose reserviors with capacity for
floodwater and recreation water, and 4
recreation developments, -

The final EIS is being filed with the
Council on Environmental Quality.

A limited supply is available at the fol-
lowing location to fill single copy re-
quests:

Soll Conservation Service, USDA, 760 South

Broadway, P.O. Box 600, Salina, Kansas
67401.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference
Services.)

Dated: June 186, 19786.

JosSEPH W. Haas,
Deputy Administrator for Water
Resources, Soil Conservation
Service.

[FR Doc.76-18252 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Domestic and International Business
Administration

PRESIDENT’S EXPORT COUNCIL
Open Market

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C.,
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App. I, (Supp IV, 1974), notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the President’s
Export Council will be held on July 13,
1976 from 10:30 am. to 12:30 pm. in
Conference Room 4832 of the U.S. De-
partment of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
D.C. 20230.

The Export Council was established by
Executive Order 11753 of December 20,
1973 (38 FR 34983) to advise the Presi-
dent, the Council on International
Economic Policy (CIEP), and the Presi-
dent’s Interagency Committee on Export
Expansion (PICEE), through the Secre-
tary of Commerce, on export trade. The
Council consists of 22 members who are
all chief executive officers of major U.S.
firms,

The purpose of this meeting will be to
discuss U.S. international trade policy
with the members of the President’s In-
teragency Committee on Export Expan-
sion (PICEE). The PICEE membership
consists of representatives of the 13 Fed-
eral agencies with significant roles in
carrying out the Administration’s pro-
grams and policies that affect the United
States export performance, and is
chaired by the Secretary of Commerce.

The public will be permitted to attend
the meeting and approximately 20 seats
will be available on a first-come, first-
served basis. Inquiries may be addressed
to Mr. Friedrich R. Crupe, Executive
Secretary of the President’s Export
Council, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Domestic and International Business Ad-
ministration, Bureau .of International
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 (tele-
phone 202-377-2373).

Copies of the minutes of the meeting
will be available on request.

Any member of the public who wishes
to file a written statement with the
Council may do so before or after the
meeting.

Dated: June 17, 1976.

RoBERT G. SHAW,
Deputy Director,
Bureau of International Commerce.

{FR Doc.76-18208 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

G. CARLETON RAY AND
DOUGLAS WARTZOK

Issuance of Marine Mammal and
Endangered Species Permit

On March 31, 1976, notice was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER (40 FR
13644) that G. Carleton Ray and Douglas
Wartzok, Department of Pathobiology,
The Johns Hopkins University, Balti-
more, Maryland, 21205, had applied for
a Scientific Research Permit under the
Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972
(16 U.8.C. 1361-1407), to take by mark-
ing eighty (80) cetaceans, ten (10) of
each of the following species: blue whale
(Balaenoptera musculus); fin whale
(Balaenoptera physalus); humpback
whale (Megapiera novaeangliae); black
right whale (Eubalaena glacialis) ; gray

NOTICES

whale (Eschrichtis robustus) ; and sperm
whale (Physeter catodon).

On April 2, 1976, notice was published
in the FepErRAL REGISTER (41 FR 14204)
that the above named Applicants had re-
quested a Scientific Purposes Permit, for
concurrent authority under the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C.
1531-1543), to conduct the above de-
scribed research, with respect to the en-
dangered species involved (blue, fin, sei,
humpback, black right, gray and sperm
whales) .

Notice is hereby given that, on June 15,
1976, the National Marine Fisheries
Service issued a Permit, for Scientific
Research as authorized by the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972, and for
Soientific Purposes as authorized by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, to G.
Carleton Ray and Douglas Wartzok for
the above described taking, and subject
to certain conditions set forth therein.
Issuance of the Permit is based, as re-
quired by the Endangered Species Act of
1973, on a finding that such permit (1)
was applied for in good faith, (2) if
granted and exercised, will not operate
to the disadvantage of the endangered
species which are the subject of the per-
mit application, and (3) will be con-
sistent with the purposes and policy set
forth in Section 2 of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973.

The Permit is available for review by
h;ﬁter%ted persons in the following
offices:

Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,

slz)soo Whitehaven Street, N.-W., Washington,
.C.;

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Northeast Reglon, Federal Build-
ing, 14 Elm Street, Gloucester, Massa-
chusetts 019830;

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Southeast Region, Duval Bullding,
9450 Gandy Boulevard, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33702;

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Southwest Region, 300 South Ferry
Street, Terminal Island, California 80731;

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Northwest Region, 1700 Westlake
Av;nue North, Seattle, Washington 98109;
an

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries

Alaska

Service, Region, P.O. Box 1668,
Juneau, Alaska 99802,

Dated: June 15, 1976.
Jack 'W. GEHRINGER,

Deputy Director.
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc.76-18220 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

NORTHWEST FISHERIES CENTER

Issuance of Marine Mammal and
Endangered Species Permit

On April 2, 1976, notice was published
in the FepERAL REGISTER (41 FR 14204),
that applications had been filed by the
Northwest Fisherles Center, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Seattle, Wash-
ington 98112, for permits to take, by
marking, eighty (80) endangered marine
mammals, for the purpose of Scientific

Research, under the Marine Mammal
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-
1407), and for Scientific Purposes, under
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S..C 1531-1543). The application re-
quested approval to radio-mark 80
cetaceans consisting of humpback whales
(Megapiera mnovaeangliae), bowhead
whales (Balaena muysticetus), sperm
whales (Physeler catadon) and gray
whales (Eschrichtius robustus).

Notice is hereby given that, on June 15,
1976, the National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice issued a permit, for Scientific Re-
search as authorized by the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972, and for
Scientific Purposes as authorized by the
Endangered Species Aect of 1973, to the
Northwest Fisheries Center, National
Marine Fisheries Service, for the above-
described taking, and subject to certain
conditions set forth therein. Issuance of
the Permit is based, as required by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, on a
finding that such permit (1) was applied
for in good faith, (2) if granted and ex-
ercised, will not operate to the disad-
vantage of the endangered species which
are the subject of the permit application,
and (3) will be consistent with the pur-
poses and policy set forth in Section 2
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973,

The Permit is available for review by
interested persons in the following
offices:

Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washington,
DC.;

Regional Director, Natlonal Marine Fisheries
Services, Northeast Region, Federal Build-
ing, 14 Elm Street, Gloucester, Massachu-
setts 01930;

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisherles
Services, Southeast Region, Duval Bufld-
ing, 94650 Gandy Boulevard, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33702; -

Regilonal Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Southwest Reglon, 300 South Ferry
Street, Terminal Island, California 90731;

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Northwest Region, 1700 Westlake
Avenue North, Seattle, Washington 98109,
and

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisherles
Service, Alaska Reglon, P.O. Box 1668,
Juneau, Alaska 99802,

Dated: June 15, 1976.

JAck W. GEHRINGER,
) Deputy Director,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc.76-18218 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

WILLIAM A. WATKINS AND
WILLIAM E. SCHEVILL

Issuance of Marine Mammal and
Endangered Species Permit

On March 31, 1976, notice was pub-
lished in the FeperaL RecisTER (41 FR
13645) that William A. Watkins and Wil-
liam E, Schevill, Woods Hole Oceano-
graphic Institution, Woods Hole, Massa~
chusetts 02543, had applied for a Scien-
tific Research Permit under the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (16
U.8.C. 1361-1407), to take, by marking a
total of sixty (60) marine mammals,
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consisting of the following species:
black right whale (Eubalaenaglacialis) ;
fin whale (Balaenoptera physalus) ; blue
whale (Balaenoplera musculus); sei
whale (Balaenoptera borealis) ; Bryde's
whale (Balaenoptera edeni); humpback
whale (Megaptera mnovaeangliae); and
sperm whale (Physeter catodon).

On April 2, 1976, notice was published
in the FEperAL REGISTER (41 FR 14206)
that the above-named Applicants had
requested a Scientific Purposes Permit,
for concurrent authority under the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C.
1531-1543), to conduct the above-
described research, with respect to the
endangered species involved (black right,
fin, blue, sei, humpback and sperm
whales) . ‘

Notice is hereby given that, on June 15,
1976,
Service issued a Permit, for Scientific Re-
search as authorized by the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972, and for
Scientific Purposes as authorized by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, to W.
A. Watkins and W. E. Schevill, for the
above-described taking, and subject to
certain conditions set forth therein. Is-
suance of the Permit is based, as re-
quired by the Endangered Species Act of
1973, on a finding that such permit (1)
was applied for in good faith, (2) if
granted and exercised, will not operate
to the disadvantage of the endangered
species which are the subject of the per-
mit application, and (3) will be con-
sistent with the purposes and policy set
forth in Section 2 of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973.

The Permit is available for review by,
interested persons in the following
offices:

Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitehaven Street, NW., Washington,
D.C.; :

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisherles
Service, Northeast Reglon, Federal Build-
ing, 14 Elm Street, Gloucester, Massachu-
setts 01930;

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Southeast Region, Duval Bullding,
9450 Gandy  Boulevard, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33702;

Regilonal Director, National Marine.Fisheries
Service, Southwest Reglon, 300 South
53;;5{ Street, Terminal Island, California

Reglonal Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Northwest Region, 1700 Westlake

Av(einue North, Seattle, Washington 89109;
an

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Alaska Region, P.O. Box 1668,
Juneau, Alaska 99802,

Dated: June 15, 1976.

JACK W, GEHRINGER,
: Deputy Director,
Nuational Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc.76-18219 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

WILLIAM A. WATKINS AND
WILLIAM E. SCHEVILL

Issuance of Marine Mammal and
Endangered Species Permit

On March 31, 1976, notice was pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER (41 FR

the National “Marine Fisheries -
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13645) that William A, Watkins and Wil-
liam E. Schevill, Woods Hole Oceano-
graphic Institution, Woods Hole, Massa-
chusetts 02543, had applied for a Scien-
tific Research Permit under the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (16
U.8.C. 1361-1407), to take, by marking
a total of fifty (50) marine mammals,
consisting of the following species: minke
whale (Balaenoptera acutorostrata) ;
pilot whale (Globicephala spp.); killer
whale (Orcinus orca) ; false killer whale
(Pseudorea crassidens); Risso’s dolphin
(Grampus griseus) ; bottlenosed dolphin
(Tursiops spp.) ; common dolphin (Del-
phinus delphis) ; spinner and spotted
dolphing (Stenella spp.); white-sided
dolphins (Lagenorhynchus spp.) ; harbor
porpoise (Phocoena phocoena); black
right whale (Balaena glacialis); fin
whale (Balaenoptera physalus); and
humpback whale (Megaptera novae-
angliae) .

On April 2, 1976, notice was published
in the FEperAL REGISTER (41 FR 14205)
that the above named Applicants had
requested a Scientific Purposes Permit,
for concurrent authority under the En-

‘ dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C.

1531-1543), to conduct the above de-
scribed research, with respect to the en-
dangered species involved (black right,
fin, and humpback whales).

Notice is hereby given that, on June 17,
1976, the National Marine Fisheries
Service issued a Permit, for Scientific
Research as authorized by the Marine
Maminal Protection Act of 1972, and for
Scientific Purposes as authorized by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, to W. A.
Watkins and W. E. Schevill, for the above
described taking, and subject to certain
conditions set forth therein. Issuance of
the Permit is based, as required by the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, on a
finding that such permit (1) was applied
for in good faith, (2) if granted and
exercised, will not operate to the dis-
advantage of the endangered species
which are the subject of the permit ap~
plication, and (3) will be consistent with
the purposes and policy set forth in Sec~
tion 2 of the Endangered Species Act of
1973. :

The Permit is available for review by
interested persons in the following
offices: _
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,

3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C.;

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Northeast Reglon, Federal Build-
ing, 14 EIm Street, Gloucester, Massachu-
setts 01930;

Regional Director, National Marine Fisherles
Service, Southeast Region, Duval Bullding,
8450 Gandy Boulevard, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33702; -

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Southwest Region, 300 South Ferry
Street, Terminal Island, California 90731;

Regional Director, National Marine Fisherles
Service, Northwest Region, 1700 Westlake

Avenue North, Seattle, Washington 98109;
and
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Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Alaska Region, P.O. Box 1668,
Juneau, Alaska 99802.

Dated: June 17, 1976.

JAcK W. GEHRINGER,
Deputy Director,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

|FR Doc.76-18217 Filed 6 -22-76,8:45 am|

Office of the Secretary
ECONOMIC ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting

A meeting of the Department of Com-
merce Economic Advisory Board will be
held on Tuesday, August 3, 1976 from
9:30 am. to 3:30 pm. in Room 4832,
Main Commerce Building, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue, N.W., Wash-
ington, D.C.

The Board was established by the
Secretary of Commerce on October 5,
1967. The purpose of the Board is to ad-
vise the Secretary of Commerce on
economic policy issues. The intended
agenda for this meeting is as follows:
Discuss specific Industry situations in terms

of consumer spending, inventory, and

capital spending.

Discuss monetary and fiscal policy and the
near-term outlook for prices and interest
rates.

Discuss the outlook for overall economic ac~
tivity through 1977 in terms of output and
employment.

A limited number of seats will be
available to the public on a first-come,
first-served basis. Public participation
will be limited to requests for clarifica-
tion of items under discussion. Addi-
tional statements or inquiries may be
submitted to the chairman before or
after the meeting.

Copies of the minutes will be avail-
able on request 30 days after the meet-
ing.

Inquiries may be addressed to the
Committee Control Officer, Mr. Dominic
R. Quinn, Office of the Chief Economist
for the Department of Commerce, Room
4854, Department of Commerce, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230.

MAayYNARD S. COMIEZ,
Acting Chief Economist for the
Department of Commerce.

|FR Doc.76-18277 Flled 6-22-76;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. 76N-0210]

RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING
MAMMOGRAPHY

Invitation to Submit Data, Information,
and Views

Correction

In FR Doc. 76-16781 appearing at page
23447 in the FeEpERAL REGISTER of Thurs-
day, June 10, 1976, on page 23448, in the
first column, sixth line, the date should

read: “September 8, 1976.”
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Office of Education

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL
EDUCATION

Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
Section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Public Law 92-463) that
the third meeting of the Advisory Coun-
cil on Environmental Education will be
held on Thursday, July 22, and Friday,
July 23 at the U.S. Office of Education,
Demonstration Center, Room 1134, 400
Maryland Avenue, S.W., Washington,
D.C.

On July 22, the meeting will begin at
9:00 a.n. in Room 1134, U.S. Office of Ed-
ucation. At 10:00 a.m. work groups of
the Council will adjourn to assigned con-
ference rooms. Meeting will reconvene in
Room 1134 at 1:00 p.m. and end at 5:30
pm. On July 23, meeting will begin at
9:00 am. and end at 5:30 p.m. in Room
1134,

The Advisory Council on Environmen-
tal Education is established under (20
U.S.C. 1532) Environmental Education,
Pub. L. 91-516, section 3 (84 Stat. 1312),
as amended by Pub. L. 93-278 (88 Stat.
121).

The Council shall:

(A) Advise the Commissioner and the
Office concerning the administration of,
preparation of general regulations for,
and operation of programs assisted under
the Environmental Education Act;

(B) Make recommendations to the Of-
fice with respect to the allocation of funds
appropriated pursuant to Section 7
among the purposes set forth in para-
graph (2) of subsection (b) of the En-
vironmental Education Act and the cri-
teria to be used in approving appli-
cations, which criteria shall insure an
appropriate geographical distribution of
approved programs and projects
throughout the Nation;

(C) Develop criteria for the review of
applications and their disposition; and

(D) Evaluate programs and projects
assisted under the Environmental Edu-
cation Act and disseminate the results
thereof,

The meeting of the Council shall be
open to the public. The proposed agenda
includes:

1. Progress reports from the following
work groups whose primary functions
are:

(2) Evaluation and Contribution Work
Group—+to identify some main areas and
projects and review in terms of stated
goals in the Environmental Education
Act.

(b) Proposal Evaluation Criteria Work
Group—to review specific aspects of cri-
teria already in the Environmental Edu-
cation regulations.

(¢) Program Priority Work Group—to
review particular Environmental Educa-
tion program components,

2. General Council Business.

Records shall be kept of all Council
proceedings and shall be available for
public inspection at the Office of the Ad-
visory Council on Environmental Edu-
cation located in Room 2025, Federal

NOTICES

Office Building No. 6, 400 Maryland Ave-
nue, 8.'W., Washington, D.C,

Signed at Washington, D.C., on
June 21, 1976.
‘WALTER J, BoGaN, Jr.,
Director,

Office of Environmental Education.
[FR Doc.76-18397 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Interstate Land Sales Registration
[Docket No. IV-T76-555]

DECARLO ESTATES
Hearing

In the matter of: DeCarlo Estates,
Tract 77—176-104-IS OILSR No. 0-0325-
35-2. = =

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24
CFh'R 1720.160(d) . Notice is hereby given
that:

1, DeCarlo Estates, Tract 77, Longwood
Gardens, Joseph T. DeCarlo, President
and DeCarlo Associates of New Jersey,
Inc., Authorized Agent and officers, here-
inafter referred to as ‘“Respondent” be-
ing subject to the provisions of the In-
terstate Land Sales Full Disclosure Act
(Pub. Law 90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1710, et
seq.) received a Notice of Proceedings
and Opportunity for Hearing issued
April 23, 1976, which was sent to the
developer pursuant to 15 U.8.C. 1706(d),
24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1) and 1720.125 in-
forming the developer of information
obtained by the Office of Interstate Land
Bales Registration alleging that the
Statement of Record and Property Re-
port for DeCarlo Associates of New Jer-
sey, Inc., contain untrue statements of
maferial fact or omit to state material
facts required to be stated therein or
necessary to make the statements therein
not misleading. .

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re-
ceived May 10, 1976, 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 tak-
ing evidence on the questions set forth
in the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor-
tunity for Hearing wil be held before
Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146,
Department of HUD, 451 7Tth Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C., on July 16, 1976
at 2:00 p.m.

The following time and procedure is
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits
and a list of all witnesses are requested
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C.
20410 on or before July 2, 1976.

6. The Respondent is hereby notified
that failure to appear at the above

schedued hearing shall be deemed a de-
fault and the proceedings shall be deter-

mined against Respondent, the allega-
tions of which shall be deemed to be
true, and an ORDER Suspending the
Statement of Record, herein identified,
shall be issued pursuant to 24 CFR
1710.45(b) (1),

This notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
CFR 1720.440.

Dated: May 13, 1976.
By the Secretary.

JAmMEs W, MAasT,
Administrative Law Judge, De-
partment of Housing and Ur-
ban Development.

[FR Doc.76-18273 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am ]

[Docket No. N-76-554)

DE CARLO ESTATES
Hearing

In the matter of: De Carlo Estates,
’:}‘sra.zct. T7—T76-104-IS OILSR No. 0-0325-
Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24
gf'f: 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby given
at:

1. DeCarlo Estates, Tract 77, Longwood
Gardens, Joseph T. DeCarlo, President
and DeCarlo Associates of New Jersey,
Inc., Authorized Agent and officers, here-
inafter referred to as “Respondent” be-
ing subject to the provisions of the Inter-
state Land Sales Full Disclosure Act
(Pub. Law 90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1710, et
seq.) received -a Notice of Proceedings
and Opportunity for Hearing issued
April 23, 1976, which was sent to the
developer pursuant to 15 U.S.C, 1706(d),
24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1) and 1720.125 in-
forming the developer of information
obtained by the Office of Interstate Land
Sales Registration alleging that the
Statement of Record and Property Re-
port for DeCarlo Associates of New Jer-
sey, Inc., contain untrue statements of
material fact or omit to state material
facts required to be stated therein or
necessary to make the statements there-
sin not misleading.

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re-
ceived May 10, 1976, 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(d4) and 24 CFR
1720.160(d), it is hereby ordered, That
a public hearing for the purpose of tak-
ing evidence on the questions set forth in
the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor-
tunity for Hearing will be held before
Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146,
Department of HUD, 451 Tth Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C., on July 16, 1976 at
2:00 pm.

The following time and procedure is
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits
and a list of all witnesses are requested

, to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD

Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C.
20410 on or hefore July 2, 1976,

FEDER&I. REGISTER, VOL. 47, NO, 122—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 1976




6. The Respondent is hereby notified
that failure to appear at the above sched-
uted 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
Record, herein identified, shall be issued
pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1).

This Notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
CFR 1720.440.

Dated: May 13, 1976.
By the Secretary.

James W, MasrT,
Administrative Law Judge, De-
partment of Housing and Ur-
ban Development,

[FR Doc.76-18274 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No, N-76-553]

INDUSTRIAL LAND IMPROVEMENT CO.
Hearing

In the matter of: Industrial Land Im-
provement Company 76-111-IS—OILSR
No. 0-1788-35-8.

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24
CFR 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby given
that:

1. Industrial Land Improvement Com-
pany, J & M Land Company and Jo-
seph Lifshin, President, authorized agent
and officers, hereinafter referred to as
“Respondent” being subject to the pro-
visions of the Interstate Land Sales Full
Disclosure Act (Pub. Law 90-448) (15
U.S.C. 1710 et seq.) received a Notice of
Proceedings and Opportunity for Hear-
ing issued April 26, 1976, which was sent
to the developer pursuant to 15 U.S.C.
1706(d), 24 CFR 171045(b) (1) and
1720.125 informing the developer of in-
formation obtained by the Office of In-
terstate Land Sales Registration alleg-
ing that the Statement of Record and
Property Report for Industrial Land
Improvement Company, J & M Land
Company and Joseph Lifshin, located in
Atlantic County, New Jersey, contain un-
frue statements of material fact or omit
to state material facts required to be
stated therein or necessary to make the
statements therein not misleading.

2. The Respondent filed an Answer
received May 18, 1976, 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 US.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR
1720.160(d), it is hereby ordered, That
a public hearing for the purpose of tak-
ing evidence on the questions set forth
in the Notice of Proceedings and Op-
portunity for Hearing will be held be-
fore Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7148,
Department of HUD, 451 7th Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C., on July 21, 1976
at 2:00 p.m.

The following time and procedure Is
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits
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and a list of all witnesses are requested to
be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C,,
20410 on or before June 30, 1976.

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
Record, herein identified, shall be issued
pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1).

This notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
CFR 1720.440.

Dated: May 20, 1976.
By the Secretary.

James W, Masr,
Administrative Law Judge, De-
partment of Housing and
Urban Development.

[FR Doc.76-18275 Filed 6-22-78;8:45 am]

[Docket No. N-76-552]
UNIVERSITY OAKS
Hearing

In the matter of: University Oaks—
76-116-IS OILSR No. 0-2816-09-823.

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24
CFR 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby given
that:

1. University Oaks, Lake Crescent De-
velopment Corp., Nortek Properties, Inc.,
and W. W. Holmes, Vice President, au-
thorized agent and officers, hereinafter
referred to as “Respondent” being sub-
ject to the provisions of the Interstate
Land Sales Full Disclosure Act (Pub.
Law 90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1710, et seq.)
received a Notice of Proceedings and Op-
portunity for Hearing issued May 5, 1976,
which was sent to the developer pur-
suant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d), 24 CFR
1710.45¢(b) (1) and 1720.125 informing
the developer of information obtained
by the Office of Interstate Land Sales
Registration alleging that the Statement
of Record and Property Report for Uni-
versity Oaks located in Levy County,
Florida, confain untrue statements of
material fact or omit to state material
facts required to be stated therein or
necessary to make the statements there-
in not misleading.

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re-
celved May 18, 1976, 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 156 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 Opportunity
for Hearing will be held before Judge
James W. Mast, in Room 7146, Depart-
ment of HUD, 451 Tth Street SW., Wash-
ington, D.C., on July 29 1976 at 2:00 p.m.
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The following time and procedure is
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits
and & list of all witnesses are requested
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C.,
20410 on or before July 8, 1976.

6. Tre 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
Record, herein identified, shall be issued
pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1).

This Notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
CFR 1720.440.

Dated: May 21, 1976.
By the Secretary.

JAMES 'W. MasT,
Administrative Law Judge, De-
partment of Housing and Ur-
ban Development.

[FR Doc.76-18276; Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

"ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINIS-
TRATION REGIONAL COMMISSIONS
Meeting

Notice is hereby given that a presen-
tation will be made by representatives
of the Economic Development Adminis-
tration Regional Commissions on July 1,
1976, at 10:30 a.m. (local time), in Room
1027, Universal Building, 1825 Connecti-
cut Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C., re-
garding service to small communities.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 18,
1976.

Pavrris T. KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.

{FR Doc.76-18263 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Order 76-6-132; Dockets 25953, 22322]
FEDERAL EXPRESS CORP., ET AL

Response to Application for Approval of
interlocking Relationships and Dis-
claimer Request of Jurisdiction

ORDER

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 17th day of June, 1976.

Federal Express Corporation and Gen-
eral Dynamics Corporation, confrol re-
lationship; Lester Crown and Trans
World Airlines, Ine. interlocking rela-
tionships.

By Order 75-3-42, March 13, 1975, the
Board consolidated and set down for
hearing the applications in two related
dockets. The first, Docket 22322, involved
the joint request of Mr. Lester Crown
and Trans World Airlines (TWA) for an
indefinite renewal of the Board’s ap-
proval of the interlocking relationships
resulting from Mr. Crown's position as
a member of the Board of Directors of
TWA, on the one hand, and his director-
ship and ownership interests in the Gen-
eral Dynamics Corporation, a business
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engaged in a phase of aeronautics, on the
other hand. The second application, in
Docket 25853, requested disclaimer of
jurisdiction in part and grant of an ex-
emption or approval of the acquisition by
General Dynamics and other investors of
varying amounts of equity securities of
Federal Express, an air taxi operator
gpecializing in small cargo express
service.

In response to these applications, the
Board (1) declined to approve without
hearing the interlocking relationships
involving Mr. Crown, (2) granted a dis-
claimer of jurisdiction over all the non-
banking investors in Federal Express
holding interests of less than five per-
cent, (3) denied the applicants’ request
that it disclaim jurisdiction over both
the bank creditors holding less than five
percent interest, and the Alistate and
Prudential Insurance Companies whose
substantial equity interest was held in
“nonvoting” shares, and (4) denied the
applicants’ request for an exemption
under section 408(a) (5) of the Act. In
so doing, we stated, inter alia, that “the
applicants’ requests involve complex is-
sues of fact, law, and Board policy re-
lating to such matters as the involve-
ment of a major aircraft manufacturer
(General Dynamics) in the operations of
an air carrier directly engaged in air
transportation,” and that “a renewal of
the approval of the interlocking rela-
tionships of Mr. Lester Crown between
TWA and General Dynamics should be
reviewed in the hearing in the light of
General Dynamies' relationship with
Federal Express.”

All the parties filed petitions for re-
consideration concerning a number of is-
sues and proposing various alternatives
to a formal hearing of the scope set down
by the Board. In response, in Order 75—
12-5, December 1, 1975, * the Board nar-
rowed the scope of the proceeding by dis~
claiming jurisdiction over Prudential
and Allstate conditioned upon the filing
of statements by the companies indicat-
ing that they would relinquish all re-
maining voting rights and seek prior
Board approval of any transfer of securi-
ties of Federal Express in excess of five
percent.” Additionally, we excused the
bank creditors of Federal Express as
formal parties upon the condition that
any sale or fransfer of their warrants
to purchase stock in Federal Express be
subject to prior Board approval. How-
ever, we denied the petitioners’ request
that the remaining matters be consid-
ered by nonhearing procedures. In par-
ticular we noted that Federal Express
is very possibly the largest air taxi op-
erator in the nation, and that the lead-
ing investor in financing this venture is
General Dynamics, a business engaged
in a phase of aeronautics and one of the
country’s 100 largest companies with an-

i The pertinent facts are set forth in Order
756-3-42, March 13, 19765.

2 As amended by Order 75-12-111, Decem-~
ber 19, 1975.

2 These statements were duly filed on De-
cember 31, 1875, In Docket 25953,
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nual sales in excess of $1 billion. We
further observed that in the event of
Board approval of all the applications,
Mr. Lester Crown would be both a direc-
tor of a certificated airline (TWA), and
a director and major stockholder of a
business engaged in a phase of aeronau-
tics (General Dynamics) which is also in
control of perhaps the largest air taxi
operator in the nation (Federal
Express).

Subsequently, the case was assigned to
an Administrative Law Judge, a pre-
hearing conference was scheduled, and
the Bureau of Operating Rights circu-
lated a Proposed Statement of Issues and
Request for Evidence on January 6, 1976.
However, prior to the date of the pre-
hearing conference two months were re-
ceived by the Board from the various
parties, which resulted in an indefinite
postponement of the conference.

On January 2, 1976, General Dynamics
filed a motion for leave to be dismissed as
a party. In support thereof, it states that
its ownership and control interest in
Federal Express had declined steadily
subsequent to its decision not to exer-
cise its option to purchase 80 percent of
the voting stock of Federal Express.
Thus, at the present time, General Dy~
namics owns a voting interest in Federal
Express amounting to 6.5 percent, Fur-
thermore, in order to divest itself of its
remaining control interest, General Dy~
namics has entered into an agreement
with Federal Express which states that
within 30 days from a Board order dis-
missing General Dynamics from this case
it will (1) relinguish all voting rights in
Federal Express, (2) agree that any
major transfer of the securities of Fed-
eral Express be subject to prior approval
of the Board, and (3) cause the repre-
sentative of General Dynamics on the
Board of Federal Express to resign. Ac-
cording to the applicant, this agreement

“ should put to rest any concern that Gen-

eral Dynamics still has an interest in
influencing the affairs of Federal Express.

On January 6, 1976, Lester Crown and
TWA filed a point motion for severance
of Docket 22322 from the proceeding in
order to facilitate nonhearing considera-
tion of the application for approval of
the interlocking relationships. In sup-
port of the motion, the parties cite the
previously discussed agreement between
General Dynamics and Federal Express.
This, they contend, eliminates any con-
nection with the matter of Federal Ex-
press and indeed any necessity for a
formal hearing at all.

Upon careful review of these pleadings
and gall other facts of record, the Board
has decided to grant the motions, exempt
the acquisition of ownership and control
of Federal Express and grant the re-
quested renewal of the Board’s approval
of the interlocking relationships of Mr.
Lester Crown for an indefinite period
subject to continuation of previously im-
posed restrictions and reporting condi-
tions.

Since the beginning of our considera-
tion of this matter the Board's primary
concern has been with the extensive in-

volvement and financial commitment of
General Dynamics in Federal Express.
However, with the declining ownership
interest of General Dynamics and now
the above-described agreement to relin-
quish all further control, the potential
anticompetitive impact of the relation-
ship is no longer a serious one. As such,
General Dynamics may be dismissed as
a party to the proceeding, subject to its
compliance with the terms of its Decem-
ber 18, 1975, agreement with Federal Ex-
press. With the relinquishment by Gen-
eral Dynamics of its voting rights, we
have concluded that only five parties re-
main in control or potential control of
Federal Express within the meaning of
section 408(f) of the Act. These are New
Court Securities Accounts, FNCB Capital
Corp., First Capital Corporation of Chi-
cago, the Heizer Corporation and the
original owner, Frederick W, Smith.*

In the absence of any issues relating to
the role of General Dynamics, and in
light of the conditions previously imposed
on various creditors and investors, the
necessity for a formal evidentiary hear-
ing has essentially been eliminated. Thus,
upon reconsideration of the record in this
proceeding, we have decided to grant an
exemption to the persons acquiring con-
trol of Federal Express pursuant to sec-
tion 408(a) (5) of the Act, effective upon
the date of compliance by General Dy-
namics with the conditions proposed in
its motion. In so doing we find that the
control relationships resulting from the
approved transactions are not adverse to
the public interest, will not result in the
creation of a monopoly or monopolies
and thereby restrain competition or jeop-
ardize any other air carrier, or other-
wise leave the requirements of section
408 unfilled.

In light of the foregoing, there is no
longer any reason to consolidated Dock-
ets 22322 and 25953. Moreover, as with
the other matters, there appears to be no
compelling reason for a formal eviden-
tiary hearing relating to the application
of Mr. Crown and TWA. The nature and
extent of the interlocking relationships
of Mr. Crown are set forth in detail in
Orders 71-11-92, November 24, 1971, and
75-3-42, March 13, 1975, and need not be
repeated here. The major substantive
change in circumstances since our origi-
nal approval has been the elevation of
Mr. Crown to the Board of Directors of
General Dynamics, In the meantime, the
business dealings between TWA and
General Dynamics have declined, so that
in calendar year 1975, TWA neither
leased nor purchased equipment from
General Dynamics in excess of $100,000.°
TWA expects to complete the phasing out
of its Convair 880 fleet during this year,
which will further reduce its transac-
tions with General Dynamics. Neverthe-
less, General Dynamics is still a manu-

* Based upon letter of October 18, 1074, In
Docket 25953 which sets forth the equity
shareholdings.

S Letter of February 26, 1876, in Docket
22322, 3
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facturer of aireraft and aircraft parts,
As we found in our original approval of
this relationship, it is possible that TWA
may have or wish to acquire aircraft or
parts manufactured by General Dynam-~
ics (in whole or in part) in the future.
Therefore, certain conditions to our ap-
proval continue to be in the public inter-
est.

First we will require TWA, its divisions,
subsidiaries or afliliates, to file with the
Board within ten days thereof a report of
any transactions or negotiations that
might lead to (a) the modification, in
whole or in part, purchase, or lease of
any aircraft manufactured, owned or
modified by General Dynamics, or (b)
the purchase, lease or modification of
aircraft for which General Dynamics
manufactures a component part or pro-
duces subassemblies. Secondly, we will re-
quire TWA and Lester Crown to file an-
nually in this docket reports setting
forth: (a) a description, including quan-
tity and dollar amounts, of each type of
product purchased by TWA from Gen-
eral Dynamics where such transactions
in the aggregate exceed $250,000 per year,
and (b) for each item so described a
statement listing other suppliers of the
same product (if any), the quantity and
dollar amount of purchases by TWA from
each, and the basis upon which each ven-
dor was selected.

Accordingly, it is ordered that:

1. The motion of General Dynamics
Corporation for leave to be dismissed as
a party be and hereby is granted: Pro-
vided that, This dismissal shall not be
come effective unless, within 30 days of
the effective date of this order, General
Dynamics files a statement with the
Board's Docket Section indicating that:

a. All voting rights which are now held
or may be acquired in Federal Express
have been relinquished;

b. Any transaction or series or trans-
actions occurring within a one-year pe-
riod which results in the transfer of five
percent or more of the securities of Fed-
eral Express will be subject to prior ap-
proval of the Board; and

¢, General Dynamics has withdrawn
its designated representative on the
Board of Directors of Federal Express
and relinquished all future rights to ap-
point or participate in the appointment
or election of Directors;

2. New Court Securities Accounts, Hei-
zer Corporation, FNCB Corporation, and
First Capital Corporation of Chicago be
and they hereby are exempted pursuant
to section 408(a) (5) from the require-
ments of section 408 to the extent neces-
sary to permit their acquisition of con-
trol of Federal Express Corporation,
Provided that, such exemption shall not
be effective until General Dynamics has
complied in full with paragraph 1, above;

3. The motion of Trans World Airlines
and Lester Crown for severance and
nonhearing consideration of section 409
issues pending in Docket 22322 be and
hereby is granted;

4. Subject to conditions stated below
and the provisions of Part 251 of the
Board’'s Economic Regulations, as now in
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effect or hereafter amended, the inter-
locking relationships existing as a result
of the Crown interests’ (including the
Crown family and Lester Crown and As-
sociates) control of General Dynamics,
and the election of Lester Crown as a
director of General Dynamics and an
officer in various subsidiaries of General
Dynamics, while also serving as a direc-
tor of Trans World Airlines, be and they
hereby are approved;

5. TWA® shall file with the Board
within ten days thereof a report of any
transactions or negotiations that might
lead to (a) the modification, in whole or
in part, purchase, or lease of any air-
craft manufactures, owned or modified
by General Dynamics,” or (b) the pur-
chase, lease or modification of aircraft
for which General Dynamics manufac-
tures a component part or produces sub-
assemblies;

6. TWA and Lester Crown shall file
annually in Docket 22322 “ reports setting
forth:

a. A description, including quantity

and dollar amounts, of each type of
product purchased by TWA from Gen-
eral Dynamics, where such transactions
in the aggregate exceed $250,000 per
year;
b. For each item reported pursuant to
paragraph 6(a) above, (i) the names of
TWA'’s other suppliers and (ii) the quan-
tity and dollar amount of purchases by
TWA from each supplier;

(¢) The basis upon which each vendor
named in paragraphs 6(a) and (b)
above was selected; and

d. In the event the item was purchased
from General Dynamics because General
Dynamics was the ‘“sole source” for the
supply of the item, a statement to that
effect; and

7. Jurisdiction be and it hereby is re-
tained in this proceeding for the pur-
pose of amending or revoking the exemp-
tion or approval granted herein as may
be required in the public interest.

This order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board:

PayLris T. KAYLOR,
Acling Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18264 Filed 6~-22-76,8:45 aml

[Order 76-6-183; Docket 27813; Agreements
C.AB, 25837, 25840, R-1 and R-2, 258683, R-1
through R-3, 25872]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Agreements on Passenger Fares

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. on
the 17th day of June, 1976.

® As used in these conditions, includes any
of its divisions, subsidiaries or affiliates.

7 As used in these conditions, inciludes any
of its divisions, subsidiaries or affiliates.

®The reports should be submitted by
March 1 of each year covering the preceding
calendar year,
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Agreements have been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board's Economic

Regulations between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers
embodied in the resolutions of the Traffic
Conferences of the International Air
Transport Association (IATA). The
agreements, adopted either at an April
1976 New York Resolution 015 Meeting
or by mail vote, have been assigned the
above C.A.B, agreement numbers.

The agreements would: (1) impose an
8 percent currency-related surcharge on
certain fares sold in Papua, New Guinea
for transportation to points in the West-
ern Hemisphere (C.A.B. 25837); (2)
amend the resolution governing North
Atlantic Advance Purchase Excursion
(APEX) fares to make clear that even
if a passenger upgrades an APEX fare to
a 22/45-day excursion fare, the original
nonrefundable amount is still not refund-
able in the event a passenger wishes a
refund on his 22/45-day excursion fare
ticket, and require certain entries on the
new ticket to make this clear (C.A.B.
25840) ; (3) adjust North Atlantic, South
Pacific, and North/Central Pacific pro-
portional fares to reflect recent U.S./
Canadian domestic and transborder fare
increases (C.A.B. 25863); and (4) except
certain fares for travel between various
points in South/Central America and
points in Europe over the Mid Atlantic
from the construction principles in TATA
Resolution 014a and extend by one day
the maximum-stay period set forth in
the resolution governing Mid Atlantic
14/45-day excursion fares for travel be-
tween Caracas and Lisbon/Madrid
(C.A.B, 25872). We will approve the above
agreements which adjust fares in a local
currency to reflect present international
market values, revise various proportion-
al fares in line with recent domestic-fare
increases, or make certain other tech-
nical and clarifying changes to existing
resolutions.

The Board, acting pursuant to the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 and partic-
ularly sections 102, 204(a), and 412

thereof, makes the following findings:

1. It is not found that the following
resolutions, incorporated in the agree-
ments indicated, are adverse to the pub-
lic interest or in violation of the Act pro-
vided that approval is subject, where ap-
plicable, to conditions previously imposed
by the Board:

Agreement C.A.B, TATA resolution

ZOBIT ot JT31 (Mall 28) 022t.
Agreement C.A.B.,
25840:
) 28 T o L JT12 (Mail 16) 071p.
B C i A caeyiesree JT12 (Mall 16 071q.
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!
Ag:{m’em 1.;:"5:!\ Title Applieation
25863:
T S 015 North American Proportional Fares—North AtIantic. v eommeeeeeamnan 12
3 NSRS 015a North American Proportional Fares—South Pacifie. ... .. ..o = 3
RGo I S ee 015h North American Proportional Fares—North and Oentral Pacific. . ... . 3
2. It is not found that the following [Docket 28807]
resolution, incorporated in Agreement
C.AB. 25873 and which has indirect ap- ' RANS INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES, INC.
plication in air transportation as defined Postponement of Hearing
by the Act, is adverse to the public inter- Correction

est or in violation of the Act:

Agreement C.AB.: IATA resolution
1 SR JT12 (Mail 35) 002cc.

Accordingly, it is ordered that:

1. Agreements C.AB. 25837, C.A.B.
25840, and C.A.B. 25863, set forth in find-
ing paragraph one above, be and hereby
are approved subject, where applicable,
to conditions previously imposed by the
Board;

2. Agreement C.A.B. 25872, set forth in
finding paragraph 2 above and which has
indirect application in air transportation
as defined by the Act, be and hereby is
approved; and

3. Tariffs implementing Agreement
C.AB. 25863 may be filed on not less
than one day’s notice for effectiveness
not earlier than June 21, 1976. The short
notice authority in this paragraph ex-
pires July 21, 1976.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Civil Aeronautics Board:

[SEAL] PryLris T. KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18265 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

NATIONAL AIR CAISRIER ASSOCIATION,

Meeting

Notice is hereby given that a presen-
tation will be made by the National Air
Carrier Association, Inc., on Thursday,
July 8, 1976, at 10:00 a.m. (local time),
in Room 1027, Universal Building, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C., regarding international problems
facing the supplemental air carrier

industry,

- Dated at Washington, D.C.; June 18,

1976.
PuyLris T. KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18262 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket 28655]

SEATTLE/PORTLAND-JAPAN SERVICE
INVESTIGATION

Hearing
Correction
In FR Doc. 76-17693 appearing on page
24623 in the issue of Thursday, June 17,
1976, the headings should read as set
forth above.

In FR Doc. 76-17695 appearing on page
24623 in the issue of Thursday, June 17,
1976, the headings should read as set
forth above.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

|FRL 565-6]

IMPACT STATEMENTS AND OTHER AC-
TIONS IMPACTING THE ENVIRONMENT

Availability of Agency Comments

Pursuant to the requirements of sec-
tion 102(2) (C) of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969, and section
309 of the Clean Air Act, as amended,
the Environmental Profection Agency
(EPA) has reviewed and commented in
writing on Federal agency actions im-
pacting the environment contained in
the following appendices during the pe-
riod of May 1, 1976 and May 31, 1976.

Appendix I contains a listing of the
draft environmental impact statements
reviewed and commented upon in writ-
ing during this review period. The list
includes the Federal agency responsible
for the statement, the number and title
of the statement, the classification of the
nature of EPA’s comments as defined in
Appendix II, and the EPA source for
copies of the comments as set forth in
Appendix VI,

Appendix IT contains the definitions of
the classification of EPA's comments on
the draft environmental impact state-
ments as set forth in Appendix I.

Appendix III contains a listing of final
environmental impact statements. re-
viewed and commented upon in writing
during this review period. The listing
includes the Federal agency responsible
for the statement, the number and title
of the statement, a summary of the
nature of EPA’s comments, and the
EPA source for copies of the comments
as set forth in Appendix VI.

Appendix IV contains a listing of final
environmental impact statements re-
viewed but not commented upon by EPA
during this review period. The listing in-
cludes the Federal agency responsible
for the statement, the number and title
of the statement, and the source of the
EPA review as set forth in Appendix VI.

Appendix V contains a listing of pro-
posed Federal agencies’ regulations, leg~
islation proposed by Federal agencies,
and any other proposed actions reviewed
and commented upon in writing pursu-
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ant to section 309(a) of the Clean Air
Act, as amended, during the referenced
reviewing period. The listing includes the
Federal agency responsible for the pro-
posed action, the title of the action, a
summary of the nature of EPA’'s com-
ments, and the source for copies of the
comments as set forth in Appendix VI.

Appendix VI contains a listing of the
names and addresses of the sources of
EPA reviews and comments listed in Ap-
pendices I, III, IV, and V.

Copies of the EPA Manual setting forth
the policies and procedures for EPA's
review of agency actions and EPA com-

ArpeNpix IL—Draft environmental impact
beticeen May

ments referenced herein may be obtained
by writing the Public Information Refer-
ence Unit (PM-213), Environmental
Protection Agency, Room 2922, Water-
gate Mall SW., Washington, DC 20460,
telephone 202/755-2808. Copies of the
draft and final environmental impact
statements referenced herein are avail-
able from the originating Federal de-
partment or agency.

Dated: June 11, 1976.
ReBecca W. HANMER,

Director,
Office of Federal Aclivities.

statements for which comments were issued
1 and 31, 1976

Identifying No.

General  Source for
Title nature of  coples of
comments comments

Corps of Engineors:
OE-B (X0

36008-00. ... ... - Fall River Harbor improvements, Fall and Providenco ER2 B

Rivers dredging actions with ocean disposal at Browns
Ledge, Fall River, Mass, and Providence, R.1,

D-COE-C30001-NY...._. ... Fire Island Inlat, Montauk Point, beach erosion control ER-2 €
and hurricane protection projeet, N.Y.

D-COE-C30002-NY .. ... ..... Allnmig}(;ml of New York City from Rockaway Inlet LO-1 O
to Norton Point, Coney Island, N.Y.

D-COE-C30003-NY ... ....... Staten Island, Fort Wadsworth to Arthur Kill, beach ER2 C

erosion eontrol and hurricane protection, Richmond

County, N.Y.

D-COE-E35024-SC. ... ...... l\i?imenancé\(drcdging of Part Royal Harbor, Beaulort LO-2 E
Jounty, 8.0,
DS-COE-F32014-MI__. ... .. Monroe Harbor, Federal navigation channel, main- LO2 F
tonance dredging, Michigan,
D-COE-F32038-OH........... Cleveland Harbor navigation project, Cleveland, ER-2 F
Cuyahoga County, Ohio.
D-COE-G34020-LA........... Operation and maintenanes, Calepsien River and Pass LO2 G
salt water barrier, Coon Island, Devil’s Elbow and
Caleagieu River Basin, La. ’ 1
D-COE-G36047-TX.... .. . Flood damage prevention, Buffalo Bayou and tribu- LO-2 G
taries, Upper White Osk Bayou, Harris Coulity, Tex. )
D-COE-HO07003-NB.._ ... ... Omaha Public Power District’s Nebraska City power ER-3 H
s\g{a}ion, unit No. 1, Nebraska City, Owero County,
Nebr.
D-COE-H36027-KS.. oo lh;ésamul local flood protection project, Harvey County, ER3 U
ns. 5
D-COE-K25008-CA.... ..... f-par sanitary landfill project regulatory permit applica- ER2 J
; tion, San Jose, Sants Clara Connty, Calif. .
DS-COE-K32005-CA......... Figherman's Wharf area, breakwater study for light- LO-1 J
draft navigation, San Francisco Harbor, San Fran-
cisco, Calil.
D-COE-K32008-CA..._....._. Navigation channel improvements, Humboldt Harbor LO-2 J
and Bay, Humboldt County, Calif.
D-COE-K60004~-CA__. .. .. . . American Carfyon sanitary landfill, operation regulatory ER2 J
> permit application, Napa County, Calif.
DE-COE-L36083-00. .......... Lower Columbia River bank protection project, Wah- LO-1 'K
kiaskum, Cowlitz, and Clark Counties, Wash.; Clatsop,
Columbia, and Multnomah Countics, Oreg.
Dopartment of Agriculture:
D-ATFB-E66010-00. ... ......... Timber managerment plan, Cherokes National Forest LO-2 E
(Tenn. and N.C.).
D-AFPS-G66013-AR. ... _...... Management of Cossatot-Little Missouri, Ouachita Na- LOo1 G
. tional Forest, Polk, Moutgomery, Howard, and Pike
Counties, Ark.
D-AFS-J65041-00... . Sioué 'lmmi)ng unit, Custer National Forest (8. Dak, LO-1 1
and Mont.).
D-AFS-J85042-00... Timboer mansgement plun, Black Iills National Forest LOo-2 I
(Wyo. and 8. Dak.).
D-AFS-K61010-CA King unit land use plan, Klamath National Forest, LO-1 J
Siskiyoun County, Calil,
D-AFS-K65012-NV ... ... Mount Charlaston planning unit, Iand use plan, Toylahe ~ LO-1 J
National Forest, Clark County, Nev.
D-AFS-K65013-AZ. . ... ...... Proposed woods land use plan, Coconino National LO-2 J
Forest, Ariz. (USDA-F8-DES (ADM)-R3-76-04).
D-AFS-K@5014-AZ. ... .. ... Cooper Basin land exchange, Prescott, Coconino, and 37
Apache-Bitgreaves National Forests, Coconino and
Yavapai Counties, Ariz,
D-AFS-L61068-OR . .. ... ... Siuslaw National Forest, Mary's Peak plmmin}: unit, Lo K
Benton and Polk Counties, Oreg. (USDA-FS-R6-
DES-ADM-76-9).
D-AFS-L61070-ID......._.. . Land use plan, Siwnsh planning unit, 8t Joe National LO-2 K
Forest, Shoshone County, Idaho. A
D-AFS-L61071-OR . ... ... Proj goment plan, ade Head Scenic and 101 K
regearch area, Lincoin and Tillamook Counties; O reg.
D-ASC-A85123-00............ e Fgﬁt?;){ucnmlvcs program (USDA-ASCS-(ADM)- LO-2 A
D-SO8-E36034-KY....... e Dznnldsou (‘I\rmrk wistershed, Caldwell and Crittenden ER-2 E
Jounties, Ky.
D-SC8-E36086-00. «..oue.oue.. Muddy Creek watershed project, channel portion, LO-2 B
Tippah County, Miss., and Hardeman County, Tenn.
D-SCS8-E-36087-TN Cane Creok improvement area, rasouree, conservation, LO2 E
and dovek)pmem. measure, Putnam County, Tenn.
(USDA-SCS-EIS-RC&D-76-1-D-TN).
D-SCB-K36017-AZ Harquahala Valley, walershed, protection and flood LO-1 J
prevention, Mmic}rpa and Yuma Counties, Ariz,
D:grtment of Commerce: >
EDA-J28000-UT........... Price River water improvement, Carbon County, Utah.. LO2 I
D-EDA-JB*J@I—U’P.. ......... Blﬁ Spring Water supply, Uintsh and Ouray Indian ER-2 I
eservations, Roosevelt, Utah.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO.

122—WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 1976

25927




25928

NOTICES
Goneral  Source for
Identifying Nod Title nature of  coples of
comuments comments
D-EDA-K80004-CA ... South Vallejo Industrial Park, Vallejo waterfront re- ER-2 J
development project, city of Vallejo, Solano County,
Calif. EDth, CA5-12).
D-EDA-K80005-CA - eee e e Westside ind area redevelopment, Long Beach, 3]
Tos Angeles, County, Calif,
D-NOA-K00001-HT. e Waimanu Valley proposed estuarine sanctuary, grant Lo-1 J
award, Hawail Comity, Hawaii.
Department of Defense:
D-USN-K1008-CA.ceveevecan Sanitary landflll, outlease of 216 acres, naval air stations ER2 J
s(n‘t l{\;orth Island and Marimir, San Diego County,
Jalif.
D-USN-L10001-WA. .. ....... Naval torpedo station, Keyport, Indian Tsland Annex, Lol K
Jeffarson County, Wash.
Department of the Interior;
D-IBR-JMOM-CO e e Dallas Creck pm’wcl, Colo, (INT DEST6-11). ... ER-2 1
D-BFW-D84001-PA ... ..... Proposed National Fistery Research and Development ER2 D
Center, Wellsboro, Tioga County, Pa.
Department of Transportation:
D-FAA-DIIO-PA . ... Sa(i’!ll Mm’_\l’;s Municipal Afrport, Saint Mary's, Elk ER-2
lounty, Pa,
D-FAA-FHI007-MI_ .. _...._... Ox::klnnd-l’gl'\itil:w Airport, runway 9R-27L, ODakland LO2 F
ounty, Mich.
D-FHW-A42408-00. « e eeveen Pan American Highway, Daringso, Tocumen, Panama LO-1 A
g; II)l_io Leon, Columbis (FHWA-PA/COL-EIS-76-
- -D). g
D-FHW-B40017-VT..........- U.B. 2, Milton and Colchester, Chittenden County, Vt.. 1.O-1 B
D-FHW-C40021-NY . ... Fredonia University access road, Bennett Road to cen- Lo-2 C
tral Avenue, Chautauqua County, N.Y.
D-FHW-~C40022-NY . - ceeen-a Po((‘sdam nillolY route, U.8, 11 and N'Y-30, St Lawrence LO-2 C
‘ounty, N.Y.
D-FHW-D4E3-MD. ... Ax;l‘uulol]-:x];r{-s&my.hl[)—&s to MD-100, Anne Arundel ER-2 D
Jounty, Md.
D-FDW-FA072-NC- . ..-..... U.S. 64, Asheboro to Rainseur, Randolph County, N.C. ER-2 E
(FHWA-NC-EIS-75-6-1)),
D-FHW-B4078-NC.- - -....... U,8.501, Duke Street to Roxboro Road, T-95 to Walling- LO-2 E
ton Road, Durham County, N.C.
D-FHW-E40075-FL._.... ... Highway connecting west gate of Pensacola Naval Air LO-2 E
Station to I-10, Escambia County, Fla. (FHWA-
FLA-EIS-75-06-D).
D-FHW-E40076-FL. ... ... FI.-828, Normandy Drive, Rue Versailles o FL-AlA, Lo-2 E
Dade County, Fla, (FHWA-FLA-EIS-75-5-D).
D-FRAW-EA0077~TN- .- ... '"TN-20, TN-27 spur {o TN-153, Appalachian Corridor LO2 E
J.nI;amillou County, Tenn, (FHWA-TN-EIS-75-
4-D).
D-FHW-E40078-M8_ ... ... 1-55, Woodrow Wilson Drive to I-220, Jackson, Hinds, LO2 E
nm{))Madison Qounties, Miss. (FHWA-MS-EIS-76-
01-D).
D-FHW-FA0055-IN - .- -vreeeae Route S-250, IN-3, Allen-De Kalb. County Line to LO-3 F
Kendallville, Noble, and De Kalb Counties, Ind,
(FHWA-IND-EIS-76-02-D). :
D-FHW-F40057- 10, 0o ae e eee 11420, Richmond-Waukegan Freewsy to Wisconsin ER-2 F
State Line, Lake and McHenry Counties, 111, (FHWA-
TL-EIS-76-01-D).
D-FHW-F40050-MI. . ....... Proposed location of MI-275 freeway, I-06 north to MI- ER-1 F
= 54, Oakland County, Mich,
D-FHW-H40051-NB. . ........ Grand Island, U.8. 30, Hall County, Nebr. (FHWA-~ ER-2 H
N EBR-EIS-76-1-D).
D-FHW-140081-1D_ . . .ce.o. ‘;dil 95, Cox's Ranch to Goff Bridge, Tdaho County, Lo-2 K
10.
General Bervices Administration:
D-GBA-DS003-DC.rsacaaaaan Installation of Multifuel boilers, central lheating and LO-2 D
refrigeration plant, Washington, D.C.
Department, of Housing and
Urban Development:
D-H UD-D85005-MD.. Pinehurst Harbor, title X, Anne Arundél County, Md. . LO-2 D
D-HUD-D85008-MD.......... C\g(um Vl{liare subdivision, Title X, Anne Arundel LOo-2 D
onnty, Md.
D-HUD-E28000-AL.....o--.- Water distribution system (CDBG), area between LO2 E
Tivingston and Gainesville, North Samter County,
D-HUD-E28011-AL. . ... Waterworks improvements (CDBG), city of Thomas- LO-1 E
ville, Clarke County, Ala.
D-HUD-E85011-GA_ oot Pvgperi o subdivision, Augusta, Richmond County, LO2 E
a. (HUD-R0O4-EIS-76-05-1).
D-HUD-F85008-0OH . . .cvevee Crawford Heights profect, Martins Ferry (CDBG), 02 F
Belmont County, Ohio.
D-HUD-H24000-TA . .oeea-an Guernsey’s Orange View sanitary sewer outfall LOo2 H
(CDBG), Waterloo, Black Hawk County, Towa.
D-HUD-HO002-TA e aeaaeeaaa South Federal Avenue redevelopment project (CDBG), LO2 H
Mason Clty, Cerro Gordo County, Iowa.
D-OUD-K80010-CA. ... oo l](()using amis(‘ ]ufmce plan, city of Soledad; Monterey Lo-2 J
ounty, Calif.
D-HUD-K88011-CA . .. .c.... Daly City committee development and housing assiste LO-1 7
ance (CDBG), San Mateo County, Calif, |
D-HUD-K80012-CA . ....... Santa Barbara east side storm drain, rehabilitation and LO-1 J
restoration, Santa Barbara County, Calif.
D-HUD-KS89013-CA. . cconnes Residential development of Hunters Paint redevelop- 37
ment, phases 2 and 3, San Fraucisco County, Calif.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission:
D-NRC-A06158- TN «eeeeeee-- Clinch River breeder reactor Vplant, Project Manage- ER-2 A
ment Corp., and Tennessee Valloy Authority, Roans
County, Tenn., docket No. 50-537 (NURE({W).
D-NRC-COM03-NY -oaeemenaa Greene County nuclear powerplant, power authority ER-2 O
of the State of New York, Docket No. 50-549, Greene
County, N. Y. (NUREG-0045).
V.8. Postal Bervice:
D-UPS-CH00ZNY .o cereunann Manhattan postal service vehicle mnintenance facility ER-2 C
gldy()hulma Morgan housing, Manhattan County,
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NOTICES

AppeEnDIX II

DEFINITIONS OF CODES FOR THE GENERAL
NaTure OF EPA COMMENTS

Environmental Impact of the Action
LO—LACK OF OBJECTION

EPA has no objections to the proposed ac-
tion as described in the draft impact state-
ment; or suggests only minor changes in the
proposed action.

ER—ENVIRONMENTAL RESERVATIONS

EPA has reservations concerning the envi-
ronmental effects of certain aspects of the
proposed action. EPA believes that further
study of suggested alternatives or modifica-
tions is required and has asked the originat-
ing Federal agency to reassess these impacts.

EU—ENVIRON MENTALLY UNSATISFACTORY

EPA believes that the proposed action is
unsatisfactory because of Its potentially
harmfu] effect on the environment. Further-
more, the Agency believes that the potential
safeguards which might be utilized may not
adequately protect the environment from
hazards arising from this action. The Agency
recommends that alternatives to the action
be analyzed further (including the possibility
of no action at all).

Adequacy of the Impact Statement
CATEGORY 1-—ADEQUATE

The draft impact statement adequately
sets forth the environmental impact of the
proposed project or action as well as alter-
natives reasonably available to the project
or action.

CATEGORY 2—INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION

EPA believes that the draft impact state-
ment does not contain sufficient information
to assess fully the environmental impact of
the proposed project or action. However,
from the information submitted, the Agency
is able to make a preliminary determination
of the impact on the environment. EPA has
requested that the originator provide the
information that was not included in the
draft statement.

CATECORY 3—INADEQUATE

EPA believes that the draft impact state-
ment does not adequately assess the envi-
ronmental impact of the proposed project or
action, or that the statement inadequately
analyzes reasonable available alternatives,
The Agency has requested more information
and analysis concerning the potential envi-
ronmental hazards and has asked that sub-
stantial revision be made to the impact state-
ment.

ArrENDIX 1T —Final environmental impaet statements for which comments were issued

between May

Identifying No. Title

Corps of Enginecrs:

I and 31, 1976

Source for
copies of
commentts

General nature of comments

F-COE-A32456-A L. Black Warrior and Tombig- EPA’S concerns were adequately addressed in E

bee Rivers, maintenance,
Birmingham, Ala.
T-COE-A36377-CA . Fairfield vieinity streams
channel  work, Ledge-
wood, Pennsylvania Ave.,
Union Ave., Laurel snd
MeCoy  Crecks, Solano
County, Calif.
F-COE-C36005- N Y _ S8aw Mill River Basin flood
control project, Elmsford
to  Greenburgh, West-
chestor County, N, Y.
FP-COE-C36008-NY . Root Creek local flood pro- .
tection project, Balivar,

F-COE-E35002-AL. Mobile THarbor, mainte- E

nance dredging, MNobile
County, Al

F-COE-F32020-MT_. St. Marys River and Strails E

of Mackinac, maintengnes
drN!ging of the Federal
navigation channel, Mich-

igan.

F-COE-F32031-MI_. Detroit River, maintenance .
dredging of the Federal
navigation chaanel, Migh-

. igan.
F-COE-~F35014-0H. Diked dis|
No. 14, Lake Erie, Cleyve-
Iand Harbor, Ohio,

Department of Agri-
culture:

1 facility site E

the finat EIS.

I s - - P
do 3 = == &
do e A= o

PA continues to have environmental reserva- E
tions concerning this project. The final EIS
does vot discuss the problems associated with
continued overboard disposal of materials in
open waters of mobile bay and the effects of
the projeot on water quality. EPA recom-
mended that the COE develop 8 supplement

to the final EIS to claborate on this question,
PA's coneerns wore adequately addressed in F
the final EIS,

do. ik ik At N,

PA’S conunenis were adequately addressed in T
the final EIS, EPA believes the project’s im-
pacts will be minimal as long as a monitoring
program and appropriate mitigative measures

are implemonted during and after construc-

tlon of the faciiity.

F-AF8-J65017-WY._ Big Piney planning unit, EPA’s concerns were adequately addressed in T

Bridge-Teton National
Forest, Wyo., (USDA-F8-
FES(ADM)-R4-756-21).

the final EI8. EPA will work with the Forest
Servics to conduct nonpoint monitoring of

soveral forast activities including timber
harvesting.

F-AFS-K61005-CA .. Land use plan, Shasta and EPA’s concerns wero adequately addressed in J
Clai

lair, Engle-Lewiston
units, Whiskeytown,
Shasts, and Trinilty Na-
tional Recreation Area,
Shasta and Trinity Coun-
ties, Calif.

the linal EIS,

F-AFS-K60002-CA .. Mineral King recreation de- EPA’s review of the final EIS indicates the J

velopment, Beguois Na-
tional  Forest, ‘Tulare
County, Calif. ’

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO.

statement to be unresponsive to our reserva-
tions expressed on the aic quality impacts of

the proposed project. Furthermors, EPA

continues to have environmental reservations
aud recommends resolution of our concerns
before pw«cedmg with the proposed action.
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. Source for
Identifying No. Title General nature of comments copies of
comments

F-AFS-L61024-WA . Chelan planning unit, Wen- EPA’'s concerns were adequately addressed in K
atchee and oqualmie  the fingl EIS. Howeyer, EPA requests the
National Forests, King, opportunity 1o review subsequent EAR’s and
Snohomish, and Chelan EI8’s dealing witlt our ardas of concern.
Counties, Wash. (USDA- -

{-")S—FES {ADM)-R6-75-
).

F-DOA-C82001-00. . Cooperative gypsy moth EPA’s comments on the final EIS expressed no ©
suppression -and regula- objoctions to the proposed progrant, However,
tory program, 1976 activ- EPA requested clarification of cerfain non-
ities. substantive, procediiral questions.

Dopartment of
Commeree:

F-NOA-LA0001-WA . State of Washington coastal EPA’s concerns wore adequately addressed in K
zone management pro- the linal EIS.
gram.

Department of
Delense:
FS-USN-AIM0-WA . Trident support site, Ban- EPA had no objections to the supplemental K
gor, Wash. information provided regarding project design
changes and environmental impacts. Tow-
ever, EPA requested the Navy to provide
progress reporis and the linal sxm'ly on lisheries
Impacts upen completion.
Departinent of the
Interior:
F-BLM-AN3052-00__. Alaska natural gas trans- EPA had serions envirommoental reseryations A
portation systen. concerning the Alaska Arctic Gas Co. proposal
pending: (1) selection of a final proposal; (2)
final routing within the chosen proposal; and
(3) identification of the mitigating measures
neecssary to allevinte EPA’s major concerns
involviug ‘p]prllm' design. eritoria, construc-
tion procedures, and maintéiancs procedures,

F-BPA-L0S017-00_ . Fiscal wear 1977 proposed EPA's concerns were adequately addressed in K

program (FES 76-7). the final BIS. EPA suggestod an alternative
means of notifving adjacent proporty owners
of BPA’s plang to apply herbicides in {18
right-of-way management prograni.

F-IBR-K382002-CA.. San Feli{ne division, .Cen- EPA expressed scifous environmentsal conderus 1
tral Valley project, Cali- over the praject’s expeeted adverse impacts on
fornia (FES 76-15). the Sacranmento-San Joaquin Delta and sotree

watrs as well as adverse lmpacts o socio-
oconomic structures, air quality, fish and
wildlife, prime agricultural land, and resource
requirements. In addition, EDA expressed
coueern over implementation of the project in
view of mmresolved water wheeling issues.
EPA recommended farther consideration of
alternatives including the use of reclaimoed
waste waters from Esst Bay dischargers for
agricultursl purposes.
Department of Trans-
portation:
F-FHW-A41836-IN_. Proposed relocation of IN-3  Generally, EPA’s concerns were ndequately ¥
and IN-46, Greensburg, addressed in the final BI8,
Decatur County;-Ind.
D-FHW-D40017- MD-2 and MD-4, MD-264 EPA's concerns wore adequately addressed in D
MD. to Patuxent River Bridge, the final EIS.
Calvert County, Md. .

F-FHW-D40019- Appalachian corridor H, EPA’s concerns were adeguately addiessed in D

VW. Lorenz to FElkins, Up- the final EIS. However, EPA requested
shar, Barbour, and Ran- notification in the event that groundwater
dolph Counties, W. Va. wus found 1o be atfected by the construction of

the highway.

F-F W= G40027- EPA continues to have resovvations concerning G

Federal Energy Ad-
ministration:

Beltway 8, north sec. 1, from
I-45 to U.8. 59,
County, Tex.

Harris

RF-FEA-AM031-00. Mandatory Canadian crudo

Federal Power Com-
mission;

oll allocation regulstions
(FEA FES-76-1);

F-FPC-A03063-00. .. Alaska natural gas trans-

General Services Ad-
ministration:

portation systems,

F-GBA-Es1000-FL.. Federal building and court-

house, Panama City, Ba
County, Fla. (EFL 76001)-

ET

probable impacts to the natural and human
euvironment whieh conld result from ex pected
projeci-inducod ineresses in noise levels.

-

EPA continues o have environmental resorvis A

tous with the FEA's mandatory Canadian
crude oil reguiations. This dotermination is
bused on the absence of an environmental
criterion for the designation of priority re-
{ineries and, more speciically, on the less than
ompleto assurance that potential environ-
mwental impects in Poget Sound be effectively
miitigatoed.,

EPA expressed serious environmental reserva-
tions concerning the proposed El Paso-Alasks
project and its alternatives pending: (1) Sclee-
tion of a final proposal; (2) final routing within
the chosen proposal; and (3) identification of
the mitigating measures necessary to alleviate
our major cancerns involving, pipeline design
oriteria, construction procedures, and mainte-
nance procedures in permafrost areas.

A’s concerns were ‘adequately addressed in
the final EIS.
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Bourge for
Identifying No. Title General nature of comments copies of
comments
ent of
Housing and
Urban Develop-
ment:

F-HUD-C8H005-NY.. New Elmira urban renewal EPA's review of the final EIS concluded the C
project, Elmiry, Chemung  statement to be unrotzpomivn to EPA’s con-

- County, N.Y. corns of the proposed project’s environmental
d!etu t:;. particularly relating 19 air and noise
pollution.

F-HUD-C8506-P R . . Residencial Interameri- Generaslly, EPA's concerns were qdnqumol (6]
cana, Trujillo Alto, P.R. addressed in the final EIS. However, EPA

suggested that in the future U D lucm-pomle
these recommendations in their decisionmak-
ing process.

FS-HUD-C36017-NY. Nauraushaun Brook im- EPA’s concerns were adequately addressed in C

rfovement projecr Rock- the fingl EIR.
nd County, N.Y.
F-HUD-D8w017-WV .. Central Qity urban renewal ... e N v e 3
oject Parkersburg, S
ood County, W, \m.

F-HUD-J85002-CO ___ 7 Lakes, marketed as 7 Hill, EPA’s review of the final EIS concluded the I
Aurora, Arapahoe Coun-  statement is unresponsive o EPA’s request
ty, Colo. that the cumulative impacts of the' individual

subdivisions proposed near the periphery of
the Denver area be addressed. Therefore, EPA
eannot determine the environmental h’npurls
from the Individualsubdivisions becauscof the
llnck of an overview analysis of the cumulative
mpact,

Aprrexnix IV.—Final encironmental impact statements which wwere recicwed and not
commented on between May I and 31, 1976

Identifying No. Fitle 'Souree of
review
Corps of Englneers:

F-COE-BOTOOI-ME_ . .. Unit Na. 4 addition, William F. Wyman Station, Yarmouth, Cum- B
berland County, Maine,

F-COE-D3008-MD ... .. Wicomico River East, operations on maintenance dredging, D
Wicomico County, Md.

F-COE-E35014-SC_.._ ... Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway maintedance dredgiiig, between E
Little River and Port Royal Bound, 8.0,

F-COE-G34010-LA .. ... ... Continued operation and xmnuwnmw Lake Pontchartrain Basin, G

F-QOE-H34001-KS ... .. . Melvern Dam and Lake, ()k.nm- County, Kans

e B ¢
ry and 11

F-COE-TI34007-MO, .. ... ... Opergtion and maintenanee, Pomme di Terre Lake, 1
Poik Counties, Mo.
Department of Agriculture:

—“AFS-EG004-AL._ . ... ...... Timber management plan, Talladega National Forest, Als, (USDA- E
FS8-RS-F g ADM-75-21).,

F-AFS-E65006-NG . ..o ... Nantalaia anit No. 22, Nantahala National Forest, Macon, Chy, E
Swaitt, and Graham Connties; N.C.

F-AFS-E65006-MS___._ ... Delta unit_pian, Delta National Forest, Sharkey, Tssaquena, and. E »
Warren Counties, Miss.

F-AFS-) ’IV\IT iearseeesss Bitterroot boulhlmldlmcplm)unn Bitterroot National th\q Mont. |

F-AFS-K65010-NYV . ... ... Coentral Nevada land nse plan, ’lu(\-uln- Nations! Forest, Nev J

F-AFS- Lh]()"(} ()R Land use plan, Mount ‘Bulter-Dry Creck planning unit, Curry K
County, Oreg. (USDA-F8-R8-FES-75-13),

F-AFS-LOW5S-ID. ... Mill Creck unit plan, Nezperee Nitional Forest, idaho County, K
Idalio (USDA-FS-FES (A DM)-R1-76-10).

F-AFS-161050-1D .. ... .. Land use plan, Meadows planning unit, Payette National Forest, K
MeCall, Idnho.

F-AFS-L61065-1D_____ .. __ Red River phmnngun‘l \\vln-n-(- National Forest, Idaho County, K
Idaho (USDA-FS-FES8 (ADM)-R1-76-11).

F-AFS-LE6011-AK .. ____ Freshwater bay timber sale, Tongass Nalional Forest, Alaska K
(USDA-FE-FES (ADM)-R10-7T5-00).

F-AFS-L82001-00_ . ... ... Cooperative westers spruce budworm st management plan, K

Spring and summer uhﬁ Oregon and Washington (USDA-FS-
R6-FES(ADM)-76-7

F-DOA-ESI07-FL . ....... ... Fleming Key Animul hn]mrt Cetor, Key West, Fla, (USAD- B
APHIS-ADM-75-2-F).

F-8CS-D36011-VA___ . .. . Cedar Run watershed, Fauquicr County, Va. . e D)

F-SC8-E3e21-00_...... ... .. C press Creck watershed prajuct, Lauderddle (uunl\ “Ala, and B

1 nynn(nnmy Tenn.

F-SCS-E36032-AE ... ... _. Muad Creek watesshed, water protection and flood prevention, Culls B
man County, Als.

F-SCS-E30037-TN.........._. €ane Creek lrupruwuwnl area resonreg, development and couserve- B

i tion measure, Putngm County, Tenn.

F-8C8-030027-TX ._.._ _. South Laterals watershed, Concho and MeCullooh Counties, Tex. .. .. (¢

F-8C8-G3608M-LA___ ________ Choctaw Bayou watershed, Point Conpee and Fherville Purishes, La__ G

F-SCS-K3011-CA .. ... - Newman watershed projc-et and nuwullurul drainage, Newman, J

?_lul)lnahsus Connty, Calil, (USDA-SCS-EIS-WS (ADM)-75-2- R

A).
F-SOS-K3:15-CA v oo Carpinterta Valley watershod project, Santa Barbara County, Calif,. J
(USDA-SCS-FS-WS-(ADM)-75-3-(F)-CA),
Departnient of the Triterior:

“BOR-GH003-TX _ ____.___. Rio Grande nationgl wild and seenle river system, Browsler and G
Tervell Counties, Tex.

RF-DOA031-00. . . ___. 43 CFR pts. 23 and 3041, proposed mth- nanagement of federally A
owned coal resomves, and 50 CFR pt. 211, conl mine operating
regulations,

F-NPS-Gas07-TX ... ... Master plan, Guadalupe Mountaing National Park, Tex G

F-NPB-JUS004-00. .- ... eoeeeees llulﬂuround transmigsion Hie, Greenhaven duu‘]u[nn- I

Canyon National Recrcation Ares (Aviz. and Utal) (FES 76+ ))
pepartment of T ransportition:
“FAA-GOI0-TX ... .. .. Galnes County Airport, New Seminele, Tex .

F-FAA-H51007-KS. ... .. Rush County Alrport, La Crosse, Kansas

F-FHW-A42352-CT -0 CT-9; Cromwell, fariford, and Middlesex Counties, Conn_
F-FHW-E40042-M8. . _...... | :1 45, from ’I‘u[m!olu(urin[h Lee, Prenitiss, and Aleorn Couzties, E
NF-FHW-EA0055-SC_ BIPCR i » & S( ¥ anud .8, 21, Loboeo Noeth to Pocotaligo, Besuforl Connty, B
F-FHW-E40061-KY_ . ..._... Poplnr Level Road, KY-804, Louisyille, Ky. (FHWA-KY-EIS-T1- E

F-FHW-GA0017-NM ... .. \I\I—a’l. San Juan and McKinley Counties, N, Mex_ .
F-FHW-G40034-OK __.._____. 8. 62 and OK-82, Tahlequah, € Cherokeo ¢ ounu Okla
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Identifying No.

Title Source of

raview

F-FHW-H40021-TA_ ... ..
F-FHW-K40089-T01. . __ ... ..

U.8. 6, Pottawattami
Districts, Tsland of

Federal Power Commission:
F-FPC-A0305¢-00

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., natural gos curlasilment plan,

CROTN D (1) e R O Aot~ A H

Mud Lane, Waimea to Kawaihae Road, Hamakua and South Kohala  J

Hawaii, Hawaii (FHWA-HI-EIS-73-05-F)
A

Docket No. RP75-28,

F-FPC-~A03055-00. ............

Algonquin Gas Transmisgion Co

., natural gas curlailment plan, A

Docket No. RP71-131

F-FPC-E03001-00_ . . . ...
*ro]m‘

Zachary-Fort Lauderdale pipeline construction and conversion E
Florida Gas Transmission Co,,

Docket No. CP74-192,

Lottisiang, Alabama, and Florida.

F-FPC-E0003-00__ .. - .
F-FPC-E0004-00. ... .o

EO00003-00
RP71-29, 120,

Texas Eastern Trans
Docket No. RP71-

General Services Administration:
F-GSA-ES1010-FL_...__.
F-GSA-ESI011-FL.

. Courthouse annex, Mig

Fla.

and

Depurtment  of Housing
Urban Development:
F-H UD-E28008-AL

F-H UD-GSS010-AR. . ...

Stewartyille commun

Springdale water an

United Gas Pipeline Co.

- Motor pool aud vehicle maintenance hulll), Miami, Dade C num\ E

, natural gas curtallment plans, Docket No. A

mission Corp., netural gas curtailment plun, A

130,

ami, Dade County, Flu, (EFL76002) ... .

ity public water gystem (CDBG), Coosn and E

Talladega Counties, Ala.

d sewernge improvements, Washington and

Benton Counties, Avk.

F-HUD-G85011-NM.._._._._.

F-TTUD-J85008-CO__...__....
F-HUD-K8007-CA_ .. ...

Extension of water ¢
County, N. Mex.
Woodwest, a planned
Low-Income, multise

County, Calif.
Nuelear Regulatory Commission:

F-AEC-A00108-WA _ - Waste manageme |.| ¢

Wush. (ERDA-1

AvpeNnix V.—Regulations, l(‘lnx?nlum an

ind sewer trunkiines (CDBG), Hobbs, Lea
it development, Colorado.

rvice center (CDBG), Livenmore, Alameda J

lp\lul.um Hamford Reservation, Richland, A

d other Federal agency actions for which

comments were issued between May 1 and May 31, 1976

1dentifying No.

Depariment of the
Interior:
R-BLM-A01081-00. . 43 CFR ’)l 3520, competi- E
tive coal leasing, proposed
procedures.

Source for
General nature of commonts copies of
comments

P'A expressed coneern roge udm;\ the potential A

for lease tract selection oceuring in hreas which
have not been serutinized from an environ-
mental perspective due to the regulations’
Inck of specificity, EPA was huther con-

cerned that the NEAP procedures outlined

A-BLM-A02006- CA. Potential oil and gas lease E
sale (OCS No. 48) in the
outer continentsl shelf, off

southern California.

cal

in the regulations might not be consistont
with those established n 43 CFR pl. 3041,
Other concorns related to consisteney betweon
managemment framework plans and NEPA
procedures, prioritization schemes under the
nominations process, and criteria to be utll-
ized in the lease tract selection process.

PA recmphnsized concerns expressed follow- A

ing the review of the EIS for sale No, 35 par-

tenlarly with respect Lo operations in deep

waters or areas having a high geologic hazard
potentisl or adjacent to areas of specinl biologi~
significance. EPA  also recommended

avoidance of additionul offerings in the Santa

Barbara Channel area. Finally KEPA reem-
phasgized the need (o coordinate the lease sale
with State costal planning activities.

ArpENDIX VI
Sounce ¥or CorIieEs oF EPA COMMENTS

A. Public Information Reference Unit, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Room 2922,
Waterside Mall, SW, Washington, D.C. 20460,

B. Director of Public Affairs, Region I, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, John F. Ken-
nedy Federal Building, Boston, Massachusetts
02203.

C. Director of Public Affairs, Region II, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, 26 Federal
Plaza, New York, New York 10007.

D. Director of Public Affairs, Region III,
Environmental Protection Agency, Curtis
Building, 6th and Walnut Streets, Philadel-
phia, Pennsylvania 19106.

E. Director of Public Affairs, Region IV,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1421
Peachtree Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgla 30309.

F. Director of Public Affairs, Region V, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, 230 South
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604,

G. Director of Public Affairs, Region VI,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1600 Pat-
terson Street, Dallas, Texas 75201,

FEDERAL REGISTER,

H, Director of Public Affairs, Region VII,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1735 Bal-
timore Street, Kansas City, Missourli 64108,

I. Director of Public Affairs, Region VIIT,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1860 Lin-
coln Street, Denver, Colorado 80203,

J, Director of Public Affairs, Region IX,
Environmental Protection Agency, 100 Cal-
ifornia Street, San Francisco 94111.

K. Director of Public Affairs, Region X,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Sixth
Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98101,

[FR Doc.76-18033 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 am|]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

WYSE, ET AL.

Standard Broadcast Applications
Available for Processing
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
§ 1.571(c) of the Commission’s rules, that
on July 26, 1976, the standard broadcast
applications listed in the attached Ap-

pendix will be considered as ready and
available for processing. Pursuant to
§ 1.227(b) (1) and § 1.591(b) of the Com-
mission's rules, an application, in order
to be considered with any application
appearing on the attached list or with
any other applications on file by the close
of business on July 25, 1976, which in-
volves a conflict necessitating a hearing
with any application on this list, must
be substantially complete and tendered
for filing at the offices of the Commis-
sion in Washington, D.C., by the close:-of
business on July 25, 1976. The attention
of prospective applicants is directed to
the fact that some contemplated pro-
posals may not be eligible for consider-
ation with an application appearing in
the attached Appendix by reason of con-
flicts between the listed applications and
applications appearing in previous no-
tices published pursuant to § 1.571(c) of
the Commission’s rules. For example,
those proposals listed for the deleted fa-
cilities of WVON, Cicero, Illinois, have
been effectively “‘cut-off” by a previous
application which was assigned a cut-off
date of November 7, 1975.

The attention of any party in inter-
est desiring to file pleadings concerning
any pending standard broadcast appli-
cations, pursuant to section 309(d) (1)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, is directed to section 1.580(1)
of the Commission’s rules for provisions
governing the time for filing and other
requirements relating to such pleadings.

Adopted: June 15, 1976.
Released: June 17, 1976.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

APPENDIX

WYSE, Inverness, Fla,

Fleet & Fleet, Inc,

Has: 1560 kHz, 1 kW, day.

Req: 1560 kHz, 5 kW, day.

WEQO, Whitney City, Ky.

Country Roads Broadcasting Corp.

Has: 1220 kHz, 500 W, day.

Req: 1220 kHz, 1 kW, day.

NEW, Cambridge, Minn.

Isanti Broadcasting Co.

Req: 1070 kHz, 10 kW, DA, Day.

KMCW, Augusta, Ark.

Service Communications, Inc.

Has: 1190 kHz, 260 W, day.

Req. 1190 kHz, 500 W, day.

NEW, Inez, Ky.

Martin County Broadcasting Co.,
Ine,

Req: 1500 kHz, 1 kW, day.

WFTW, Et. Walton Beach, Fla.

Vacationland Broadcasting Co.
Ine.

Has: 1260 kHz, 1 kW, day.

Req: 1260 kHz, 2.5 kW, day.

KNFT, Bayard, N. Mex.

K.NFT., - Inc. (NSL).

Has: 950 kHz, 1 kW, day.

Req: 950 kHz, 5 kW, day

WDAT, Ormond Beach, Fla.

National Communications Indus-
tries, Inc.

Has: 1380 kHz, 1 kW, DA-N, U~

Req: 1380 kHz, 2.5 kW, 5 kW-L5,
DA-2, U.

BP-20,045

BP-20,068

BP-20,008

BP-20,105

BP-20,106

BP-20,107

BP-20,109

BP-20,110
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NEW, Enumclaw, Wash.

Robert J, Reverman.

Req: 1330 kHz, 500 W, day.

EKAHL, North Platte, Nebr.

Dahl Broadcasting, Ine.

Has: 1410 kHz, 500 W, 1 KW-LS,
DA-N, U.

Req: 1410 kHz, 500 W, 5 kW-1LS,
DA-N, U,

EMOO, Mineola, Tex.

A-C Corp.

Has: 1610 kHz, 250 W, day.

Req: 1610 kHz, 500 W, day.

NEW, Lares, Puerto Rico.

Lares Broadcasters.

Req: 1200 kHz, 250 W, day.

WABH, Churchville, Va.

Deerfield Broadcasting Co.

Has: 1150 kHz, 1 kW, day (Deer-
field, Va.).

Req: 1150 kHz, 1
(Churchville, Va.).

NEW, Clcero, Il1,

Migala Enterprises, Inc,

Req: 1450 kHz, 260 W, 1 kW-LS,
U.

BP-20,112

BP-20,114

BP-20,115

BP-20,119

BP-20,125

kW, day

BP-20,127

BP-20,120 NEW, Cicero, Il
Clcero Radio Partnership.

Req: 1450 kHz, 250 W, 1 kW-LS,
U

NEW, Cicero, Ii1.

The Board of Trustees of the Uni-
versity of Illinois.

Req: 1450 kHz, 250 W, 1 kW-LS,
U

BP-20,181

NW. Cicero, IIl.

Metropolitan Broadcasting Co.,
Inc.

Req: 1450 kHz, 2560 W, 1 kW-LS,
U

BP-20,134

NEV'V, Cicero, Ill,

Nationwide Broadcasting Co.

Req: 1450 kHz, 250 W, 1 kW-LS,
U.

BP-20,135

BP-20,137 NEW, Cicero, Il

Midway Broadcasting Corp.

Req: 1450 kHz, 2560 W, 1 kW-LS,
u.

KODL, The Dalles, Oreg.

Larson Wynn, Inc.

Has: 1440 kHz, 1 kW, DA-N, U.

Req: 1440 kHz, 1 kW; 5 kW-LS,
DA-N, U.

KVAN, Vancouver, Wash,

The New Broadcasting Corp.

Has: 1480 kHz, 1 kW, day.

Req: 1480 kHz, 6 kW, 1 kW-LS,
DA-N, U.

NEW, Lewisburg, Pa.

Union Broadcasting Co.

Req: 1010 kHz, 2560 W, day.

NEW, Clinton, Ky.

Hickman County Broadcasting

BP-20,149
BP-20,160

BP-20,166
BP-20,219

Co.
Req: 1130 kHz, 260 W, day.
[FR Doc.76-182290 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
BARBER-BLUE SEA LINE JOINT
SERVICE

Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
Ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to sec-
tion 15 of the Shipping Act, 1918, 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
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York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before July 13, 1976.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the maftters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by &
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 al-
leged, the statement shall set forth with
particularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:
Milton J. Levitt, Esquire, Palmer & Serles,;

Attorneys at Law, 120 Broadway, New York,
New York 10005.

Agreement No. 10137-3, among the
parties to the Barber-Blue Sea Line Joint
Service, modifies the approved basic
agreement by amending Article 1 and
the Appendix thereof to permit the Bar-
ber-Blue Sea Line Joint Service to en-
gage in intermodal service and to partici-
pate as a conference member in the
Trans-Pacific Freight Conference of
Japan/Korea Intermodal Tariff.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: June 17, 1976.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18269 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 am]

FAR EAST CONFERENCE
Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C.814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before July 13, 1976.
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-
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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 com-
merce of the United States is alleged, the
statement shall set forth with particu-
larity the acts and circumstances said to
constitute such violation or detriment to
commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

Elkan Turk, Jr., Esq.,
Burlingham Underwood & Lord,

26 Broadway,
New York, New York 10004.

Agreement No. 17-35 has been entered
into by the member lines of the Far East
Conference for the purpose of strength-
ening the conference’s self-policing sys-
tem. In particular, principally Article 12
and various other articles of the confer-
ence agreement are being amended in
order to broaden the power and authority
of the neutral body. In addition thereto,
Article 4 is being amended to permit ab-
sorptions to the extent specifically au-
thorized by the provisions in the confer-
ence tariff.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: June 17, 1976.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.76-18268 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|)

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. ID-1789]
ALTON G. MARSHALL
Application
June 15, 1976.

Take notice that on May 27, 1976,
Alton G. Marshall (Applicant) filed an
application with the Federal Power Com-
mission. Pursuant to Section 305(b) of
the Federal Power Act. Applicant seeks
authority to hold the following positions:
Diréctor, New York State Electric & Gas Cor-

poration, Public Utility,

Director, Empire State Power Resources, Inc,,

Public Utllity.

New York State Electric & Gas Corpo-
ration (“NYSEG') 1s a gas and electric
corporation organized and existing under
the Transportation Corporations Law of
the State of New York. NYSEG provides
electric service to aporoximately 612,000
industrial, commercial, and residential
customers and gas service to approxi-
mately 126,000 customers in an area of
approximately 17,000 square miles in the
central, eastern and western parts of
New York State including the cities of
Binghamton, Ithaca and Elmira. The
counties in the territory of NYSEG are
Allegany, Broome, Cattaraugus, Cayuga,
Chautauqua, Chemung, Chenango, Clin-
ton, Columbia, Cortland, I’elaware,

23, 1976
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Dutchess, Erie, Essex, Franklin, Greene,
Hamilton, Herkimer, Livingston, Madi-
son, Niagara, Oneida, Onondaga, On-
tario, Orange, Orleans, Otsego, Putnam,
Rensselaer, St. Lawrence, Saratoga,
Schoharie, Schuyler, Seneca, Steuben,
Sullivan, Tioga, Tompkins, Ulster, Wash-~
ington, Wayne, Westchester, Wyoming
and Yates. NYSEG owns in common with
Pennsylvania Electric Company two 600
megawatt steam generating units in
Homer City, Pennsylvania. NYSEG has
no subsidiaries.

Empire State Power Resources, Inc.
has been formed by ceven electric utility
companies in New York State to acquire,
construct, own and operate large-scale
electric generating facilities within the
State of New York. The seven companies
are: Central Hudson Gas & Electric Cor-
poration, Consolidated Edison Comvany
of New York, Inc., Long Island Lighting
Company, NYSEG, Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation, Orange and Rock-
land Utilities, Inc. and Rochester Gas
and Electric Corperation (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the “Sponsors™). It is an-
ticipated that the Sponsors will purchase
substantially all of the capacity and en-
ergy available from the Company and
will own substantially all of its capital
stock.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before July 8,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-~
mission, Washington, D.C. 20428, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the reguirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding, Persons wishing to be-
come parties to the proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file petitions to intervene in accord-
ance with the Commission’s Rules. The
application is on file with the Commis-
sion and available for public Inspection.

KenneTH F. PLUME,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18201 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Project No. 2422]
BROWN-NEW HAMPSHIRE, INC.

Application for Approval of Revised
i Exhibitsf,plr.. andM
June 15, 1976.

Public notice is hereby given that an
application for approval of revised ex-
hibits J, L, and M for Project No. 2422
was filed on April 18, 1976, under the
Federal Power Act (16 U.B.C. §§ T91la-
825r) by Brown-New Hampshire, Inc.
(Correspondence to: Randolph E. Mores,
Vice President, Brown-New Hampshire,
650 Main Street, Berlin, New Hamp-
shire 03570).

The Applicatit/Licensee has filed the
revised exhibits to show that its power
generating facilities (a powerhouse con-

NOTICES

taining two 500 kW, one 400 kW, and
one 800 kW generator unit) were re-
moved from the project in January,
1968, because the operation of the project
was economically marginal. The licensee
intends to use the reservoir to maintain
a water supply for the manufacturing
facilities of Brown Company, and to
maintain flowage control to benefit the
Riverside Hydrostation of the licensee's
Federal Power Commission Project No.
2423 downstream from this (Sawmill)
project.

The energy previously generated was
used in the licensee’s chemical plant in
Berlin, New Hampshire.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before August 5,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, 825 North Capitol Street,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18
C.F.R. §1.8 or § 1.10 (1975). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serye to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. The application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and conferred
upon the Federal Power Commission by
Sections 308 and 309 of the Federal
Power Act (16 U.S.C. §825g, §825h)
and the Commission’s Rules of Prac-
tice and Procedure, specifically Section
132(b) (18 CFR. §132()), as
amended by Order No. 518, a hearing
may be held without further notice be~
fore the Commission on this application
if no issue of substance is raised by any
request to be heard, protest or petition
filed subsequent to this notice within
the time required herein and if the ap-
plicant or initial pleader requests that
the shortened procedure of § 1.32(b) be
used. If an issue of substance is so raised
or applicant or initial pleader does not
request the shortened procedure, fur-
ther notice of hearing will be given.

Under the shortened procedure herein
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for applicant or ini-

tial pleader to appear or be represented
at the hearing before the Commission.
KenNeETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-18191 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No, RP72-142 (PGA 76-5) |
CITIES SERVICE GAS CO.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff
June 15, 1976.

Take notice that Cities Service Gas
Company (Cities Service) on June 7,

1976, tendered for filing proposed
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, Second
Revised Volume No. 1. Cities Service
states that pursuant to the Purchased
Gas Cost Rate Adjustment provision in
Article 21 of its FPC Gas Tariff and Or-
dering Paragraph (D) of the Commis-
sion’s Opinion No. 749-A, issued Febru-
ary 27, 1976, it proposes to increase its
rates effective July 23, 1976, to reflect in-
creased purchased gas costs. Cities Serv-
ice states that such increased rates are
reflected on two different revised tariff
sheets PGA~1, as hereinafter described.
_ One of the two tariff sheets is Alter-
nate Fifteenth Revised Sheet PGA-1
which reflects a current adjustment of
3.92¢ per Mcf. Such adjustment reflects
small producer and emergency purchases
at rates in excess of the rate established
in Opinion Nos. 699-H, 742 and/or 749-
A, as well as other purchased gas costs.
Should the Commission suspend the ef-
fectiveness of Alternate Fifteenth Re-
vised Sheet PGA-1 for one day to July 24,
1976, subject to refund, Cities Service
has filed Fifteenth Revised Sheet PGA-
1 to be effective on July 23, 1976. Such
sheet reflects elimination of the “excess”
portion of such rates and reflects a 3.52¢
per Mef current adjustment.

Cities Service states that copies of its
filing were served on all jurisdictional
customers, interested state commissions
and all parties to the proceedings in
Docket Nos, RP72-142 and RP76-13.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protfest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Section 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before June 25, 1976. 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,

EKenNeTH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18200 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP76-280]

COLUMBIA GULF TRANSMISSION CO.
Informal Conference

JUNE 14, 1976.

Take notice that Columbia Gulf Trans-
mission Company has filed an applica~-
tion under section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act to construct and operate added
facilities on the C-N-T pipeline to take
additional volumes of natural gas from
Eugene Island Area, offshore Louisiana.

Take further notice that an informal
conference will be held at 10:00 AM.
(EDT) on June 22, 1976 in a conference
room of the Federal Power Commission,
825 North Capitol Street NE., Washing-
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ton, D.C. This conference is open to the
public and all interested parties.

KEeNNETH F. PLUuMB,
Secretlary.

|FR Do¢.76-18190 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos, RP75-105 and RP75-108]

COLUMBIA GULF TRANSMISSICN CO. AND
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CO.

Certification of Settlement Agreement
JUNE 14, 1976,

Teke notice that on June 4, 1976 the
Presiding Administrative Law Judge cer-
tified to the Commission a proposed set-
tlement agreement in the above refer-
enced docket. This agreement settles all
issues except for pipeline production in
Appalachia, consolidated taxes and de-
preciation accrual rate for Columbia
Gulf’s offshore plant; all of which have
been reserved for hearing by the agree-
ment.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said settlement agreement should

file comments with the Federal Power’

Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or be-
fore July 9, 1976. Comments will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken.
Copies of this agreement are on file with
the Commission and are available for
public inspection.

KenNETH F. PLrUums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18189 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am)

[Docket Nos. CP71-68, et al.]
COLUMBIA LNG CORP., ET AL
Visit to Cove Point

Jone 15, 1976.

On July 1, 1976, the Commissioners
and Staff will visit the liquefied natural
gas (LNG) receiving, storage and re-
gasification facilities certificated in the
above titled proceeding and under con-
struction at Cove Point, Maryland. Any
interested party is invited to attend but
should make their own arrangements.
There will be no discussion on the merits
of the pending issue in regard to pricing.

KennNETH F, PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18195 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. RP73-107, RP74-90 and
RP756-91]

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.
Informal Conference

& JUNE 14, 1976.

Take notice that an informal seftle-
ment conference for the purpose of re-
solving the issues in the referenced dock-
ets will be convened at 10:30 A.M. (EDT)
on June 23, 1976 in Room 3401, North
Building, and at 10:00 A.M. (EDT) on
June 24, 1976 in Room 8402, Federal
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Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426.
KenneTH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,76-18188 Filed 6-22-76,8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. CP73-334, CP74-289,
and CP756-360]

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. -
Expedited Briefing Schedule
JUNE 15, 1976.

On June 8, 1976, El Paso Natural Gas
Company (El Paso) filed a motion to
shorten the period in which to file briefs
on exceptions and briefs opposing excep-
tions to the Initial Decision issued June
7, 1976, in the above-designated proceed-
ing. El Paso states that it'has contacted
all active parties and none opposes the
proposed expedited briefing schedule.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that briefs on exceptions in the
proceeding shall be filed on or before
June 21, 1976, and briefs opposing excep-
tions shall be filed on or before July 6,
1976.

KENNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18196 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am)

[Docket No, RP75-94|

GREAT LAKES GAS TRANSMISSION CO.
Extension of Time

JUNE 15, 1976.

On May 25, 1976, TransCanada Pipe
Lines Limited filed a motion to extend
the procedural dates fixed by order issued
June 13, 1975, as most recently modified
by notice issued April 20, 1976, in the
above-designated proceeding.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Intervenor, Testimony, June 25,

1976.

Service of Company Rebuttal, July 26, 1976.
Hearing, August 10, 1976 (10:00 AM., EDT).

KeENNETH F. PLUMBE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc, 76-18199 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am

[Docket No. E9446]

GREEN MOUNTAIN POWER CORP.
Filing of Proposed Settlement
JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that on June 8, 1976,
Green Mountain Corporation (Green
Mountain) tendered a settlement agree-
ment as a resolution of all issues in the
above-captioned proceeding. Green
Mountain also filed a motion for ap-
proval of the settlement agreement by
the Commission.

Green Mountain states that this pro-
ceeding was initiated when on May 15,
1975, Green Mountain tendered for filing
an application for an increase in rates
to its nine wholesale customers, includ-
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ing the Villages of Hardwick, Jackson-
ville, Morrisville, Northfield, Readsboro
and Stowe, Vermont and the New Hamp-
shire Electric Cooperative, the Vermont
Electric Cooperative and the Washingion
Electric Cooperative. Based on the twelve
months ending December 31, 1974, the
rates proposed by Green Mountain would
provide an increase in revenues from
such customers of $955,956. By order is-
sued June 13, 1975, the Commission ac-
cepted Green Mountain’s application for
filing, and suspended the proposed rates
until September 16, 1975, at which time
they became effective subject to refund.
The Commission also ordered that a
hearing be held with respect to Green
Mountain’s application.

According to Green Mountain, repre-
sentatives of Green Mountain have en-
tered into discussions with representa-
tives of the intervening parties and the
Commission staff which have resulted
in settlement of all issues in this pro-
ceeding,

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said settlement agreement
should file comments with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on
or before June 30, 1976. Comments will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the avpropriate action to be
taken. Copies of this agreement are on
file with the Commission and are avail-
able for public inspection.

EKennNeTH F. PLuMB,
Secretary.

|FR Do0c.76-18203 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am |

|Docket No. TD-1788]
JOHN G. HAEHL, JR.
Application
June 15, 1976.

Take notice that on May 12, 1976, John
H. Hael, Jr., (Applicant) filed an appli-
cation with the Federal Power Commis~
sion, pursuant to Section 305(b) of the
Federal Power Act. Applicant seeks au-
thority to hold the following positions:

President, Chief Executive Officer and Direc-
tor, Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation,
Public Utllity.

Director, Crouse-Hinds Company, Supplier of
electrical equipment,

Director, Empire State Power Resources, Inc.,
Public Utility.,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before July 8,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it In determining the appropriate ac-
tion' to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par-
ties to the proceeding or to participate as
a party in any hearing therein must file
petitions to intervene in accordance with
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the Commission’s Rules. The application
is on file with the Commission and avail-
able for public inspection.
KenNNETH F, PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18194 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION
CORP., ET AL

Submission of Refund Report
JunE 14, 1976.

Take notice that on May 14, 1976, Mis-
sissippi, River Transmission Corporation
(MRT) filed with the Commission a re-
port of refunds made to certain of its
resale customers as a result of refunds
received by MRT from United Gas Pipe
Line Company and Natural Gas Pipe Line
Company of America in the above-cap-
tioned dockets. MRT states that such
refunds to resale customers have been
determined and distributed in accordance
with the refund distribution plan set
forth in MRT's September 4, 1974 letter
to the Commission. The subject plan was

.approved by Commission order issued
March 8, 1976, in the captioned dockets.

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, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed .on
or before June 28, 1976. 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 filing are on file with the Commis-
sion and are avallable ~for public
inspection.

KenNneETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18186 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Project No, 2767]
NUSHAGAK ELEC"I;I‘Q:IC COOPERATIVE,
INC.

Application for a Preliminary Permit

June 15, 1976.

Publi¢ notice is hereby given that an
application for a preliminary permit
(FPC Project No. 2767) was filed on
March 18, 1976, under the Federal Power
Act (16 U.S.C. §§ 791a-8251), by Nusha-
gak Electric Cooperative, Inc. (Corres-
pondence to: Nushagak Electric Cooper-
ative, Tnc., P.O. Box 197, Dillingham,
Alaska 99576; Robert Retherford Asso-
ciates, P.O. Box 6410, Anchorage, Alaska
99502) for the construction of a hydro-
electric dam on Lake Elva and an un-
named stream located in the Third
Judicial Division, State of Alaska, near
Dillingham, Alaska.

According to the applicant, 1t proposes
to construct: (1) a dam at the outlet of
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Lake Elva; (2) a spillway in bedrock
adjacent to the dam; (3) a steel penstock
approximately one mile in length; (4)
a powerhouse on the shore of Lake Nerka
with an installed capacity of 3,000 horse-
power; (5) a transmission line approxi-
mately 28 miles in length to the appli-
cant’s system at Aleknagik; and (6) ap-
purtenant facilities.

The power developed by the project
would be used in the applicant’s electrical
distribution system in the Dillingham-
Kanakanak-Aleknagik area.

A preliminary permit does not author-
ize construction-of a proiect. A permit,
if issued, gives the permittee, during the
term of the permit, the right of priority
of application for license while the per-
mittee undertakes the necessary studies
and examinations to determine the en-
gineering and economic feasibility of the
proposed project, market for the power,
and all other necessary information for
inclusion in an applicatéon for license.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before
August 23, -1976, file with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest In accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, 18 CF.R. §1.8 or §1.10 (1975).
All protests filed with the Commission
will be considered by it in determining
the appropriate action to be taken but
will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Persons wish-
ing to become a party to a proceeding or
to participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file petitions to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules,

The application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection.

KenNeETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc,76-18192 Filed 6-22-76;8:45am]

[Docket No. ID-1779]
R. E. DISBROW
Application
JunE 15, 1976.

Take notice that on May 24, 1976, R. E.
Disbrow (Applicant) filed an application
with the Federal Power Commission. Pur-
suant to Section 305(b) of the Federal
Power Act. Applicant seeks authority to

hold the following position:

Director, Michigan Power Company, Electric
& Gas Utility.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before July 8,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington,-D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure (18 CFR 1,8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-

priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to the proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file petitions to intervene in accord-
ance with the Commission’s Rules. The
application is on file with the Commis-
sion and available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18193 Filed G-22-76:8:45 am)|

|Docket No. ID-1636]
ROBERT E. MAGUIRE
Application

June 15, 1976.

Take notice that on May 24, 1976,
Robert E. Maguire (Applicant) filed an
application with the Federal Power Com-
mission. Pursuant to Section 305(b) of
the Federal Power Acf. Anplicant seeks
authority to hold the following positions:
Vice Chalrman, Blackstone Valley Electric

Comnany, Public Utility.

Vice Chairman, Brockton Edizson Company,

Public Utility.

Vice Chairman, Fall River Electric Light

Company, Public Utility.

RBlackstone Valley Electric Company
(“Blackstone”), a Rhode Island corpora-
tion having its principal place of busi-
ness on Washington Highway, Lincoln,
Rhode Island, owns and operates facili-
ties for the transmission and distribution
of electric energy at retail in and around
Pawtucket, Woonsocket, Central Falls,
Cumberland, and Lincoln, Rhode Island.
Most of the energy sold by Blackstone is
purchased from Montaup Electric Com-
pany.

Brockton Edison Company (“Brock-
ton’) , a Massachusetts corporation hav-
ing its principal place of business at 36
Main Street, Brockton, Massachusetts,
owns and operates facilities for the trans-
mission and distribution of electric en-
ergy at retail in the city of Brockton and
16 surrounding towns in Mascachusetts.
Most of the energy sold by Brockton 1s
purchased from Montaup Electric Com-

pany. :

Fall River Electric Light Company
(“Fall River™), a Massachucetts Corro-
ration having its nrincinal place of busl-
ness as 85 North Main Street. Fall River,
Massachucetts, owns and operates facil-
ities for the distribution of electric en-
ergy at retail in the city of Fall River
snd in Neighboring towns of Swansea,
Somerset, the major nart of Dighton, and
a part of Westport, all in Massachusetts.
Most of the energy sold by Fall River is
purchased from Montaup Electric Com-
pany.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
annlication should on or before July 8,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the reguirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro-
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tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to the proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing there-
in must file petitions to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules. The application is on file with the
Commission and available for public in-
spection.
KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 76-18197 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

| Docket No, RP75-84

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Informal Conference

JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that on June 28, 1976, an
additional informal conference will be
held commencing at 10:00 A.M,, in Room
6200 of the Federal Power Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, N.E., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20426. This conference will be
between Southern Natural Gas Com-
pany, the Commission Staff, and all in-
terested persons and will be for the
purpose of discussing the possibility of
settlement of issues presented in this
proceeding.

KENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18204 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. RP73-3 (PGA76-3) and
RP72-99 (DCA76-2) |

TRANSCONTINE%IA‘L GAS PIPE LINE

.

Tariff Filing

JUNE 14, 19786,

Take notice that Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) on May
28, 1976 tendered for filing three revised
tariff sheets to its FPC Gas Tariff, First
Revised Volume No. 1 and Original Vol-
ume No. 2 and are proposed to be effec-
tive July 1, 1976. These tariff sheets re-
flect the following:

1. A special PGA “tracking” rate in-
trease of 2.5¢ per Mcf in the commodity
or delivery charge of Transco’s CD, G,
OG, E, PS, 5-2 and ACQ rate schedules
bursuant to Ordering Paragraph (D) of
Opinion No. 749-A.

2. A “tracking” rate decrease of 1.2¢
per Mef in the commodity or delivery
charge of Transco’s CD, G, OG, E, PS,
5-2 and X-20 Rate Schedules for curtail-
ment related credits pursuant to Section
20 of the General Terms and Conditions
of Transco’s FPC Gas Tariff, Pirst Re-
Vised Volume No. 1.

The Company states that copies of the
filing have been mailed to each of the
Company’s jurisdictional customers and
Interested State Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
brotest said filing should file a petition to
Intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
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Street, NE., Washington; D.C., 20426 in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before June 18, 1976. 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
filing are on file with the Commission and
are available for public inspection.

KeENNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18187 Flled 6-22-76,8:45 am|

[Docket Nos. RP73-3 (PGAT76-2), RP73-69
and FP72-09 (EPGAT6-3]

TRANSCONTINEgTaL GAS PIPE LINE
0

Submission of Information Required by
Commission Orders

June 15, 1976.

Take notice that on May 18, 1976 (as
supplemented on May 28, 1976), Trans-
continental Gas Pipe Line Corporation
(Transco) submitted certain informa-
tion concerning emergency purchases, as
required by Commission orders issued in
the captioned dockets on April 30, 1976.
Transco states as follows:

The four 60-day emergency purchase trans-
actions reflected in Transco’s PGA track-
ing filing of March 31, 1976 were also re-
flected, among other 60-day emergency pur-
chase transactions, in Transco’s previous PGA
fillng (PGA76-1). The requested information
regarding such 60-day emergency purchase
transactions, other than the amount of gas
purchased under each 60-day transaction
during the appropriate time period, was pre-
viously furnished by Transco on March 29,
1976, in response to a similar directive of
February 27, 1976 in Docket No. RP73-3, et al.
(PGAT6-1) and, accordingly, such response
is incorporated herein by reference. With re-
spect to the amount of emergency gas pur-
chases reflected in Transco's PGA filing of
March 31, 1876, the volumes for each 60-
day emergency transaction are set forth in
Column (8) on the attached schedule.

Copies of Transco’s submittal are on
file with the Commission and are avail-
able for public inspection. Any person
desiring to comment on matters cen-
cerned therein should file such comments
with the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE,, Washington,
D.C. 20426, on or before July 8, 1976,

KENNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Do¢.76-18198 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am])

[Docket No. RP76-109]

UTAH GAS SERVICE CO.
Rate Increase Filing

JUNE 15, 1976.
Take notice that Utah Gas Service
Company (Utah Gas) on June 4, 1976,
tendered for filing the Third Revised
Sheet No. 18A superseding Second Re-
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vised Sheet No. 18A. Utah Gas states that
the proposed changes would increase its
revenues from jurisdictional sales by ap-
proximately $153,000.

Utah Gas requests that the Commis-
sion waive the 30-day notice requirement
and permit the rate filing to become ef-
fective immediately.

Copies of the filing were served upon
the company’s jurisdictional customer,
Northwest Pipeline Corporation.

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, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All
such petitions or protests’should be filed
on or before June 28, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining 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.

KeENNETH F. PLrums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18202 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am |

[Docket No. RP72-110 PGA76-9]
ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO.

Rate Change Pursuant to Purchased Gas
Cost Adjustment Provision

JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that Algonquin Gas
Transmission Company (“Algonquin
Gas”), on May 27, 1976, tendered for fil-
ing Seventeenth Revised Sheet No. 10
and Revised Seventeenth Revised Sheet
No. 10 to its FPC Gas Tariff, First Re-
vised Volume No. 1.

These sheets are being filed pursuant
to Algonquin Gas' Purchased Gas Cost
Adjustment Provision set forth in Section
17 of the General Terms and Conditions
of its FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised
Volume No. 1. The rate change is being
filed to reflect alternative purchased gas
costs to be paid by Algonquin Gas to ifs
supplier, Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation on July 1, 1976.

The proposed effective date of the
tariff sheetsis July 1, 1976.

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, DC 20426, in ac-
cordance with Sections 1.8, 1.10 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or be-
fore June 22, 1976. Protests will be con~
sidered 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

23, 1976
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filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

{FR Doc.76-18245 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. ER76-738]

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO.
Tariff Change
June 16, 1976.

Take notice that on June 9, 1976 Cen-
tral Maine Power Company (Central
Maine) tendered for filing proposed
changes in its FPC Rate Schedule No.
33 providing transmission services over
its 345 KV transmission lines. The pro-
posed change would allow extension of
the existing transmission rate schedule
beyond June 30, 1975 for the transmis-
sion of power entitlements to New Eng-
land electric utility participants from
the New Brunswick Electric Power Com-
mission and the Maine Electric Power
Company, Inc. The proposed change does
not include any increase in the exist-
ing basic rate.

The existing rate schedule is limited
by its terms to providing transmission
services for power from New Brunswick
through a contract which has ter-
minated. The proposed change to the
rate schedule eliminates this limitation.

Copies of the filing have been served
upon the New England electric utilities
who have entitlements under the New
Brunswick purchase and upon the Maine
Public Utilities Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to

protest said application should file a-

petition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E,, 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 June 30, 1976. 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 ap-
plication are on file with the Commis-
sion and are available for public inspec-
tion.
KeNNETH F, PLUMS,
Secretary.

[ FR Doc.76-18247 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. E-9547]
CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO.
Informal Conference

JuUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that on June 28, 1976, an
informal conference will take place be=-
tween representatives of Central Maine
Power Company, Eastern Maine Electric
Cooperative and the staff of the Federal
Power Commission covering issues aris~
ing out of Eastern Maine’s petition to
intervene in F.P.C. Docket No. E-9547.

NOTICES

This conference will be held in Room
8402, 825 North Capitol Street, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20426, at 9 a.m,

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18248 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

| Docket No. RP73-65 (PGAT6-3) |
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.

Submittal of Information on 60-Day
Purchases

JUNE 17, 1976.

Take notice that on April 27, 1976
Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation
(Columbia) tendered for filing, pursuant
to Ordering Paragraph (F) of the order
issued February 27, 1976 in the refer-
enced docket, information relating to
emergency purchases which are reflected
in the PGA amounts in this filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said notice of submittal of in-
formation on 60-day purchases should
file comments with the Federal Power
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or be-
fore July 29, 1976. Comments will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken.
Copies of this flling are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection,

KENNETH F. PLUuMB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18239 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

{Docket No. ER76-320]

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO.

Order Deferring Ruling on Motions and
Requiring Data
JUNE 17, 1976.

The Connecticut Light and Power
Company (CL&P) tendered for filing on
December 2, 1975 an amended tariff, R-3
Rate, to its FPC Rate Schedule No. 32.7.
This filing was accepted and suspended
by Commission order issued December 31,
1975. A Motion to Reject was filed by the
Connecticut Municipal Group on May 5,
1976. A request for a longer suspension
period was filed by Bozrah Light and
Power (Bozrah) on May 11, 1976. CL&P
filed a Response to the Motion to Reject
on May 20, 1975. For the reasons herein
stated, ruling on these motions will be
deferred and CL&P will be required to
submit certain data.

In the order issued December 31, 1975
in this docket, it was indicated that
“CL&P’s proposal would result in an in-
crease of 20.4% in revenue ., . for the
twelve month period ending December 31,
1976.” The Connecticut Municipal Group
states in its Motion that the amounts
billed by CL&P for March, 1976 result in
revenues ranging from 36% to 44%
higher than would be collected under
CL&P’s previous rate, Rate R-2, Because
of this divergence between what the De-
cember 31, 1975 order indicated would
be the percentage increase and what the
Connecticut Municipal Group alleges is

the percentage increase on the basis of
their bills, the Connecticut Municipal
Group urges rejection of the filing as
spurious in conception and as violative
of the Federal Power Act and the reg-
ulations thereunder. The Municipal
Group also states they are not adequately
protected by the refund provisions he-
cause Connecticut state law allows them
to change rates only once every three
months. Chap. 101, Conn. Statutes, Sec.
7-222. Since they arranged fto pass
through the rate increase level indicated
in the December 31, 1975 order, any in-
crease above that level cannot be passed
on for another three months, at least,
and the members of the Municipal Group
will have to absorb this loss. As part of
this argument, the Municipal Group
urges also a five-month suspension.

The request from Bozrah indicates that
its “power cost” based on bills from CL&P
was increased in March by 429% and in
April by 54%, thus *“creating emergency
conditions.” Bozrah requests reconsider-
ation of the December 31, 1975 order and
for “suspension effective retroactively to
March 2, 1976.”

CL&P’s Response states that compari-
sions between the R-3 Rate and the R-2
“could not be meaningful because of the
improper operation of the fuel adjust-
ment clause in the R-2 Rate.” CL&P also
indicates that nothing has occurred since
the Commission’s prior order in this
docket which would “provide a basis for
reversals of such decisions.” CL&P alleges
that the Municipal Groups “maninulates
and misuses figures” and that the
amounts actually billed were lower than
those estimated. CL&P contends also that
the Municipal Group “attempts to mis-
lead the Commission with respect to their
ability to recover their increased costs
from their own retail customers.”” CL&P
contends that the Municipal Groups' Mo~
tion does not provide basis for rejecting
CL&P’s rate filing.

The Commission shall defer ruling on
these motions at this time. Serious alle-
gations have been raised by these mo-
tions as to the actual nature of the rate
increase in this docket. Accordingly,
CL&P will be required to file the actual
bills and billing determinants for all its
wholesale customers under Rate R-3 for
March and April, 1976, together with the
same two months computed at Rate R-2,
CL&P will be required to submit any ad-
ditional explanation for any difference
between this information and that sup-
plied in Exhibit (B-8) of its filing in this
docket.! Upon receipt and review of the
submittal by CL&P, the Commission shall
rule upon the issues raised by the Mo-
tions of the Connecticut . Municipal
Group and Bozrah.

The Commission finds: Good cause
exists to defer ruling upon the Motions

1 For example, CI&P submitted in Exhibit
(B-8) that the percentage increase to Gro-
ton for March, 1976 would be approximately
19.98%. The Connecticut Municipal Group
alleges In its Motion that the percentage in-
crease for Groton during March 1976 was
actually 43%.
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of the Connecticut Municipal Group and
the Bozrah Light and Power Company
until submittal of data and information
by CL&P as hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders: (A) Ruling
upon the instant Motions is hereby de-
ferred.

(B) CL&P is hereby required to submit
within 15 days of the issuance of this
order the actual bills and billing deter-
minants for all its wholesale customers
under Rate R-3 for March and April,
1976, together with the same two months
computed at Rate R-2. CL&P is further
required to submit explanations for any
difference between this information and
that supplied in Exhibit (B-8) of its fil-
ing in this docket.

(C) Connecticut Light and Power shall
file monthly with the Commission the
report on billing determinants and reve-
nues computed under the rates in effect
immediately prior to the date the pro-
posed increased rates or charges became
effective and under the proposed in-
creased rates or charges that became
effective after the suspension period, to-
gether with the differences in the reve-
nues so computed.

(D) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Commission.

KENNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18238 Filed 6-22-76.8:45 am|

[Docket No. RP76-73]
DISTRIGAS OF MASSACHUSETTS CORP.
Compliance Filing
JURE 17, 1976.

Take notice that, on May 10, 1976, Dis~-
trigas of Massachusetts Corporation
(DOMAC) tendered for filing Original
Sheets Nos. PGA-1 and 34-B, and Sub-
stitute Tarifl Sheets Nos. 4, 5, 17, 19, and
34 to its FPC Tariff, Original Volume No.
1. DOMAC states that this filing is In-
tended to comply with the conditions
imposed by the Commission-upon accep~
tance of DOMAC’s tariff in the Commis-
sion’s order of April 16, 1976, in this
docket.

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, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
pefitions or protests should be filed on
or before June 23, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
berson wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KENNETH F, PLUMS,
Secretary,

[FR Doc.76-18241 Flled 6-22-76;8:456 am]

NOTICES

[Docket No. RI'76-130]
ESTATE OF A. O. PHILLIPS
Petition for Special Relief
JUNE 17, 1976.

Take notice that on May 25, 1976, the
Estate of A. O. Phillips, thru Cruy Man-
agement Service Co., 2501 Cedar Springs
Road, Dallas, Texas 75201 (as Agent),
filed a petition for special relief in Docket
No. RI76-130, pursuant to FPC Order
No. 481. Petitioner seeks authorization
to charge $1.11 per Mecf for the sale of
gas from the Frederickson-Drlick Unit,
Englehart Field, Colorado County, Texas
(Texas Gulf Coast) to Texas Eastern
Transmission Company, Box 2561, Hous~
ton, Texas 77001. The petition is based
upon the fact that an expensive work-
over has recently been performed on the
subject well restoring it to production.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition should on or before June 30,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-~
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro-
tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any party wishing to be-
come a party in any hearing therein,
must file a petition to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s Rules.

KeNNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18236 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am)

| Docket No. ER76-609 )
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO.
Supplementary Filing

JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that on May 28, 1976,
Florida Power & Light Company (FP&L)
tendered for filing an executed Service
Agreement and Exhibit A to the Com-
pany's FPC Electric Tariff, Original Vol-
ume No. 1, for seryice from FP&L to the
City of Starke, Florida. FP&L requests
that the executed Agreement and Exhibit
be substituted for the unexecuted copies
thereof which were filed with the Com-
mission on April 12, 1976.

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, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before June 23, 1976. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding, Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing
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are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KEeNNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18243 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. G-2801, et al.]

GETTY OIL CO. (OPERATOR), ET AL.
Informal Settlement Conference

JUNE 17, 1976.

Take notice of the convening on
June 23, 1976, of an informal settlement
conference among the parties to the
proceeding in Docket No. G-2801, ef al.,
including Commission stafl.

Phillips Petroleum Company (Op-
erator), el al. (Phillips), and Getty Oil
Company (Operator), et al. (Getty),
have each filed with the Commission ap-
plications ' pursuant to Section 7(b) of
the Natural Gas Act for permission and
approval to abandon their respective
sales of natural gas from the Erath Field
Unit in Louisiana to Columbia Gas
Transmission Corporation (Columbia),
Phillips and Getty claim that their res-
pective contracts with Columbia have
expired and that their gas from the Erath
Field Unit is now committed to Trunk-
line Gas Company (Trunkline) and
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Corpora-
tion (Transco), respectively. Columbia
has filed with the Commission its objec
tion to the proposed abandonments.

By order issued April 29, 1976, the Com-
mission consolidated these abandonment
proceedings * and set the matter for
formal hearing. Testimony in support of
the abandonment applications has been
filed by Getty, Phillips and Trunkline,

In an attempt to settle the issues raised
by the applications of Phillips and Getty,
an informal conference will convene at
10:00 a.m. on June 23, 1976, in a hearing
room at the Federal Power Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, N.E., Washing-
ton, D.C., 20426. The conference is open
to the public.

KENNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,76-18249 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am |

[Docket No ID-1793]

JACK M. WYATT
Application

JUNE 17, 1976.
Take notice that on June 10, 1976,
Jack M., Wyatt (Applicant) filed an ap-
plication with the Federal Power Com-
mission. Pursuant to Section 305(b) of

1 Notice of the application of Phillips in
Docket No. G-10020 was published in the
Federal Register on October 81, 1974 (39 FR
898419). Notice of the application of Geity
in Docket No. G-2801 was published in the
Federal Register on January 22, 1975 (40
FR 3511).

*The April 29, 1976, order also consoli«
dates with the two abandonment proceedings
the proceedings in Docket Nos. CI71-722
and CI72-50 in which Phillips and Getty,
respectively, were granted certificates to sell
gas to Trunkline and Transco.
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the Federal Power Act, Applicant seeks
authority to hold the following position:

(Director; New Orleans Public Service Inc.:
Public Ttility)

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before July 14,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10), All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing there-
in must file petitions to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s Rules.
The application is on file with the Com-
mission and is available for public in-
spection.

KenneTH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18237 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 am]

[Docket No. ERT8-726]

KANSAS POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Renewal Contract
June 17, 1976.

Take notice that on June 1, 1876, The
Kansas Power and Light Company
(KPL) tendered for filing a renewal con-
tract, dated March 29, 1976, with the
City of Sterling (Sterling), for whole-
sale electric service. KPL states that this
contract renews the contract dated
March 15, 1965 and designated KPL
Schedule FPC NoT81. KPL further states
that the contract increases capacity
available to Sterling from 1,500 KVA to
5,000 KVA and raises the annual mini-
mum charge from $4,000 to $23,500.

The effective date of the contract is
requested to be on the date facilities pro-
viding such capacity are completed, but
in any event, not later than July 1, 1976.

KPL states that copies of the filing
hav® been mailed to the City Clerk of
Sterling, Kansas and the Kansas State
Corporation Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 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 1, 1976. 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 parly must file a pe-
tition to intervene. Coples of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KenneETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18233 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

NOTICES

[Docket No. RP76-93)
KENTUCKY WEST VIRGINIA GAS CO.
Extension of Time

JunE 17, 1976.

On June 7, 1976, the City of Preston-
burg, Kentucky, filed a motion to ex-
tend the date for filing protests in the
above-designated proceeding.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the date for filing of protests
and petitions to intervene is extended to
and including July 7, 1976.

KenNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,76-18234 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-732]

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO.

Filing of Initial Rate Schedule and
Request for Waiver
JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that on June 7, 1976,
Southern California Edison Company
(Edison) tendered for filing a May 25,
1976, Agreement with the City of Ana-

heim providing for the transmission by
Edison on an interruptible basis of power
purchased by Anaheim from Nevada
Power Company, also on a non-firm basis.
Edison will charge Anaheim for trans-
mission, dispatching, and scheduling
services, and for losses between the
Point of Attachment to Nevada Power
and Point of Delivery to Anaheim,

Edison states that Anaheim requests
that service be initiated on July 1, 1976
under this Agreement, and for that rea-
son Edison requests that the notice pro-
visions of the Commission’s regulations
be waived and the filing be permitted to
become effective no later than July 1,
1976.

Copies of this filing were served upon
the City of Anaheim, California, and the
Public Utilities Commission of the State
of California. :

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this application should file a pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capital Street, N.E.,, Washington, D.C.
204286, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.0
of the Commission’s rules of practice and
pracedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before June 30, 1976. 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 ap-
plication are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KenNnNETH F, PLroms,
Secretary.
|FR Doc.76-18242 Piled 6-22-76;8:45 am)

NATIONAL GAS SURVEY

Supply—Technical Advisory Task Force—
Regulatory Aspects of Substitute Gas
Study Subgroup IV: Other Substitute
Gas; Meeting and Agenda
Conference Room 5200, Union Center

Plaza Building, 825 North Capitol Street,

N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, July 12,

1976 9:30 a.m.

Presiding: Mr, Michael C. Bachman,
FPC Ceoordinating Representative and
Secretary, National Gas Survey.

1. Call to Order—Mr. Michael C.
Bachman.

2. Discussion of Subgroup Report Out-
line—Dr. Richard Hellman, University
of Rhode Island, Subgroup Chairman.

a. Regulation of Bioconvertible Gas
Production in Historical Perspective.

b. Current Regulatory Profile.

c. Incipient Impact of Other Substi-
tute Gas Production on the Gas Short-
age.

d. Recommendations.

3. Other Business,

4. Adjournment—Mr.
Bachman.

This meeting is open to the public. Any
interested person may attend, appear
before, or file statements with the Com-
mittee—which statements, if in written
form, may be filed before or after the
meeting, or if oral, at the time and in
the manner permitted by the Committee.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18251 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|]

Michael C.

[Docket No. RP74-41]

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff
JuNe 17, 1976.

Take notice that Texas Eastern Trans-
mission Corporation on June 14, 1976
tendered for filing proposed changes in
its FPC Gas Tariff, Fourth Revised Vol-
ume No. 1, the following tariff sheets:

Substitute Twentieth Revised Sheet No. 14

Substitute Twentieth Revised Sheet No. 14A

Substitute Twentieth Revised Sheet No. 14B

Substitute Twentieth Revised Sheet No. 140

Substitute Twentleth Revised Sheet No. 14D

Substitute Revised Twentieth Revised Sheet
No, 14

Substitute Revised Twentieth Revised Sheet
No. 14A

Substitute Revised Twentieth Revised Sheet
No. 148B

Substitute Revised Twentieth Revised Sheef
No. 14C

Substitute Revised Twentleth Revised Sheet
No. 14D

Texas Eastern is reducing its rates due
to repayment of advanced payments for
gas pursuant to Article V of the Stipula-
tion and Agreement under Docket No.
RP74-41. The above tariff sheets are com-
panion to and are proposed fo become
effective on the same date as Texas
Eastern's filing of May 17, 1976 (Pur-
chased Gas Costs Adjustment and DCA
Commodity Surcharge). This filing was
inadvertently delayed and does not com=
ply with the thirty day filing require-
ment under the above mentioned Stipu-
lation and Agreement, therefore Texas
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Eastern requests waiver of all applicable
rules and regulations to permit the effec-
tive date-of these tariff sheets to be in
accordance with the Commission’s de-
termination of the effectiveness of the
tariff sheets filed on May 17, 1976, ie.
July 1, 1976 and July 2, 1876.

Copies of the filing were served on the
company’s jurisdictional customers and
interested state commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protests with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426, in
accordance with Sections 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 6, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protest-
ants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son 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.

KennNeTH F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Dec,76-18240 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No, RP72-64]

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
Interim Settlement Agreement

JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notice that on June 10, 1976,
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation
(Texas Gas) submitted a proposed in-
terim settlement agreement, together
with implementing tariff sheets con-
tained in the Appendices thereto and sup-
porting testimony, which was admitted
into evidence at a hearing convened and
concluded on that date. This settlement
agreement, which is proposed to be effec-
tive for the period April 1, 1976 through
March 31, 1981, is a result of discussions
ameng Texas Gas, the Commission staff,
and interested parties in the above-
entitled proceeding, Authorization for
Teg(as Gas' currently effective tariff pro-
visions relating to priority of service dur-
ing periods of curtailment expired on
March 31, 1976.

The proposed interim agreement,
among other things, provides for: (1)
Continuation of the currently effective
curtailment procedures reflecting priori-
ties of service prescribed in the Commis-
sion’s Statement of Policy, Order No.
467-B, 49 FPC 583, for the aforesaid
ﬂve-year period; (2) extension of the
Drovisions pertaining to an Index of
Quantity Entitlements, emergency situ-
ation relief, overrun penalty charges, de-
mand charge adjustments, and ar-
mngements between customers for the
period ending March 31, 1981; (3) over-
Tun penalty provisions in Section 10.4
of the General Terms and Conditions of
Texas Gas’ FPC Gas Tariff imposing a
benalty of $10 per Mef for customer takes
in excess of 102 percent of authorized

NOTICES

volumes during perlods of both seasonal
and daily curtailment; and (4) a pro-
hibition against any party to the agree-
ment filing a pleading or motion with
the Commission or with the courts seek-
ing a change in the end-use data used for
computing curtailments on the Texas
Gas system attached as Appendix D to
the agreement.

It appears reasonable and consistent
with the public interest in this proceed-
ing to prescribe a period shorter than 15
days for the filing of protests and peti-
tions to intervene. Therefore, any per-
son desiring to be heard or to make any
protests with reference to said filing of
settlement agreement should file on or
before June 24, 1976, such comments or
petitions to intervene with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with the require-
ments of the Commission’s Rules of Prac-
tice ‘and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or
1.10). All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro~
testants parties to the proceeding. Per-
sons wishing to become parties to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file petitions
to intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules. Persons that have pre-
viously filed a notice or petition for inter-
vention in this proceeding need not file
additional notices or petitions to become
parties with respect to the instant filing,
The filing which was made with the Com-
mission is available for public inspection,

KeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc¢.76-18244 Filed 6-22-76,8:45 am]

| Docket No. RP76-108]

TRUNKLINE GAS CO.
Change in Rates

JUNE 16, 1976.

Take notfice that on May 27, 1976
Trunkline Gas Company (Trunkline)
tendered for filing Tenth Revised Sheet
No. 37 of its FPC Gas Tariff, Original
Volume No. 2. This revised sheet applies
to Trunkline's Rate Schedule F-2. Trunk-
line also tendered for filing Eighth Re-
vised Sheet No. 104 of its FPC Gas Tariff,
Original Volume No. 2. This revised sheet
applies to Trunkline’s Rate Schedule F-5.

Trunkline states that the rate changes
reflect the July 1, 1976 rate increase as
prescribed by ordering paragraph (A) of
Opinion No. 749, Docket No. R-478 and
in accordance with the provisions of Rate
Schedules F-2 and F-5.

Trunkline requests an effective date of
July 1, 1976 for these revised sheets.

Any person desiring to be keard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 204286, in
accordance with Sections 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
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before June 23, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commicsion in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve t make protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per~
son wishing to become a narty must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KENNETH F'. PLUMS,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18246 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

UTAH POWER & LIGHT CO.
Application
[Docket No. E-9561]
JunE 17, 1976,

Take notice that on June 8, 1976, Utah
Power & Light Company, 2 Maine corpo-
rafion, and Utah Power & Light Com-
pany, a Utah corporation (Applicants
jointly) filed an application with the
Federal Power Commission seeking an
order pursuant to Section 203(a) of the
Federal Power Act authorizing the
merger of the Applicants into a single
corporation with the Utah corporation
as the surviving corporation.

The Applicants propose to merge, pur-
suant to a Plan of Merger which has been
approved by the Board of Directors and
stockholders of each ccmpany. The pro-
posed merger is sought solely for the pur-
pose of changing the state of incorpora~
tion of Utah Power & Light Company
from Maine to Utah. The Articles of In-
corporation and By-Laws of the Utah
corporation, taken together, are identical
in all material respects with the Com-
posite Certificate of Organization and
By-Laws, taken together, of the Maine
corporation, except as to differences in
form of the Articles of Incorporation
which are required to comply with the
provisions of the Utah Business Cor-
poration Act. The Utah corporation is a
wholly-owned subsidiary of the Maine
corporation and was organized for the
sole purpose of enabling the proposed
merger. The Utah corporation, prior to
the merger, will not have any significant
assets or liabilities. Following the mer-
ger, the Utah corporation will succeed
to all of the rights, assets and properties,
and assume all of the obligations and
liabilities of the Maine corporation and
will continue to conduct the électric util-
ity business in all respects in the same
manner as such business is now being
conducted by the Maine corporation.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should, on or before July 9,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro-
tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken, but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to par=
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ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file petitions to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s Rules.
The application is on file with the Com-
misison and available for public inspec-
tion.
KesNeTH F, PLUuMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18235 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

[FPMR TEMPORARY REG, F-305]
COMMUNICATION PROCEEDINGS
Revocation of Delegations of Authority

1. Purpose: This regulation revokes
certain delegations of authority granted
to other agencies to represent the con-
sumer interests of the executive agencies
of the Federal Government In communi-
cation proceedings which have been ter-
minated.

2. Effective date: This regulation is ef-
{fective immediately.

3. Expiration date: This regulation ex-
pires June 30, 1976.

4. Revocation: This revocation identi-
fies those delegations which are no longer
in force due to completion of the pro-
ceedings for which they were issued. Ac-
cordingly, the following FPMR tempo-
rary regulations are hereby revoked:

No., Date, and Subject

F-144; April 8, 1972; Delegation of authority
to the Secretary of Defense—Regulatory
Proceeding.

F-300; September 8, 1974; Delegation of au-
thority to the Secretary of Defense—Reg-
ulatory Proceeding.

¥-313; December 9, 1974; Delegation of au-
thority to the Secretary of Defense—Reg-
ulatory Proceeding.

F-380; April 2, 1976; Delegation of authority
to the Secretary of Defense—Regulatory
Proceeding.

Dated: June 15, 1876.

JACK ECKERD,
Adminisirator of General Seryices.

[FR Doc.76-18257 Flled 6-22-76;8:45 am]|

REGIONAL PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON
ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING
SERVICES

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Re-
gional Public Advisory Panel on Architec-
tural and Engineering Services, Region
2, July 15, 1976, from 9:00 AM, to 4:30
PM, Room 2408, U.S. Customs Court and
Federal Office Building, 26 Federal Plaza,
New York, New York. The meeting will
be concerned with the review of the con-
ceptual design for the Federal Correc-
tional Institute for Adults—Otisville,
New York. Frank and open critical anal-
ysis of the proposed design is essential
to insure that the design approach pro-
duces the best possible design solution.
Accordingly, pursuant to a determina-
tion that it will be concerned with a

NOTICES

matter listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5) the
meeting will not be open to the public.”

Dated: June 14, 1976.

GERALD J. TURETSKY,
Regional Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-18258 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION
UTAH LEGAL SERVICES
Application for Grant

The Legal Services Corporation was
established pursuant to the Legal Serv-
ices Corporation Act fo 1974. Pub. L. 93~
355, 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C. 2096-20061,
Section 1007(f) provides:

At least thirty days prior to the approval
of any grant application or prior to entering
into a contract or prior to the initlation of
any other project, the Corporation shall an-
nounce publicly, and shall notify the Gov-
ernor and the State Bar Association of any
State where legal assistance will thereby
initiated, of such grant, contract or proj-
ect‘. LA

The Legal Services Corporation here-
by announces publicly that it is consider-
ing an application for a grant submitted
by Utah Legal Services, Salt Lake City,
Utah.

Additional information may be ob-
tained by writing the I.egal Services
Corporation, 733 Fifteenth Street, NW.,
Suite 700, Washington, D.C. 20005.

Dated: June 18, 1976.

TrOMAS EHNRLICH,
President,
Legal Services Corporation.

| FR Doc.76-18302 Filed 8-22-76;8:45 am|)

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ON OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE
MEETING

June 18, 1976.

The National Advisory Committee on
Oceans and Atmosphere (NACOA) will

hold a two-day meeting on Monday and -~

Tuesday, July 19-20, 1976. The sessions
will be open to the public and will be held
in Room 6802 of the U.S. Department of
Commerce Building, 14th Street between
Constitution Avenue and E Street, NNW.,
Washington, D.C., beginning at 9:00 a.m.
on both days.

The Committee, consisting of 25 non-
Federal members appointed by the Presi-
dent from State and local governments,
industry, science and other appropriate
areas, was established by Congress by
Public Law 92-125, on August 16, 1971,
as amended. Its duties are to (1) under-
take a continuing review of national
ocean policy, coastal zone management
and the progress of the marine and at-
mospheric science and Service programs
of the United States, (2) submit & com-
prehensive annual report to the Presf-
dent and to the Congress setting forth
an overall assessment of the status of the
Nation’s marine and atmospheric activi-
ties on or before 30 June of each year,

and (3) advise the Secretary of Com-
merce with respect to the carrying out of
the purpose of the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration.
The agenda will include the following
topics:
July 19, 1976, 9:00 am.—5:00 p.m.
Morning:
Swearing-in and welcome of new members.
Briefing on Federal Ocean Program, Atmo-
spheric Sclences, Meteorological Sciences
and Supporting Research.
Legislative Branch Ocean Affailrs Studles,

Afternoon:

Review of NACOA reports and activities.
Plans for the future.

July 20, 1976, 9:00 am-1:00 p.m.
Briefing on State Department actlvities in
ocean affairs; Ambasador Frederick Trving,
Assistant Secretary for Oceans and Inter.
national Environmental and Scientific Af-
falrs, Department of State.
Plans for the future (continued).

Adjournment at approximately 1:00

m,

The public is welcome at these sessions
and will be admitted to the extent of the
seating available. Persons wishing to
make formal statements should notify
the Chairman in advance of the meeting.
The Chairman retains the prerogative
to place limits on the duration of oral
statements and discussions. Written
statements may be submitted before or
after each session.

Additional information - concerning
this meeting may be obtained through
the Committee’s Executive Director, Dr.
Douglas L. Brooks, whose mailing ad-
dress is: National Advisory Committee
on Oceans and Atmosphere, Department
of Commerce Building, Room 5225,
Washington, D.C. 20230. The telephone
number is 377-3343.

Doucras L. BROOKS,
Executive Director.

[FR Doc.76-18200 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 81-184]
CAROLINA WHOLESALE FLORISTS, INC.

Notice of Order for Hearing on
Application for Exemption

JUNE 16, 1976.

Notice is hereby given that Carolina
‘Wholesale Florists, Inc. (the *“Appli-
cant”) has flled an application pursuant
to Section 12(h) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, as amended, (the
“Act”) for an order éexempting the Appli-
cant from the provisions of Section 12(g)
of the Act.

Section 12(g) of the Act requires the
registration of the securities of every is-
suer which is engaged in interstate com-
merce or in a business affecting inter-
state commerce, or whose securities are
traded by use of the mails or any means
or instrumentality of interstate com-
merce, and on the last day of the fiscal
year has total assets exceeding $1 million
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and a class of equity securities held of
record by 500 or more persons. Regis-
tration is terminated 90 days after the
issuer files a certification with the Com-
mission that the number of holders of
the registered class of securities is fewer
than 300 persons.

Section 12(h) empowers the Commis-
sion to exempt, in whole or in part, any
issuer or class of issuers from the regis-
tration, periodic reporting, proxy solici-
tation and other requirements of the
Act, if the Commission finds by reason
of the number of public investors,
amount of trading interest in the securi-
ties, the nature and extent of the activi-
ties of the issuer, income or assets of the
issuer, or otherwise, that such exemption
is not inconsistent with the public inter-
est or the protection of investors.

The application states in part:

1. The Applicant is a North Carolina
corporation whose total assets first ex-
ceeded $1,00,0000 as of January 31,
1975, the end of its last fiscal year, when
its assets amounted to $1,046,414. As of
January 31, 1976, Applicant’s total as-
sets amounted to $1,064,059 and it had a
total of 638 stockholders, 458 of which
held 250 shares or less of the company’s
stock.

2. There has been limited trading in its
stock since at least October 1, 1974.

3. The preparation and filing of a reg-
istration statement under Section 12{(g)
and compliance with the reporting and
proxy solicitation requirements of the
Act would involve an increase in costs
which would seriously impair Applicant’s
ability to cope and operate with a profit.

4. Applicant’s total assets exceeded the
$1,000,000 test approximately for four
and a half months early in 1975 until it
sold property which reduced its net as-
sets to $845,732. Its assets again exceeded
$1,000,000 as of January 31, 1976.

5. Applicant is making an effort to ac-
quire outstanding shares in order to re-
duce the number of shareholders to a
figure below 300.

It is ordered pursuant to Section 12(h)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
as amended, that a hearing on the ap-
plication of Carolina Wholesale Florists,
Inc. for an exemption from the provisions
of Section 12(g) of that Act be held
July 6, 1976 at 10:C0 a.m., at the offices
of the Securities and Exchange Commis- '
sion, 500 North Capitol Street, Room 7786,
Washington, D.C. An Administrative Law
Judge will be designated to preside at the
'{\eariug. Any person desiring to be heard
is directed to file with the Secretary of
the Commission his request as provided
for by Rule 9(c) of the Commission's,
Rules of Practice, setting forth any issues
of fact or law which he desires to con-
irovert and/or setting forth any addi-
tional issues which he feels should be
considered.

The Division of Corporation Finance
advises that it has made a rreliminary
examination of the application and that,
on the basis thereof, the following
matters and questions are to be presentéd
for consideration In this proceeding:

NOTICES

1. Whether the number of public in-
vestors and the amount of trading Inter-
est, actual or potential, in the Applicant’s
securities justify the requestedr exemp-
tion;

2, Whether information which is or
may be available to investors concerning
the Applicant is adequate to justify the
requested exemption;

3. Whether representations by the Ap-
plicant provide adequate invcstors pro-
tection to justify the requested exemp-
tion; and

4, Generally, whether the requested
exemption is consistent with the public
interest and with the protection of in-
vestors.

It is further ordered that the Secretary
of the Commission shall give notice of the
aforesaid hearing by mailing a copy of
this Notice and Order by certified mail
to Carolina Wholesale Florists, Inc. and
its attorney and that notice to all other
persons be given by publication of this
Notice and Order in the Federal Reg!ster,
and that a general release of this Jom-
mission in respect to this Notice and
Order be distributed to the press and
mailed to those persons whose names
appear on the mailing list for releases.

By the Commission.

GEORGE A. FIIZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

|T'R Do¢.76-18227 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 am}

[File No. 81-207]
MILLMASTER ONYX CORP.

Notice of Application and Opportunity for
Hearing

June 16, 1976.

Notice is hereby given that Mi'master
Onyx Corporation (“Applicant’) has
filed an application pursuant to Section
12(h) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, as amended (“the 1934 Act™) for
exemption from filing a Form 10-K re-
quired by the provisions of Sections 13
and 15(d) of the 1934 Act.

Section 13 provides that each issuer of
a security which is registered pursuant
to Section 12 of the 1934 Act shall file
with the Commission, in accordance with
such rules and regulations as the Com-
mission may prescribe as necessary or
appropriate for the proper protection of
investors and to insure fair dealing in the
security, certain anmual, currer¥, and
quarterly reports.
~ Section 15(d) provides that each issuer
who has filed a registration statement
which has become effective pursuant to
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended,
shall file with the Commission, in ac-
cordance with such rules and regulaticns
as the Commission may prescribe as
necessary or appropriate in the pub’ic
interest or for the protection of investors,
such supplementary and periodic infor-
mation, documents, and reports as may
be required pursuant to Section 13 of
the 1934 Act in respect of a security
registered pursuant to Section 12 of the
1934 Act.
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Section 12(h) empowers the Commis-
sion to exempt, in whole or in part, any
issuer or class of issuers from the regis-
tration, periodic reporting, and proxy
solicitation provisions under Sections 12,
13 and 14 of the 1934 Act and to grant
exemptions from the insider reporting
and trading provisions of Section 16 of
the 1934 Act, if the Commission finds,
by reason of the number of public in-
vestors, amount of trading interest in
the securities, the nature and extent of
the activities of the issuer, or otherwise,
that such exemption is not inconsistent
with the public interest or the protection
of investors. y

The Application states, in part:

1. At the end of its fiscal year on
March 31, 1975, Applicant, a New York
corporation, had outstanding one class
of securities registered pursuant to Sec-
tion 12(b) of the 1934 Act.

2. As a result of a cash tender offer in
March and April of 1975 and subsequent
purchases in the over-the-counter mar-
ket, Kewanee Industries, Inc. (“Kewa~-
nee”), a Delaware Corporation, ac-
quired approximately 99.25% of Appli-
cant’s outstanding Common Stock.

3. Applicant’s Common Stock was de-
listed and deregistered from the Ameri-
can Stock Exchange, and on April 28,
1975, sald stock was deemed registered
under Section 12(g) (1) of the 1934 Act.

4. On January 30, 1976, Applicant was
merged into Kewanee and the remain-
ing public shareholders of Applicant
were given cash upon surrender of their
shares.

5. As a result of the merger, all of
Applicant’s issued and outstanding
shares of Common Stock are owned by
Kewanee.

6. On February 12, 1976, Applicant
filed Certification pursuant to Section
12(g) (4) of the 1934 Act indicating that
it had less than 300 shareholders of
record.

In the absence of an exemption, Ap-
plicant would be required to file a report
on Form 10-K for the period from
April 1, 1975, through December 31, 1975,
as required by the provisions of Sec-
tions 13(a) and 15(d) of the 1934 Act.

Applicant argues that no useful pur-
pose would be served in filing said report.

For a more detailed statement of the
information presented, all persons are
referred to said application which is on
file in the offices of the Commission at
500 North Capitol Street, N.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20549.

Notice is further given that any in-
terested person not later than July 12,
1976 may submit to the Commission in
writing his views or any substantial facts
bearing on this application or the desir-
ability of a hearing thereon. Any such
communication or request should be ad-
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, 500 North Capitol
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20549,
and should state briefly the nature of the
interest of the person submitting such in-
formation or requesting the hearing, the
reason for such request, and the issues
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of fact and law raised by the application
which he desires to controvert.

Persons who request a hearing or ad-
vice as to whether a hearing is ordered
will receive any notices and orders issued
in this matter, including the date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone-
ments thereof. At any time after said
date, an order granting the application
may be issued upon request or upon the
Commission’s own motion.

By the Commission.

[seaL] GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS, .
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18226 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Release No. 12650
NEW YORK STOCK EXCHANGE, INC.
Order Approving Proposed Rule Change
June 17, 1976.

On April 13, 1976, the New York Stock
Exchange, 55 Water Street, New York,
New York (SR-NYSE-76-25), filed with
the Commission pursuant to Section 19
(b) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 (the “Act”), as amended by the
Securities Acts Amendments of 1975, and
Rule 19b-4 thereunder, copies of a pro-
posed rule change.

The proposed rule change amends Ex-
change Rules 409, 416, 417, 418 and 440
in order to conform such rules to the re-
quirements of Rule 17a-5 as amended by
the Commission on December 17, 1975.

Notice of the proposed rule change to-
gether with the terms of substance of the
proposed rule change was given by pub-
lication of a Commission Release (Secur-
itles Exchange Act Release No. 124186,
(May 7, 1976)) and by publication in the
Federal Register (41 Fed. Reg. 20035
(May 14, 1976)).

The Commission finds that the pro-
posed rule change is consistent with the
requirements of the Act and the rules
and regulations thereunder applicable
to national securities exchanges, and in
particular, the requirements of Sections
6, and 17 and the rules and regulations
thereunder.

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to
Section 19(b) (2) of the Act, that the pro-
posed rule change filed with the Commis-
sion on April 13, 1976, ke, and it hereby
is, approved.

For the Commission by the Division of
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele-
gated authority,

GEOGRE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18225 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[24A-2283]
TAXPAYERS AID SOCIETY, INC.
Order Suspending Exemption; Statement
of Reasons, and Notice of Opportunity
for Hearing
June 16, 1976.
I

On December 23, 1975, Taxpayers Aid
Soclety, Ine. (the “issuer”), a North
Carolina corporation with offices at 107

NOTICES

N. Vance Street, Pembroke, North Caro-
lina 28372, filed with Atlanta Regional
Office of the Securities and Exchange
Commission a notification, offering cir-
cular and related exhibits for a proposed
offering of $500,000 (aggregate) of short-
term promissory notes in order to obtain
an exemption from the registration re-
quirements of the Securities Act of 1933,
as amended, pursuant to Section 3(b)
thereof and Regulation A promulgated
thereunder. No amendments have been
filed and a commencement date for the
offering has not been established.

II

The Commission has reasonable cause
to believe, on the basis of information
reported to it by its staff, that:

A, The notification, offering eircular
and other sales literature contain untrue
statements of material facts and omit to
state material facts necessary fo make
the statements made, in light of the cir-
cumstances under which they were made,
not misleading, in particular with re-
spect to: :

1. The failure to disclose in the notifi-
cation and offering circular that the is-
suer had commenced the offering of its
short-term promissory notes prior to the
filing of the notification and the issu-
er's sales of securities in violation of
Section 5(a) of the Securities Act of
1933 within one year prior to the filing of
the notification.

2. The failure to disclose in the offer-
ing circular that the issuer's “guaran-
teed” notes were, in fact, unsecured.

3. The failure to disclose adequately in
the offering circular the nature of the
issuer's business operations;

4. The failure to provide in the offering
circular the financial statements re-
quired by Regulation A prepared in ac-
cordance with generally accepted ac-
counting principles; and

5. The inclusion in the offering circular
of an inadequate and misleading ac-
countant’s report on the financial state-
ments furnished.

B. The terms and conditions of Regu-
lation A have not been met in the follow-
ing respects:

1. The offering, if allowed fto com-
mence, would exceed the ceiling restric-
tions imposed by Rule 254; and

2. Afi injunction was issued by the
United States District Court for the
Eastern District of North Carolina
against the Issuer and a director, officer,
prineipal shareholder and promoter
presently connected with the issuer after
the Regulation A which would have ren-
dered the Regulation A exemption un-
available if it had occurred prior to such
filing; and

3. The failure to provide in the offering
circular the financial statements re-
quired by Regulation A prepared in ac-
cordance with generally accepted ac-
counting principles.

C. The offering, if commenced, would
be in violation of Section 17 of the Se-
curities Act of 1933; as amended.

I
1t appearing to the Commission that it

is in the public interest and for the pro-
tection of investors that the exemption

of the issuer under Regulation A be
temporarily suspended,

It is ordered, pursuant to Rule 261(a)
of the General Rules and Regulations
under the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, that the exemption of the is-
suer under Regulation A be, and hereby
is, temporarily suspended;

It is further ordered, pursuant to Rule
7 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice,
that the issuer file an answer to the al-
legations contained in this order within
thirty days of the entry thereof;

Notice is hereby given that any person
having any interest in the matter may
file with the Secretary of the Commis-
sion a written request for a hearing
within thirty days after the entry of this
order; that within twenty days after the
receipt of such request the Commission
will, or at any time upon its own motion
may, set the matter down foir a hearing
at a place to be designated by the Com-
misison for the purpose of determining
whether this order of suspension should
be vacated or made permanent, without
prejudice, however, to the consideration
and presentation of additional matters
at the hearing; and that notice of the
time and place for the said hearing will
be promptly given by the Commission. If
no hearing is requested and none is
ordered by the Commission, the order
shall become permanent on the thirtieth
day after its entry and shall remain In
effect unless it is modified or vacated by
the Commission.,

By the Commission.

GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

[F"R/Doc.76—18223 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am |

[File No. 500-1]
VIKING GENERAL CORP.
Suspension of Trading
Junge 17, 1976.
1t appearing to the Securities and Ex-

change Comission that the summary sus-
pension of trading in the securities of
Viking General Corp. being traded on &
national securities exchange or otherwise
is required in the public inferest and for
the protection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
trading in such securities on a national
securities exchange or otherwise is sus-
pended, for the period from 4:10 p.m.
(EDT) on June 17, 1976 through June 26,
1976.

By the Commission.

GEORGE A, FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-18224 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[No. AB-1 (Sub-No. 43) et all
ABANDONMENT APPLICATIONS
Findings

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec~
tion 1a(6) (a) of the Interstate Coms=
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merce Act that orders have been entered
in the following abandonment arplica-
tions which are administratively final
and which found that subeet to condi-
tions the present and future public con-
venience and necessity permit akandon-
ment.

A Certificate of Abandonment will be
issued to the applicant carri:=s 30 days
after this Federal Register publication
(7-30-76) unless the instructions set
forth in the notices are followed.

[No. AB-1 (Sub-No. 43)]

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN TRANSPOR-
TATION COMPANY ABANDONMENT BE-
TWEEN WATERVILLE AND MORRISTOWN, IN
LE SeurR anp Rice CounTiEs, IMi -
NESOTA

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec-
tion 1a(6) (a) of the Imterstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C.1a(8) (a) ) that by an
Initial Decision served May 17, 1976, to
which no exceptions were filed, % was
found that, subject to the conditions for
protection of railway employees pre-
scribed by the Commission in Chicago,
P. & Q.R. Co., Abzdonment 257 1.C.C.
700, the present and future public con-
venience and necessity permit abandon-
ment by The Chicago and North Western
Transportation Company permitting
abandonment, of a line of railroad be-
ginning at mile post 29.2 at or near
Waterville, Le Seur County, Minnesota,
and extending in an northeasterly direc-
tion to mile post 35.3 at or near Morris-
town, Rice, County, Minnesota, a dis-
tance of 6.1 miles. A certificate of aban-
donment will be issued to The Chicago
and North Western Transportation Cora-
pany, based on the above-described find-
ing, 30 days after publication of this
notice, unless within 30 days from the
date of publication the Commission
further finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person (in-
cluding a government entity) has offered £i-
nancial assistance (In the form of a rail serv-
ice continuation payment) to enable the rafl
service involved to be continued:; and

(2) It is likely that such proffered assist-
ance would:

(&) Cover the difference between the reve-
nues which are attributable to such line of
rallroad and the avoidable cost of providing
rail freight service on such line, together
with a reasonable return on the value of
such line, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or
any portion of such Iine of railroad.

If the Commission so finds, the issuance
of a certificate of abandonment will be
postponed for such reasonable time, not
to exceed 6 months, as is necessary to
enable such person or entity to enter into
a4 binding agreement, with the carrier
seeking such abandonment, to provide
such assistance or to purchase such line
and to provide for the continued oper-
ation of rail services over such line. Gpon
notification to the Commission of the
execution of such an assistance or acqui-
sition and operating agreement, the Com-
mission shall postpone the issuance of
such a certificate for such period of time
as such an agreement (including any ex-
tensions or modifications) is in effect.

NOTICES

Information and procedures regarding
the financial assistance for continued rail
service or the acquisition of the involved
rail line are contained in the Notice of
the Commission entitled “Procedures for
Pending Rail Abandonment Cases” pub-
lished in the FepErRAL REGISTER On
March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691. Al in-
terested parties are advised to follow
the instructions contained therein as well
as the instructions contained in the
above-referenced order.

[Docket No. AB-26 (Sub-No. 8) |

Live OAx, PERrRY AND SouTH GEORGIA
Ramnway COMPANY ABANDONMENT OF
OPERATIONS BETWEEN FOLEY JUNCTION
AND Live OAK, IN TAYLOR, LAFAYETTE,
AND SUWANNEE COUNTIES, FLORIDA

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec-
tion 1a(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6) (a)) that by
an order entered on May 4, 1976, a find-
ing, which is administratively final, was
made by the Commission, Commissioner
Brown, stating that, subject to the con-
ditions for the protection of railway
employees preseribed by the Commission
in Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., Abandonment,
257 I.C.C. 700, the present and future
public convenience and necessity permit
abandonment by the Live Osak, Perry
and South Georgia Railway Company of
its operations over the line of railroad
extending from Foley Junction to Live
Oak, Florida, a distance of 39.54 miles.
A certificate of abandonment will be
issued to the Live Oak, Perry and South
Georgia Railway Company based on the
above-described finding of abandonment,
30 days after publication of this notice,
unless within 30 days from the date of
publication, the Commission further
finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person (in-
cluding a government entity) has offered
financial assistance (in the form of a rall
service continuation payment) to enable the
rail service involved to be continued; and

(2) It is Ukely that such proffersd nssist-
ance would:

(a) Cover the difference between the reve-
nues which are attributable to such line of
rallroad and the avoldable cost of providing
rall freight service on such line, together with
a reasonable return on the value of such
Iine, or

(b) Cover ihe acquisition cost of all or
any portion of such line of railroad.

If the Commission so finds, the issu-
ance of a certificate of abandonment will
be postponed for such reasonable time,
not to exceed 6 months, as is necessary to
enable such person or entity to enter into
a binding agreement, with the carrier
seeking such abandonment, to provide
such assistance or to purchase such line
and to provide for the continued opera-
tion of rail services over such line. Upon
notification to the Commission of the
execution of such an assistance or ac-
quisition and operating agreement, the
Commission shall postpone the issnance
of such a certificate for such period of
time as such an agreement (including
any extension, or modifications) is in ef-
fect. Information and procedures re-
garding the financial assistance for con-
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tinued rail service or the acquisition of
the involved rail line are contained in
the Notice of the Commission entitled
“Procedures for Pending Rail Abandon=
ment Cases” published in the FeperaLn
RecisTErR on March 31, 1976, at 41 FR
13691. All interested persons are advised
to follow the -instructions contained
therein as well as the instructions con-
tained in the above-referenced order.

[Docket No. AB-37 (Sub-No. 2)]

OREGON-WASHINGTON RAILROAD AND Nav-
IGATION CoMPANY AND UnI1ON PaciFic
RAILROAD COMPANY ABANDONMENT POR-
TION BROGAN BRrRANCH BETWEEN VALE
AND JAMIESON IN MALHEUR COUNTY,
OREGON

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec-
tion 1a(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6) (a)) that by
an order entered on May 3, 1976, a find-
ing, which is administratively final, was
made by the Commission, Commissioner
Brown, stating that, subject to the con-
ditions for the protection of railway em-
ployees prescribed by the Commission in
Chicago, B & Q. R. Co., Abandonment,
257 I.C.C. 700, the present and future

- public convenience and necessity permit

abandonment by the Oregon-Washing-
ton Railroad and Navigation Company,
and abandonment of operation by Union
Pacific Railroad Company, over a por-
tion of the Brogan Branch of Oregon-
Washington Railroad and Navigation
Company extending from railroad Mile-
post 0.10 near Vale, Oregon, in a north-
westerly direction to railroad Milepost
17.68 at Jamieson, Oregon, a distance of
17.58 miles in Malheur County, Oregon.
A certificate of abandonment will be is-
sued to the Oregon-Washington Railroad
and Navigation Company and Union Pa-
cific Railroad Company, based on the
above-described finding of abandonment,
30 days after publication of this notice,
unless within 30 days from the date of
publication, the Commission further
finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person (in-
cluding a government entity) has offered
financial assistance (in the form of a rail
service continuation payment) to enable the
rall service Involved to be continued; and

(2) It is lkely that such proffered assist-
ance would:

(a) Cover the difference between the reve-
nues which are attributable to such line of
rallroad and the avoidable cost of provid-
ing rail freight service on such line, together
with a reasonable return on the value of such
lUne, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or any
portion of such line of rallroad.

If the Commission so finds, the issu-
ance of a certificate of abandonment will
be postponed for such reasonable fime,
not to exceed 6 months, as is necessary to
enable such person or entity to enter into
a binding agreement, with the carrier
seeking such abandonment, to provide
such assistance or to purchase such line
and to provide for the continued opera-
tion of rail services over such line. Upon
notification to the Commission of the ex-
ecution of such an assistance or acquisi-
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tion and operating agreement, the Com-
mission shall postpone the issuance of
such a certificate for such period of time
as such an agreement (including any
extensions or modifications) is in effect.
Information and procedures regarding
the financial assistance for continued
rail service or the acquisition of the in-
volved rail line are contained in the No-
tice of the Commission entitled “Proce-~
dures for Pending Rail Abandonment
Cases"” published in the FEpERAL REGIS-
TER on March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691. All
interested persons are advised to follow
the instructions contained therein as well
as the instructions contained in the
above-referenced order.

[Docket No, AB-108)

TEXAS EXPORT RAILROAD COMPANY ABAN-
DONMENT OF OPERATIONS BETWEEN
BRIDGEPORT AND GRAHAM, IN WISE, JACK,
AND YOUNG COUNTIES, TEXAS

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec-
tion la(6)(a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. 1a(6) (a)) that by
an order entered on May 3, 1976, a find-
ing, which is administratively final, was
made by the Commission, Commissioner
Brown, stating that, subject to the con-
ditions for the protection of railway em-
ployees prescribed by the Commission in
Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., Abandonment,
257 1.C.C. 700, the present and future
public convenience and necessity permit
asbandonment of operation by the Texas
Exporf Railroad Company over its entire
leased line of railroad, extending from
railroad Milepost 3--249.8 near Bridge-
port, Texas, in a westerly direction to
railroad Milepost 3--304.14 at Graham,
Texas, a distance of 54.34 miles in Wise,
Jack and Young Counties, Texas. A cer-
tificate of abandonment will be issued to
the Texas Export Railroad Company
based on the above-described finding of
abandonment, 30 days after publication
of this notice, unless within 30 days from
the date of publication, the Commission
further finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person (in-
cluding a government entity) has offered
financial assistance (in the form of a rail
service continuation payment) to enable the
rail service involved to be continued; and

(2) It is likely that such proffered assist-
ance would:

(a) Cover the difference between the rev-
enues which are attributable t¢ such line of
railroad and the avoidable cost of providing
rail freight service on such line, together with
a reasonable return on the value of such
Hne, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or
any portion of such line of rallroad.

If the Commission so finds, the issu-
ance of a certificate of abandonment will
be postponed for such reasonable time,
not to exceed 6 months, as is necessary to
enable such person or entity to enter into
a binding agreement, with the carrier
seeking such abandonment, o provide
such assistance or to purchase such line
and to provide for the continued opera-
tion of rail services over such line. Upon
notification to the Commission of the
execution of such an assistance or ac-
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quisition and operating agreement, the
Commission shall postpone the issuance
of such a certificate for such period of
time as such an agreement (including
any extensions or modifications) is in
effect. Information and procedures re-
garding the financial assistance for con-
tinued rail service or the acquisition of
the involved rail line are contained in the
Notice of the Commission entitled “Pro-
cedures for Pending Rail Abandonment
Cases”, published in the FEDpERAL REG-
ISTER on March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13691.
All interested persons are advised to
follow the instructions contained therein
as well as the instructions contained in
the above-referenced order.

By the Commission.

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary. .

[FR Doc.76-18281 Filed 6-22-76,8:45 am]

[Notice No. 75]
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

. Junz 18, 1976.

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 Official Docket of the
Commission. An attempt will be made o
publish notices of cancellation of hear-
ings as promptly as possible, but interest-
ed parties should take appropriate steps
to insure that they are notified of can-
cellation or postponements of hearings in
which they are interested.

MC 133478 (Sub 18), Hearing Transporta-
tion, Inc. now being assigned July 23, 1976
(1 day) at San Francisco, California and
will be held at the U.8, Tax Court Room,
Federal Bullding and Courthouse, 450
Golden Gate Avenue.

MC 141713, Vince Venuti, DBA Vince's Service
Center, now assigned July 21, 1976, at New
Orleans, La., is canceled and transferred to
Modified Procedure.

AB 1 (Sub 9), Chicago and Northwestern
Transportation Company Abandonment
Between Wren, Iowa and Iroquois, South
Dakota in Sioux and Plymouth Counties,
Towa and Union, Lincoln, Turner McCook,
Miner and Kingsbury Counties, S8outh Da~-
kota now assigned July 7, 1876 at Sloux
Falls, South Dakota and will be held in
the Community Room, 2nd Floor, Minne-
haha County Court House, 6th & Dakota
Avenue, July 12, 1976 at Hawarden, Iowa
and will be held at City Hall, Council
Chamber, 725 Central Avenue, July 138,
1976 at Beresford, South Dakota and will
be held at the V.F.W. Legion Meeting Room
and July 15, 1976 at Salem, S8outh Dakota
and will be held &t the Community Room,
McCook County Natlonal Bank,

MC 184785 (Sub 18), Specialty Transport, Inc.
now being assigned September 23, 1976
at the Offices of the Interstate Commerce
Commission in Washington, D.C.

RoBERT L, OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18280 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 76)
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
Correction
JUNE 18, 1976,

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 Official Docket of the
Commission. An attempt will be made to
publish notices of cancellation of hear-
ings as promptly as possible, but inter-
ested parties should take appropriate
steps to insure that they are notified of
cancellation or postponements of hear-
ings in which they are interested.

CORRECTION

MC 141045 (Sub No. 1), Park City Coach

Service, Inc. now assigned July 26, 1976 in

Hartford, Connecticut and will be held in

Room 134, Federal Office Building, 450

Main Street instead of Room 134, Federal

Office Building, 150 Main Street.

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

| FR Do¢.76-18284 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR
RELIEF

June 18, 1976,

An application, 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 appli-
cation 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 appli-
cation must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of
Practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed
within 15 days from the date of publica~
tion of this notice in the Federal Regis-
ter.

FSA No. 43183—Beet or Cane Sugar
jrom Billings and Sidney, Montana.
Piled by Trans-Continental Freight Bu-
reau, Agent, (No. 504), for interested rail
carriers. Rates on sugar, beet or cane,
dry, in bulk or in packages, in carloads,
as described in the application, from
Billings and Sidney, Montana, to points
in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Missouri, and
Wisconsin.

Grounds for relief—Returned ‘ship-
ments and rate relationship.

Tariff—Supplement 400 to Trans-
Continental Freight Bureau, Agent,
tariff 14-P, 1.C.C. No. 1785. Rates are
published to become effective on July
15, 1976.

By the Commission,

[sEAL] ROBERT L. OsWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18286 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]
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[Notice No. 280]

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

JUNE 23, 1976.

Synopses of orders entered by the
Motor 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 C.F.R. 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 environ-
ment resulting from approval of the ap-
plication. As provided in the Commis-
sion’s Special Rules of Practice any in-
terested person may file a petition seek-
ing reconsideration of the following
numbered proceedings on or before
July 13, 1976. Pursuant to Section 17(8)
of the Interstate Commerce Act, the fil-
ing of such a petition will postpone the
effective date of the order in that pro-
ceeding pending its disposition. The mat-
ters relied upon by petitioners must be
specified in their petitions with particu-
larity,

No. MC-FC-76106. By order entered
June 16, 1976 the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to B-Line Truck-
ing, Inc., Newark, N.J., of that portion of
the operating rights set forth in Certifi-
cate No. MC-123226, issued June 22, 1964,
to T & P Transportation, Inc., Newark,
N.J., authorizing the transportation of
advertising displays, asbestos, chemicals
(except vegetable oils), and paint pig-
ments, between New York, N.Y., on the
one hand, and, on the other, Philadel-
phia, Pa., and points in New Jersey with-
in 40 miles of City Hall, New York, N.Y.;
and fertilizer between New York, N,Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
Philadelphia and Lansdale, Pa., Cam-
den, N.J., and points in New Jersey with-
in 40 miles of City Hall, New York, N.Y.
John R. Sims, 425 13th Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20004, attorney for ap-
plicants,

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18285 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|

(Notice No. 76)

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JUNE 21,71976.

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
provisions of 49 C.F.R. § 1131.3. These
rul(-;s provide that an original and six (6)
copies of protests to an application may
be filed with the field official named in
the FeperaL REGISTER publication no later
than the 15th calendar day after the date
the notice of the filing of the application
Is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
One copy of the protest must be served on
the applicant, or its authorized repre-
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sentative, if any, and the protestant must
certify that such service has been made.
The protest must identify the operating
authority upon which it is predicated,
specifying the “MC” docket and “Sub”
number and quoting the particular por-
tion of authority upon which it relies.
Also, the protestant shall specify the
service it can and will provide and the
amount and type of equipment it will
make available for use in connection with
the service contemplated by the TA ap-
plication. The weight accorded a pro-
test shall be govesned by the complete-
ness and pertinence of the protestant’s
information.

Except as otherwise specifically noted,
each applicant states that there will be
no significant effect on the quality of the
human environment resulting from ap-
proval of its application.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Office of the
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in
the I.C.C. Field Office to which protests
are to be transmitted.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 439TA), filed
June 11, 1976. Applicant: TRANS-COLD
EXPRESS, INC,, P.O. Box 61228, D/FW
Airport, Tex. 75261. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: J. B, Stuart (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over firregular routes, transporting:
Compounds, tree or weed killing (herbi-
cides) ; insecticides or fungicides, agri-
cultural; fertilizing compounds, dry or
lquid; polychlor, agricultural insecti-
cides or fungicides, agricultural insecti-
cides, NOI; insecticides other than agri-
cultural; chelating compounds and
chemicals, NOI, from Cranston, R.I., and
Toms River, N.J., to points in Texas and
California, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Ciba-Geigy Corporation, 444
Saw Mill River Road, Ardsley, N.Y. 10502.
Send protests to: Opal M. Jones, Trans-
portation Assistant, Intersta‘e Commerce
Commission, 1100 Commerce St., Room
13C12, Dallas, Tex. 75242.

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 344TA), filed
June 11, 1976. Applicant: BANKERS
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 1106 W.
35th St., Chicago, Ill. 60609. Applicant's
representative: Paul R. Bergant (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Laboratory specimens and reports,
between Columbus, Ohio, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Indi-
ana, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Diamond Shamrock Health Sciences,
Inc., Thomas R. Jones, Sales-Marketing,
3728B Olentangy River Road, Columbus,
Ohio 43214, Send protests to: Patricia A,
Roscoe, Transportation Assistant, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Everett
McKinley Dirksen Bldg., 219 S. Dearborn
St., Room 1386 Chicago, I11. 60604.

No. MC 115322 (Sub-No. 117TA), filed
June 9, 1976, Applicant: REDWING RE-
FRIGERATED, INC. P.O. Box 10177,
Taft, Fla. 32809. Applicant's representa-
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tive: J. V. McCoy, P.O. Box 426, Tampa,
Fla. 33601. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Bakery products (except commodities in
bulk), from Marysville, Pa., to points in
North Carolina, South Carolina, and
Florida, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Specialty Ladyfingers, Inc., 450
S. State Road, Maryville, Pa. 17053.
Send protests to: G. H. Fauss, Jr., Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, Box
35008, 400 West Bay St., Jacksonville,
Fla. 32202.

No. MC 124230 (Sub-No. 26TA), filed
June 7, 1976. Applicant: C. B. JOHNSON,
INC., P.O. Drawer S, Cortez, Colo. 81321,
Applicant’s representative: David E.
Drigegers, Suite 1600 Lincoln Center, 1660
Lincoln St., Denver, Colo. 80203. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Gold and silver ore,
in bulk, from the minesites and facilities
of Free Gold Mines, Inc., near Winston
(Sierra County), N. Mex., to E]l Paso,
Tex., for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 90
days of operating authority. Supporting
shipper: Free Gold Mines, Inc., 6303 In-
dian School Road, N.E. Albuquerque, N.
Mex. 87110. Send protests to: Herbert C.
Ruoff, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 492 U.S. Cus-
toms House, 721 19th St., Denver, Colo.
80202.

No. MC 128527 (Sub-No. 62TA), filed
June 10, 1976. Applicant: MAY TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, P.O. Box 398, Payette,
Idaho 83661. Applicant’s representative:
Edward G. Rawle (same address as ap-
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
pies, from the plantsite of Mrs. Smith’s
Pie Company, at or near McMinnville,
Ore., to Salt Lake City, Murray, Ogden,
Granger, Utah; Idaho Falls, Boise, Poca-
tello, and Twin Falls, Idaho; Missoula,
Billings, Butte, Great Falls and Helena,
Mont.; Basin, Rawlins, and Sheridan,
Wyo.; Spokane, Kennewick, Walla Walla,
and Yakima, Wash., for 180 days. Ap-
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority. Supporting shipper: Mrs. Smith’s
Pie Company, 2803 Orchard Ave. Mec-
Minnville, Ore. 97128. Send protests to:
Barney L. Hardin, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 550
West Fort, Box 07, Boise, Idaho 83724.

No. MC 138635 (Sub-No. 24TA) (Cor-
rection), filed May 20, 1976, published
in the FEpErAL REGISTER issue of June 10,
1976, republished as corrected this issue,
Applicant: CAROLINA-WESTERN EX-
PRESS, INC., 650 Eastwood Drive, Gas-
tonia, N.C. 28052. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Eric Meierhoefer, 303 N. Frede-
rick Ave., Gaithersburg, Md. 20760. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Fiber glass, from
West Shelby, N.C., Amsterdam, N.Y.,
and Graham, Tex., Seattle, Wash., and
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points in its commercial zone, for 180
days: Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Durkin Chemicals, Inc., Box 655, Kirk-
Jand, Wash. 98033. Send protests to: Ter-
rell Price, District Supervisor, 800 Briar
Creek Road, Room CC516, Mart Office
Bldg., Charlotte, N.C. 28205. The purpose
of this republication is to change the
applicant’s name, Carolina~-Western Ex-
press, Inc., in lieu of Del R. and Western
Express, Inc., which was previously pub-
lished in error.

No. MC 141708 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 9, 1976. Applicant: CONSOLI-
DATED EXPRESS, INC., 60 Kellogg St.,
Jersey City, N.J. 07305. Applicant’s rep~
resentative: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1700
K St., N.W. Washington, D.C. 200086.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, com-
modities in bulk and those receiving spe-
cial equipment), between points in the
New York Commercial Zone, restricted
to import and export shipments having
a prior or subsequent movement by
water, for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority. Support-
ing shippers: There are approximately
10 statements of support attached to the
application, which may be examined at
the Interstate Commerce Commission in
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof
which may be examined at the field
office named below. Send protests to:
Robert E. Johnston, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 9
Clinton St., Newark, N.J.

No. MC 141927 TA (Amendment) filed
April 6, 1976, published in the FEDERAL
REecIsTER issue of April 23, 1976, and
republished as amended this issue, Ap-
plicant: SCHMIDT FURNITURE &
MOVING CO., INC., 3356 North Green
Bay Ave., Milwaukee, Wis. 53212. Appli-
cant’s representative: David F. Gerlach,
140 North Ave., Hartland, Wis. 53029.
Authority sought to operate as a common
earrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting : Household goods as
defined by the Commission, between
points in Milwaukee County, Wis., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Ken-
tucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minne-
sota, Mississippi, Nebraska, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia. Applicant infends to tack
its existing authority with MC 298163, for
180 days. Supporting shipper: Elliott
Van & Storage Company, Inc., West
Allis, Wis. Send protests to: John E.
Ryden, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, 135 West
Wells St., Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis.
53203. The purpose of this republication

is to amend the territorial description -

in this proceeding.

No. MC 141953 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 11, 1976. Applicant: R & L INC,,

NOTICES

Rural Route 2, Grand Island, Nebr.
68801. Applicant’s representative: Gail-
yn 1. Larsen, 521 Scuth 14th St., P.O.
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr, 68501, Author-
ity sought to operate as & contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Feed and feed in-
gredients and animal health products,
from the facilities of Con Agra, at or
near Sioux City, Towa, to Sherman, Ham-
ilton, Merrick, Hall, Adams, Buffalo, and
Kearney Counties, Nebr,, under a contin-
uing contract with Hartman Feeds, Ine.,
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Surporting shipper:
D. Hartman, Hartman Feeds, Inc., P.O.
Box 1181, Grand Island, Nebr., 68801,
Send protests to: Max Johnston, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 285 Federal Bldg., & U.S. Court-
house, 110 Centennial Mall North, Lin-
coln, Nebr. 68508.

No. MC 142113 TA, filed June 2, 1976.
Applicant: CHESTER A. RICHMOND,
doing business as RICHMOND CART-
AGE, P.O. Box 337, Craigsville, W. Va.
26205. Applicant’s representative: John
M. Friedman, 2930 Putnam Avenue, Hur-
ricane, W. Va. 25526. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular vroutes, trans-
porting: General commodities (except
those of unusual value, Classes A and B
explosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
Between Charleston, W. Va., and Mar-
linton, W. Va.: From Charleston, W. Va.,
over U.S. Highway 119 to junction with
Interstate Highway 79, thence over In-
terstate Highway 79 to junction with U.S.
Highway 19 at Sutton, W. Va., thence
over U.S. Highway 19 to junction with
West Virginia Highway 41, thence over
West Virginia Highway 4! to junction
with West Virginia Highway 20, thence
over West Virginia Highway 20 to junc-
tion with West Virginia Highway 39,
thence over West Virginia Highway 39 to
junection with U.S. Highway 219, thence
over U.S. Highway 219 to Marlinton, W.
Va., and return over the same routes,
serving all intermediate and off-route
points, on and in connection with above
described routes, all points on the desig-
nated highways between Sutton, W. Va.
(except Sutton and Marlinton, W. Va.,
and points in Greenbrier, Nicholas, Po-
cahontas, and Webster Counties, and
those in Randolph County on and south
of U.S. Highway 33, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: There are approximate-
ly 24 statements of support attached to
the application, which may be examined
at the Interstate Commerce Commission
in Washington, D.C., or copies thereof
which may be examined at the field of-
fice named below. Send profests to: H. R.
White, District Supervisor, Inferstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op-
erations, 3108 Federal Office Bldg., 500
Quarrier St., Charleston, W. Va. 25301.

No. MC 142118 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 10, 1976. Applicant: VALLEY
TRUCKING, INC., R.R. #2, Box 55,
Fargo, N. Dak. 58102, Applicant’s repre-

sentative: Edward A. O’Donnell, 1004
29th St., Sioux City, Iowa 51104. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
wcts, meat by-products, and articles dis-
tributed by meat packinghouses as de-
seribed 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 commodities in bulk and
hides), from West Fargo and Fargo, N.
Dak., to points in Illinois and Indiana
within the Chicago, 111, commercial
zone, Aurora, Elgin, North Aurora, and
Rockford, Il.; Greensburg and Indian-
apolis, Ind.; Fort Madison, Iowa; De-
troit, Mich., and its commercial zone;
Austin, Golden Valley, Hopkins, Min-
neanolis, St. Paul, and Stillwater, Minn.;
Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, Szlem,
and West Richfield, Ohio; and Butler,
Eau Claire, Green Bay, Jefferson, Ke-
nosha, Madison, and Milwaukee, Wis.
Restriction: Restricted to a transporta-
tion service performed under a continu-
ing contract or contracts with Flavor-
land Industries, Inc,, for 180 days. Ap-
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority. Supporting shipper: Flavorland
Industries, Inc., 1911 Cunningham
Drive, Sioux City, Iowa 51107. Send pro-
tests to: District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, P.O. Box 2340, Fargo, N. Dak.
58102.

No. MC 142135 TA, filed June 9, 1976.
Applicant: PRIORITY DISPATCH,
INC., 1217 Dalton St., Cincinnati, Ohio
45203. Apnlicant’s representative: Mi-
chael Spurlock, 8 East Broad St., Colum-
bus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehiele, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, limited to in-
dividual articles not exceeding one hun-
dred (100) pounds in weight, moving as
shipments not exceeding five hundred
(500) pounds in weight, irom one con-
signor to one consignee in a single day,
between the Cincinnati, Ohio, Commer-
cial Zone, on the one hand, and, on the
other, the Louisville, Ky., Commercial
Zone, restricted to shipments moving on
bills of lading issued by American De-
livery Systems, Inc., Detroit, Mich., for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an un-
derlying ETA seeking up fo 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting ship-
per: Al Wasserman, President, American
Delivery Systems, Inc., 300 Seven Mile
Road, Petroit, Mich. 48203. Send pro-
tests to: Paul J. Lowry, District Super-
visor, 5514-B Federal Bldg., 550 Main
St., Cincinnati, Ohio 45202.

No. MC 142136 TA, filed June 9, 1976.
Applicant: DONALD M. FORSTER,
doing business as D & E TRAILER
TRANSPORT, 777 Temescal St., Space
120, Corona, Calif. 91720, Applicant's
representative: Willlam J. Monheim,
P.O. Box 1756, 15942 Whittier Blvd.,
Whittier, Calif. 90609. Authority sought -
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-

ing: Travel trailers, not exceeding eight
feet in width, designed to be drawn by
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light pickup trucks, from points in
Orange and San Bernardino Counties,
calif., to points in Arizona, Colarado,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo-
ming, for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 90
days of operating authority. Supporting
shipper: Alfa Leisure, Inc., 5163 G St.,
Chino, Calif. 91710. Send protests to:
Philip Yallowitz, District Supervisor, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Room
1321 Federal Bldg., 300 North Los Ange-
les St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90012.

No. MC 142143 TA, filed June 11, 1976.
Applicant; LARRY N. HARPER, Rural
Route, Edson, Kans. §7733. Applicant’s
representative: Erle W. Francis, Suite
619, 700 Kans.s Ave., Topeka, Kans.
66603. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Dry proc-
essed feed and feed ingedients, fror. the
plantsite of Cargill, Inc., McCook, Nebr.,
to points in Kansas on and west of U.S.
Highway 183 and to points in Colorado
on and north of U.S. Highway 50, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an underly-
ing ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat-
ing authority. Supporting shipper: Car-
gill, Inc., Nutrena Feed Division, Cargill
Bldg.,, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Send
profests to: Thomas P. O'Hara, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 234 Fed-
eral Bldg., Topeka, Kans. 66603.

NOTICES

PASSENGER APPLICATION

No. MC 142144 TA, filed June 11, 1976.
Applicant: JELCO BUSES, INC. P.O.
Box 54, Pewaukee, Wis. 53072, Applicant’s
representative: Anthony E. Young, 327 8.
LaSalle St., Chicago, Ill. 60604. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular rout-s,
transporting: Passengers, in charter
operations, from Brown, Zlark, Crawford,
Dane, Dunn, Kenosha, Marathon, Marin-
nette, Monroe, Racine, Rock, Washburn,
Waukesha, and Wood Counties, Wis;, to
Marriot Corporation's Great America,
located at or near Gurnee, Ill., and re-
turn, for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 90
days of operating authority. Supporiing
shippers: There are approximately 36
statements of support attached to the ap-
plication, which may be examined at the
Interstate Commerce Commission in
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof
which may be examined at the field office
named below. Send protests to: Gail
Daugherty, Transportation Assistant, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau
of Operations, 135 West Wells St., Room
807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203.

By the Commission,

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-18287 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 - .a]

[Notice 132]
TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TERMINATION

The temporary authorities granted in the dockets listed below have expired as a
result of final action either granting or denying the issuance of a Certificate or
Permit in a corresponding application for permanent authority, on the date indi-

cated below:

Temporary authority spplication

Final action or Certificate Date of

D.b.a. Reliance Van Co., MC-21436 Sub-1
Devine & Son Trucking Co., MC-28500 Sub-7.
Atlanta Motor-Lines, Ine., MC-58885 Sub-27. .

A. J. Motler Hauling & Rigging, Inc., M(.‘.-I(Bli-f(s-!iif-éi:

Purolator Courjer Corp., MC-111720 Sub-549___
Purolator Courier Corp., MC-111720 Sub-551__________
Purolator Courfer Conp., MC-111720 Sub-553__
Purolator Courier Corp., MC-111729 Sub-558_
Parolator Courier Corp., MC-111720 Sub-559
Purolator Courier Corp., MC-111720 Sub-562
Purolntor Courfer Corp., MC~111720 Sub-506.
Purolator Courier Corp., MC-111720 Sul»-560__
Lenmar Transport & MC-112016 Sub-8.___.___
Oliver Trucking Co., Ine., MC-116014 Sub-70__
Oliver Trucking Co., Inc., MC-116014 Sub-71_ .
D & T, Transport, Ino., MC-116273 Sub-190___
D & L, Transport, Inc., MC-116273 Sub-109_
J & M Carriers Corv., MC-116858 Sub-13____
Hahn Truck Line, Ine., MC-117785 Sub-178_
Hahn Truck Line, Inc., MC-117765 Sub-181_
Central Transport, Ine,, MC-118831 Sub-117
L. C. L. Transit Co., MC-119974 Sub-50

Hofer, Te,, MC-128007 8ab-70. o+ oo
AlTohnson Trucking, Inc., MC-128%35 Sub-14.
.Y\,! ;h‘h nson Troeking, Toe., MC-128235 Suh-15.

4. Bob Dittrich Trucking, MC-128051 Sub-12_
P'rucking Co., Tne., MC-120486 Sub=3.__.
ard Cartage, Ine,, MO-133602 Sub-1.
R- Transport, Inc., MC-134806 8ub-38__
shurg Trucking Co, Inc., MC-135616 Sab-5. .
topkins Tracking Service, Tng., MC-136115 Sub-3.
Y. K. Motor Sorviee, Ine., MC-138741 Sub-12
E. K. Motor Service. Ine., MC-138741 Sub-1
(“w:.-turl Corp,, MO-138884 Sub-2
b.a. B 3

I.r.umpg.rl Servien, Tne.; MC~140379 Sub-1
E. R. Comber & Son, Tne., MC-140708.
‘\\.-l“" V. Green, MC-140780 Sub-1__.__ .
3 nlk:y Transport, Ine., MC-110068 Sub-1

)b t Martin, Trueki
Pittslleld Froight Lines, Inc., MC-141085

Yitts
——

ng Service, MC-141035 Sub-1

or permit action

~MC21488._ ..ol May 27,1978
- MC-28500 Sub-9. ... ____.___ June 4,1976

- MC-58885 Sub-28 2 Do.
MC-108676 Sub-86_ . June 9,1976
MC-111729 Sub-556. June 7,1076

o O e s e Do.

SO o N Do.

-« MC-111729 Sub-567. Do.

MC-111720 Sub-563. Do.

- MC-111729 Sub-570. Do.

MC-111720 Bub-567.. Do.

e MC-111720 Sub-570. % Do.
- MC-112016 Sub-9. .. - June 8,1076
MC-116014 Sub-73.. . June 09,1076

IO S s Do.

C-116273 Sub-189. Do.

N Do.
1C-116858 Sub-14_. - June 2,1976
MC-117765 Sub-18 JuneD 7.1076

............ 0.
MC-118531 Sub-11 . May 27,1076
- iew MC-119974 Sub47. . - June 2,1976
- MC-128007 Sub-72... . June 9,1078
- MC-128235 Sub-16.. - June” 4,1076

....... B0, L SO e b Do.
-- MC-128951 Sub-13.. June 8, 1076

- MC-120486 Sub-9.
-- MC-133602_ ...
-~ MC-134806 Sub-34. _
- MC-135616 Sub-4. ..

[FR Doc.76-18283 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

-. MC-136115 Sub-4_ __ “Do
-~ MC-138741 Sub-9___ Do,
- M(C-138741 Sub-10 Do.
-« MC-138884 Sub-3. - June 4,1976
.. MC-139785 Sub-1. - June 9, 1976
- MC-139858 Sub-2. - May 27,1976
-- MC-140879 Sub-2. ---- June 8, 1976
MC-140708 Sub-1. - June  2,1976
MC-140780 Sub-2. - June 8, 1976
- MC-140068 Sub-2. - De.
............ MC-141035 Sub-2.__ —— Do.
............. MC-1410858ub-1......._.__. June 9,1076
“ROBERT L. OSwWALD,
Secretary.
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IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices
June 18, 1978.

The following letter-notices of pro-
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur-
pose of reducing highway congestion,
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini-
mizing safety hazards, and conserving
fuel have been filed with the Interstate
Commerce Commission under the Com-
mission’s Gateway Elimination Rules (49
CFR 1065), and notice thereof to all
interested persons is hereby given as pro-
vided in such rules.

An original and two copies of protests
against the proposed elimination of any
gateway herein described may be filed
with the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion on or before July 6, 1976. A copy
must also be served upon applicant or its
representative. Protests against the elim-
ination 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 22675 (Sub-No. E1), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN , INC., 50-18 9Tth Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Com-
mission, between peoints in Pennsylvania
on and east of a line beginning at the
New York-Pennsylvania State line and
extending along Interstate Highway 81
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 309,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 309
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 443,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 443
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 895,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 895
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 61,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 61 to
junction Pennsylvania Highway 10,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 10
to the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Oklahoma. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateways of Essex
County, N.J., Springfield, Mo., and In-
dependence, Kans., and points within 50
miles thereof.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E2), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C, . 20036. 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 Pennsylvania east of a line beginning
at the New York-Pennsylvania State line
and extending along Interstate Highway
81 to junction Pennsylyania Highway
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309, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
309 to junction Pennsylvania Highway
443, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
443 to junction Pennsylvania Highway
895, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
895 to junction Pennsylvania Highway
61, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
61 to junction Pennsylvania Highway 10,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 10
to the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other, In-
dependence, Kans. and points within 50
miles thereof. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Essex
County, N.J. and Joplin, Mo.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E3), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Con-
necticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20036. 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 Pennsylvania east of a line beginning
at the New York-Pennsylvania State line
and extending along Interstate Highway
81 to junction Pennsylvania Highway
309, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
309 to junction Pennsylvania Highway
443, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
443 to junction Pennsylvania Highway
895, thence along Pennsylvania Highway
895 to junction Pennsylvania High-
way 61, thence along Pennsylvania
Highway 61 to junction Pennsylvania
Highway 10, thence along Pennsyl-
vania Highway 10 to the Pennsylvania-
Maryland State line, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Missouri. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Essex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E5), filed June
4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATE VAN
LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Corona,
N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representative:
Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut
Avenue, NW., Suite 1200, Washington,
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods, as defined by the Com-
mission, between points in Pennsylvania
on and east of a line beginning at the
New York-Pennsylvania State line and
extending. along Interstate Highway 81
{0 junction Pennsylvania Highway 309,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 309
{¢ junction Pennsylvania Highway 443,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 443
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 895,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 895
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 61,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 61
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 10,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 10 to
the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in South Carolina. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Es-
sex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E6), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATE VAN
LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Corona,
N.Y. 11368, Applicant’s representative:
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Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut
Avenue, N.W., Suite 1200, Washington,
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods, as defined by the Com~
mission, between points in Pennsylvania
on and east of a line beginning at the
New York-Pennsylvania State line and
extending along Interstate Highway 81 to
junction Pennsylvania Highway 309,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 309
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 443,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 443
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 895,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 8985
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 61,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 61
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 10,
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 10
to the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Florida. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Essex County,
N.J.-

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E9), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Con-
necticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1200, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between Philadelphia, Pa.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Indiana. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Essex County,
N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E10), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant; ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC, 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Con-
necticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1200, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vahicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between points in Pennsyl-
vania on and south of U.S. Highway 22,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in New Hampshire. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Es-
sex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E11), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Avenue NW., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20036. 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 Pennsylvania on and south of U.S.
Highway 22, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Vermont. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Essex County, N.J,

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E12), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Ela;ce.
Corona, N.Y. 1136€8. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000

Connecticut Avenue NW., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20036. 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 Pennsylvania, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Rhode Island.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of Essex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E22), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368, Applicant's repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Househcld goods, as defined by the
Commission, between points in Con-
necticut, on the one hand, and, on the
other, Independence, Kans., and points
within 50 miles thereof. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of Essex County, N.J. and Joplin, Mo.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E25), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 87th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Avenue NW., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20038, 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 Connecticut, on the one hand, and, on
the other points in Georgia. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Essex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E26), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y, 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Avenue NW. BSuite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20036. 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 Connecticut, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Florida. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
way of Essex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E27), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Co~
rona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecti~
cut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Washington,
D.C. 20046. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods,-as defined by the Com-
mission, between points in New Jersey,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Oklahoma. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of Jop-
lin, Mo., and Independence, Kans.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E28), filed June
4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES VAN
LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Corona,
N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representative:
Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticub
Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Washington, D.C.
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20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion, between points in New Jersey, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Texas north and west of a line begin-
ning at the Texas-Louisiana State line
and extending along Texas Highway 21,
thence along Texas Highway 21 to junc-
tion Texas Highway 103, thence along
Texas Highway 103 to junction U.S.
Highway 59, thence along U.S. Highway
59 to junction Texas Highway 288,
thence along Texas Highway 288 to the
Gulf of Mexico. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Joplin,
Mo., Independence, Kas.,, and points
within 50 miles thereof, and Ponfotoc
County, Okla.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E29), filed June
3, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES VAN
LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Corona,
N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representative:
Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut
Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Washington, D.C.
20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion, between points in New Jersey north
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania-
New Jersey State line and extending
along Secondary New Jersey Highway 518
to junction New Jersey Highway 18,
thence along New Jersey Highway 18 to
junction U.S. Highway 9, thence alorig
U.S. Highway 9 to junction Secondary
New Jersey 520, thence along Secondary
New Jersey Highway 520 to the Atlantic
Ocean, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Texas. The¢ purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Joplin, Mo., Independence, Kans., and
points within 50 miles thereof, and Pon-
totoc County, Okla.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E30), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Avenue NW., Suite 1200,
Washington, D.C. 20036. 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 New Jersey, on the one hand, and, on
the other, Independence, Kans., and
points within 50 miles thereof. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
way of Joplin, Mo.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E31), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.¥Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J, Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Ave, NW., Suite 1200, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between points in New
Jersey north of a line beginning at the
New Jersey-Pennsylvania State line and
extending along U S. Highway 46 to junc-
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tion New Jersey Highway 24, thence
along New Jersey Highway 24 to junction
New Jersey Secondary Highway 510,
thence along New Jersey Secondary
Highway 510 to junction U.S. Highway 1,
thence along U.S. Highway 1 to the New
Jersey-New York State line, on the one
hand, and, on the other, Texarkana,
Ark. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of Joplin, Mo,
Independence, Kans., and points within
50 miles thereof, and Pontoftoc County,
Okla.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No, E32), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC. 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.¥. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connecticut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Wash~
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between Independence,
Kans., and points within 50 miles thereof,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Arkansas on and south of Arkansas
Highway 8. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Pontotoc
County, Okla.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E33), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place,
Corona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000
Connectieut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between Independence,
Kans,, and points within 50 miles thereof,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Texas on and south of Interstate
Highway 40. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Pontotoc
County, Okla.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E34), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Co-
rona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Con-
necticut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods, as defined by the Com-
mission, between points in the New York,
N¥Y., Commercial Zone, as defined by the
Commission, Suffolk and Nassau Coun-
ties, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Texas. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Joplin, Mo., Independence, Kans., and
points within 50 miles thereof, and Pon-
totoc County, Okla.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E38), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Co-
rona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Robert J. QGallagher, 1000 Con-
necticut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods, as defined by the Com-
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mission, between points in New York on
and east of a line beginning at the United
States-Canada border and extending
along Interstate Highway 87 to junction
New York Highway 8, thence along New
York Highway 8 to junction New York
Highway 30, thence along New York
Highway 30 to junction New York High-
way 17, thence along New York Highway
17 to junction New York Highway 97,
thence along New York Highway 97 to
the New York-Pennsylvania State line,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Illinois. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Essex
County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E44), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Cor-
ona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Con-
necticut Ave. NW., Suite 1200, Wash~-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between points in New York
on and east and south of a line beginning
at the Canadian-United States border
and extending along New York Highway
374 to junction New York Highway 3,
thence along New York Highway 3 to
junction New York Highway 73, thence
along New York Highway 73 to junction
Interstate Highway 87, thence along In-
terstate Highway 87 to junction New
York Highway 8, thenee-along New York
Highway 8 to junction New York High-
way 30, thence along New York Highway
30 to Thomas Dewey Thruway, to U.S.
Highway 209, thence along U.S. Highway
209 to the New York-Pennsylvania State
line, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in West Virginia. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Essex County, N.J.

No. MC 22675 (Sub-No. E45), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place, Co-
rona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant's representa-
tive: Robert J. Gallagher, Suite 1200,
1000 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between points in New York
on and east of a line beginning at the Ca-
nadian-United States border and ex-
tending along New York Highway 374 to
junction New York Highway 3, thence
along New York Highway 3 to junction
New York Highway 73, thence along New
York Highway 73 to junction Interstate
Highway 87, thence along Interstate
Highway 87 to junction New York High-
way 8, thence along New York Highway
8 to junction New York Highway 30,
thence along New York Highway 30 to
the Thomas Dewey Thruway, to junction
U.S. Highway 209, thence along U.S.
Highway 209 to the New York-Pennsyl-
vania State line, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Virginia. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Essex County, N.J.
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No, MC 22675 (Sub-No. E46), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: ALLSTATES
VAN LINES, INC., 50-18 97th Place. Co-
rona, N.Y. 11368. Applicant's representa-
tive: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecti-
cut Ave,, N.W., Suite 1200, Washington,
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Household. goods, as defined by the Com-
mission, between points in New York on
and east of a line beginning at the Unit-
ed States-Canadian border and extend-
ing along New York Highway 374 to
junction New York Highway 3, thence
along New York Highway 3 to junction
New York Highway 73, thence along New
York Highway 73 to junction Interstate
Highway 87, thence along Interstate
Highway 87 to junction New York High-
way 8, thence along New York Highway
8 to junction New York Highway 30,
thence along New York Highway 30 to
the Thomas Dewey Thruway, to junction
U.S. Highway 9W, thence along U.S.
Highway 9W to the New York-New Jer-
sey State line, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Texas. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of Essex County, N.J., Joplin Mo., Inde-
pendence, Kans. and points within 50
miles thereof, and Pentotoc County,
Okla.

No. MC 41406 (Sub-No. E64), filed No-
vember 13. 1975. Applicant: ARTIM
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC.,
7105 Kennedy Ave., Hammond, Ind.
46323. Applicant’s representative: E.
Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh St., NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Sieel and steel products,
from points in Lackawanna and Ham-
burg Townships, Erie County, N.¥., to
points in Wisconsin north and west of a
line made by the northern boundaries
of Crawford, Richland, Sauk, Columbia,
Dodge Counties, extending along the
western boundaries of Fon du Lac and
Winnebago Counties and thence along
the northern boundaries of Winnebago,
Calumet, and Manitowac Counties, The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of Sturgis, Mich., Gary, Ind.,
and plant site of Jones & Laughlin Steel
Corporation, in Putnam County, IIL
(Hennepin, I1l.).

No. MC 41406 (Sub-No. E79), filed No-
vember 13, 1975. Applicant: ARTIM
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC,
7105 Kennedy Ave., Hammond, Ind.
46323. Applicant’s representative: E.
Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh St., NNW.,
Washington, D.C. 20001, Authority
gsought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Steel and steel products,
from Zanesville, Ohio fo points in Wis-
consin, on and west and north of a line
beginning at the Wisconsin-Michigan
State line extending along U.S. Highway
51 to junction with northern boundary
of Columbia County, thence along the
northern and western boundaries of
Columbia, Sauk, Richland, and Crawford
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Counties, to the Wisconsin-Iowa State
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateways of Middletown, Ohio
and plantsite of Jones & Laughlin Steel
Corporation in Putnam County, Il
(Hennepin, Ill.)

No. MC 41406 (Sub-No. E82), filed
November 13, 1975. Applicant: ARTIM
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC,
7105 Kennedy Avenue, Hammond, Ind.
46323. Applicant’s representative: E.
Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh St., NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20001, Authority
sought- to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Steel and steel products.
from Cincinnati, Ohio, to points in Wis-
consin, on, west, and north of a line
beginning at the Wisconsin-Michigan
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 45
to Wisconsin Highway 52, thence along
Wisconsin Highway 52 to junction U.S.
Highway 51, thence along U.S. Highway
51 to junction with the north boundary
of Columbia County, extending along the
northern and western boundaries of
Columbia, Sauk, Richland, and Crawford
Counties to the Wisconsin-Iowa State
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateways of Middletown, Ohio,
and plantsite of Jones & Laughlin Steel
Corporation, Putnam County, Ill. (Hen-
nepin, I11.)

No. MC 41406 (Sub-No. E112), filed
November 13, 1975. Applicant: ARTIM
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC,
7105 Kennedy Ave., Hammond, Ind.
46323, Applicant’s representative: E.
Stephen Heisley, 686 Eleventh St., NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregulax routes,
transporting: Steel and steel products,
from Cincinnati, Ohio, to points in that
part of Towa on, west, and south of a line
beginning at the Iowa-Wisconsin State
line extending along Iowa Highway 13 to
junction U.8. Highway 151, thence along
U.S. Highway 151 to junction Yowa High-
way 1, thence along Iowa Highway 1 to
junction U.S. Highway 34, thence along
U.S. Highway 34 to Van Buren County
line, extending along the northern and
western boundaries of Van Buren County
to the Towa-Missouri State line. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of Middletown, Ohio, and plant
site of Jones & Laughlin Stee] Corpora-
tion, Putnam County, I1l. (Hennepin, 111.)

No. MC 41406 (Sub-No. E114), filed
November 13, 1975, Applicant: ARTIM
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC.,
7105 Kennedy Ave., Hammond, Ind.
46323. Applicant’s representative: E,
Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh St., N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Steel and steel products,
from Mansfield, Ohio, to points in that
part of Towa on and west of a line be-
ginning at the Iowa-Minnesota State
line, extending along Iowa Highway 76
to junction Iowa Highway 9, thence
along Towa Highway 9 to junction Iowa
Highway 51, thence along Iowa High-

way 51 to junction U,S. Highway 18,
thence along U.S. Highway 18 to Iowa
Highway 150, thence along Iowa High-
way 150 extending along U.S. Highway
218, thence extending along U.S. High-
way 218 to junction Iowa Highway 1,
thence along Iowa Highway 1 to junc-
tion Iowa Highway 2, thénce along Iowa
Highway 2 to junction Iowa Highway 15,
thence along Iowa Highway 15 to the
Towa-Missouri State line. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
ways of Middletown, Ohio, and plantsite
of Jones & Laughlin Steel Corporation,
Putnam County, Ill. (Hennepin, Iil.)

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E33) (Correc-
tion), filed June 4, 1974, published in the
FeperaL REGISTER March 10, 1976, and re-
published, this issue, as corrected. Ap-
plicant: AMERICAN BULK TRANS-
PORT CO., 818 Grand Ave., P.O. Box
2508, Kansas City, Mo. 64142, Applicant’s
representative: H. B. Foster (same as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (X)
Acids and chemicals, in bulk, in tank or
hopper vehicles, (4) from points in Mis-
souri located on and bounded by a line
extending = from the Missouri-Illinois
State line along U.S. Highway 36 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 24, thence along U.S.
Highway 24 to junction Missouri High-
way 291, thence along Missouri Highway
291 to junction U.S. Highway 50, thence
along U.S. Highway 50 to junction Mis-
souri Highway 5, thence along Missouri
Hichway 5 to junction Missouri High-
way 52, thence along Missouri Highway
52 to junction Missouri Highway 42,
thence along Missouri Highway 42 to
junction U.S. Higchway 63, thence along
U.S. Highway 63 to junction Missouri
Highway 72, thence along Missouri
Highway 72 to- the Mississippi River,
thence along the Mississippi River to
point of origin to points in Kansas lo-
cated on and west of a line extending
from the Kansas-Nebraska State line
along Kansas Highway 28 to junction
U.S. Highway 81, thence along U.S.
Highway 81 to junction U.S. Highway 24,
thence along U.S. Highway 24 to junc-
tion U.S, Highway 59, thence along U.S.
Highway 59 to junction U.S. Highway 50,
thence along U.S. Highway 50 fo junc-
tion Interstate Highway 35, thence along
Interstate Highway 35 to the Kansas-
Oklahoma State line. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the following
gateways: (X) Olathe, Kans.,, a point
in the Kansas City, Kans., commercial
zone (a point formerly known &8s
Turner, Kans.). The purpose of this cor-
rection is to correct the territorial de-
scription. The remainder of the letter-
notice remains as previously published.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E43) (Correc-
tion), filed June 4, 1974, published in
the Feperar, REGISTER March 10, 1976,
and republished, as corrected, this issue.
Applicant: AMERICAN BULE TRANS-
PORT CO., 818 Grand Ave., P.O. Box
2508, Kansas City, Mo. 64142, Applicant’s
representative: H. B. Foster (same 8s
above) . Authority sought to operate as 2
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
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irregular routes, transporting: (K) Acids
and chemicals, in bulk, in tank or hopper
vehicles, . . . (2) from points in Ohio
located south of a line extending from
the Ohio-Indiana State line along U.S.
Highway 30 to junction U.S. Highway
308, thence along U.S. Highway 30S to
junction Interstate Highway 75, thence
along Interstate Highway 75 to junction
U.S. Highway 30N, thence along U.S.
Highway 30N to junction U.S. Highway
30, thence along U.S. Highway 30 to the
Ohio-West Virginia State line, to points
in Oklahoma located on, north and west
of a line extending from the Oklahoma-
Texas State line along U.S. Highway 271
to junction U.S. Highway 59, thence
along U.S. Highway 59 to junction Okla-
homa Highway 33, thence along Okla-
homa Highway 33 to the Oklahoma-
Arkansas State line; . .. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of: (K) Olathe, Kans., a point in the
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,
Commercial Zone; . . . The purpose of
this correction is to correct the terri-
torial description. The remainder of the
letter-notice remains as previously pub-
lished.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E45) (Correc-
tion), filed June 4, 1974, published in the
FEpERAL REGISTER March 10, 1976, and
republished, as corrected, this issue. Ap-
plicant: AMERICAN BULK TRANS-
PORT CO,, 818 Grand Ave., P.O. Box
2508, Kansas City, Mo. 64142. Applicant’s
representative: H. B. Foster (same as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (D) Soy-
bean oil, in bulk, from points in Dela-
ware to points in Nevada on and west of
a line beginning at the California-
Nevada State line and extending along
U.S. Highway 395 to junction U.S. High-
way 40, thence along U.S. Highway 40 to
junction U.S. Alternate Highway 95 to
Junction U.S. Highway 95, thence along
U.S. Highway 95 to junction U.S. Alter-
nate Highway 95, thence along U.S. Al-
ternate Highway 95 to junction Nevada
Highway 3, thence along Nevada High-
way 3 to intersection with the western
houndary of Lyon County, thence along
the western boundary of Lyon County to
the California-Nevada State line. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of: (D) Memphis, Tenn., Eva-
dale, Ark., Carthage, Mo., Redfield, Towa,
and Nebraska, . , . The purpose of this
correction is to correct the territorial
description. The remainder of the letter-
notice remains as previously published.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E66), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT COMPANY, 818
Grand Ave,, P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City,
Mo. 64142, Applicant’s representative:
H. B. Foster (same as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (A) acids and chemicals,
n bulk, in tank vehicles; from points in
Nevada located in Elko County to Dal-
las, Tex.; (B) such polyvinyl acetate,

linseed oil, linseed oil blends, and linseed-
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oil producits and paint materials, as are
embraced within chemicals, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from points in Nevada lo-
cated in Elko, Pershing, Humboldt, and
Washoe Counties, to Houston, Tex.; (C)
acids and chemicals, in bulk, from points
in Nevada to points in Kentucky, North
Carolina, Ohio, and South Carolina; (D)
trichloromonofiuoromethane, dichlorodi-
fluoromethane, monochlorodifluorometh-
ane, trichlorotrifiuoroethane, dichloro-
tetrafiuoroethane, and mixtures thereof,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) from points
in Clark County, Nev., to points in Ala-
bama located in and north of Choctaw,
Marengo, Wilcox, Conecuh, and Coving-
ton Counties (except Fox); (2) from
points in Nevada (except those located in
Clark County), to points in Alabama (ex-
cept Fox); (E) chemicals, in bulk, from
points in Nevada to points in Delaware,
District of Columbia, Maryland, New Jer-
sey, New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia,
and West Virginia; (F) chemicals (ex-
cept derivatives of petroleum and petro-
leum products and synthetic resins and
varnish), in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1)
from points in Nevada located in Elko
County to points in Minnesota located
in and east of Freeborn, Steele, Rice,
Dakota, that portion of Hennepin located
on and east of Interstate Highway 35W,
including the Minneapolis Commercial
Zone, Ramsey, Washington, and Chisago
Counties; (2) from points in Nevada (ex-
cept those located in Elko, Clark, and
Esmerelda Counties, and points in Nye
County located south of U.S. Highway
95), to points in Minnesota located in
and east of Martin, Watonwan, Blue
Earth, Nicollet, Sibley, McLeod, Meeker,
Wright, Sherburne, Isanti, Kanarec,
Pine, Carlton, and those points in St.
Louis County located on and east of
Wisconsin Highway 73 from the southern
boundary of St. Louis County through
Hibbing to junction with U.S. Highway
53, thence along U.S. Highway 53 to the
Canadian Border; (3) from Clark and
Esmerelda Counties, Nev., and points in
Nye County, Nev., located on and south
of U.S. Highway 95 to points in Minne-
sota located in and east of Nobles, Mur-
ray, Lyon, Yellow Medicine, Chippewa,
Swift, Pope, Douglas, Otter Tail, Wa-
dena, Hubbard, Beltrami, and Lake of
the Woods Counties.

(G) Phosphoric acid, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, (1) from points in Nevada lo-
cated in Clark County, to points in Ala-
bama located in, north and east of La-
mar, Fayette, Tuscaloosa, Bibb, Perry,
Dallas, Lowndes, Butler, and Covington
Counties; (2) from points in Nevada (ex-
cept Clark County), to points in Ala-
bama; (H) acids and chemicals, in bulk,

from points in Nevada located in Clark *

County to points in South Dakota located
in Union and Clay Counties: (I) acids
and chemicals, in bulk, in tank or hopper
vehicles, (1) -from points in Nevada lo-
cated in and south of Mineral, Nye and
White Pine Counties, to points in Okla-
homa located in, north, and east of
Washington, Rogers, Mayes, Cherokee,
and Sequoyah Counties; (2) from points
in Nevada located in, north, and west of
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Lyon, Churchill, Lander, Eureca, and
Elko Counties, to points in Oklahoma
located in and east of Kay, Noble, Logan,
Oklahoma, Cleveland, Pottawatomie,
Pontotoc, Coal, Atoka, Pushmataha, and
those portions of Choctaw County located
on and east of U.S. Highway 271 includ-
ing the Hugo Commercial Zone; (3) from
points in Nevada located in Nye, Min-
eral, Esmeralda, Douglas, Carson City,
Lyon, Storey, and Churchill Counties,
and those points in Washoe County lo-
cated on and south of U.S. Highway 40,
including the Reno Commercial Zone, to
points in Nebraska located in Douglas,
Sarpy, Cass, Otoe, Johnson, Nemaha,
Pawnee, Richardson, and those parts of
Gage County located on and east of U.S.
Highway 77 including Beatrice Commer-
cial Zone; (4) from points in Nevada lo-
cated in Clark County to points in Ne-
braska located in and east of Gage,
Lancaster, Saunders, Douglas, and Wash-
ington Counties and those portions of
Burt, Thurston, and Dakota Counties lo~
cated on and east of U.S. Highway 73
including the Blair Commercial Zone;
(5) from points in Nevada located in
Humboldt, Elko, White Pine, Eureca,
Lander, Pershing, and Churchill Coun-
ties, and those portions of Washoe
County located on and north of U.S.
Highway 40 to points in Iowa located in
and east of Winnebago, Hancock, Hum-
boldt, Webster, Greene, Audubon, Cass,
Montgomery, and Freemont Counties;
(6) from points in Nevada located in
and south of Lincoln, Nye, Mineral, Lyon,
Storey, and that portion of Washoe on
and south of U.S. Highway 40 including
the Reno Commercial Zone, to points in
in Towa (except those located in Wood-
bury, Plymouth, Sioux, O'Brien, Lyon,
Osceola, and Dickinson Counties): (7)
from points in Nevada located in Clark
County to points in Iowa located in
Woodbury, Plymouth, Sioux, O'Brien,
Lyon, Osceola, and Dickinson Counties;
(8) from points in Nevada to points in
Illinois, and Missouri; (9) from points in
Nevada to points in Kansas located in
and east of Nemaha, Pottawatomie,
Riley, Geary, Dickinson, Marion, Butler,
and Elk and Chautauqusa Counties; (10)
from points in Nevada located in Washoe,
Humbold{, Pershing, Churchill, Storey,
Lyon, Ormsby, Douglas, Mineral, and
Esmeralda Counties, to the points in
Kansas located in Clay, Ottawa, Salina,
McPherson, Harvey, Sedgwick, and Cow-
ley Counties; (11) from points in Nevada
located in Clark County to points in Ar-
kansas located in, north, and east of Se-
bastian, Logan, Yell, Garland, Hot
Springs, Dallas, Calhoun, Bradley, Ash-
ley, and Chicot Counties; (12) from
points in Nevada (except those located in
Clark County), to points in Arkansas.
(J) Acids and liquid chemicals (except
those derived from petroleum and petro-
leum products), in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from points in Nevada located in Elko
County, to points in Texas located in,
east, and north of Grayson, Collin,
Rockwall, Kaveman, Henderson, Ander-
son, Houston, Trinty, Polk, and Hardin
Countles except Jefferson and Orange
Counties; (K) caustic soda, in bulk, in
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tank vehicles, from points in Nevada
located in Elko, Pershing, Humboldt,
and Washoe Counties, to Houston,
Tex.: (L) liquid chemicals, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from points in Nevada to
points in Rhode Island; (M) such jals
and grease as are embraced within
chemical, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Nevada to points in Maine,
Masachusetts, New Jersey, and Ver-
mont; (N) such fats, oils, blends, and
products thereof, as are embraced within
chemicals (except fats, oils, blends, and
products thereof derived from petroleum,
products, and paint), in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in Nevada to points
in Florida: (O) acids and chemicals, in
bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles, (1)
from points in Nevada fo points in
Michigan (except Baraga, Gogebic,
Ontonagon, Houghton, and Keweenaw
Counties) ; (2) from points in Nevada
(except Elko, Humboldt, Pershing,
Lander, Eureka, and White Pine Coun-
ties, and points north of U.S. Highway
40 in Washoe County), to points in
Michigan located in Baraga, Gogebic,
Ontonagon, Houghton, and Keweenaw
Counties; (3) from points in Nevada to
points in Massachusetts; (4) from points
in Nevada to points in Wisconsin lo-
cated in, south, and east of Vermon,
Monroe, Juneau, Wood, Marathon,
Langlade, and Forest Counties; (5) from
points in Nevada located in Washoe
County on and south of U.S. Highway 40
including the Reno Commercial Zone,
Churchill, Storey, Lyon, Carson City,
Douglas, Mineral, Esmeralda, Clarke,
and those portions of Nye and Lincoln
County located on and south of a line
extending from the northern boundary
of Nye Couty along Nevada Highway 8A
to its junction with U.S. Hichway 6, then
east along U.S. Highway 6 to its junc-
tion with Nevada Highway 25 at Warm-
springs, then east along Nevada High-
way 25 to its junction with U.S. High-
way 93, thence east along U.S. Highway
93 to its junction with Nevada High-
way 25 at Panaca, then east along
Nevada Highway 25 to the Utah border,
to points in Wisconsin located in Vilas,
Oneida, Lincoln, those portions of Price
County located on and east of Wiscon-
sin Highway 13 including the Phillips
Commercial Zone, Taylor, Clark, Jack-
son, Chippewa, Eau Claire, Dunn, Pepin,
Pierce, Buffalo, Trempealeau, and La
Crosse Counties; (8) from points in
Nevada located in Clark County to points
in Wisconsin located in, north, and west
of Iron, Ashland, those portions of Price
County on and west of Wisconsin High-
way 13 including the Phillips Commer-
cial Zone, Rusk, Barron, Polk, and St.
Croix Counties: (P) agricultural in-
secticide, in bulk, in hopper vehicles and
arsenic acid, in bulk, in tank vehieles,
from points in Nevada to points in Ala-
bama (except Bay Minette).

(Q) Acids and chemicals, in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles; (1) from peints
in Nevada located in Mineral, Churchill,
Lyon, Douglas, Carson City, Storey, and
those portions of Washoe on and south
of U.S. Highway 40 including the Reno
Commercial Zone, to points in Wisconsin
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located in Villas, Price, Oneida, Forest,
Florence, Taylor, L¥icoln, and Langlade
Counties, and those portions of Eau
Clarie County located on and east of
Wisconsin Highway 93 beginning at the
southern boundary, proceeding north to
junction with U.S. Highway 53 then
north along U.S. Highway 53 to inter-
section with the northern boundary in-
cluding the Eau Clarie Commercial
Zone; (2) from points in Nevada (ex-
cept Clark County), to points in Wis-
consin located in and south of Buffalo,
Trempealeau, Jackson, Clark, Marathon,
Menominee, Coconto, and Marinette
Counties; (3) from points in Nevada lo-
cated in Clark County to points in Min-
nesota located in St. Louis, Lake, and
Cook Counties; (4) from points in
Nevada to points in Tennessee; (5) from
points in Nevada located in Esmeralda,
Nye, Lincoln, and Clark Counties to
points in Mississippi located in, north,
and east of Washington, Sharkey, Yazoo,
Madison, Scott, Newton, and Lauderdale
Counties; (6) from points in Nevada
(except those located in Esmeralda, Nye,
Lineoln, and Clark Counties), to points
in Mississippi; (R) anhydrous ammonia,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
Nevada to points in Alabama; (S) acetie
acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Nevada to points in Alabama,
(T) acids and chemicals, in bulk, (1)
from points in Nevada (except those lo-
cated in Clark and Lincoln Counties),
to points in Louisiana; (2) from points
in Clark and Lincoln Counties, to points
in Louisiana located in Washington and
St. Tammany Parishes: (U) chemicals
(except ecryogenic liquids), in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles, from points in
Nevada located in Esmeralda, Nye, Lin-
coln, and Clark Counties, to points in
Minnesota; (V) chemicals, in bulk, from
points in Nevada, to points in Connecti-
cut and Indiana; (W) chemicals (ex-
cept liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, and
liquid nitrogen), in bulk, from points in
Nevada, to points in Georgla; and (X)
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank or hop-
per vehicles, (1) from points in Nevada
located in Elko County, to points in
Texas located in and east of Red River,
Franklin, Camp, Upshur, Smith, Chero-
kee, Angelina, Polk, Hardin, and Jef-
ferson Counties; (2) from points in
Nevada (except those located in Clark,
Lincoln, Nye, Esmeralda, Mineral, and
Elko Counties) , to points in Texas located
in Bowie and Cass Counties.

The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateways of (A), (B), and (C)
Kansas City, Mo.; (D) Kansas City, Mo.,
and Marshall County, Ky.; (E), (F)
Kansas City, Mo.; (G) Kansas City, Mo.,

> Saginaw, Mo., and Columbia, Tenn.; (H)
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,
Commercial Zone; (I) the Olathe
Kansas and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Kans., Commercial Zones; (J) the
Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans., Commercial Zones,
and Laurence, Kans.; (K) the Olathe,
Kans., and the Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Kans., Commercial Zones and Tul-
sa, Okla.; (L) the Olathe, Kans., and the
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans,

Commercial Zones, and Muscatine, Iowa;
(M) the Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,, Commer-
cial Zones and Dubuque, Iowa; (N) the
Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans., Commercial Zones,
and points in Arkansas within the Mem-
phis, Tenn., Commercial Zone; (O) (1)~
(2) the Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas
City, Mo.~-Kansas City, Kans., Commer-
cial Zones, and the plantsite of Block-
son Chemical Co., at or near Joliet, II1.;
(0)(3) the Olathe, Kans.,, and the
Kansas, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., Com~-
mercial Zones, and Tulsa, Okla.; (O) (4)
the Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas City,
Mo., Kansas City, Kans., Commercial
Zone and Muscatine, Iowa; (P) the
Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans.,, Commercial Zones
and points in Arkansas within the Mem-
phis, Tenn., Commercial Zones; (Q) (1)—
(2) Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas City,
Mo.-Kansas City, Kans, Commercial
Zones, and Burlington, Towa; (Q) (3) the
Olathe, Kans., and the Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans., Commercial Zones,
and the plantsite of Iowa-Guttenberg
Terminal, Inc., located approximately
two miles south of Guttenberg, Iowa;
(Q) (4) the Olathe, Kans., and the
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans,
Commercial Zones, and Saginaw, Mo.;
(R) the Olathe, Kans, and the Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., Commer-
cial Zones, Saginaw, Mo., and Woodstock,
Tenn.; (S) the Olathe, Kans., and the
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,
Commercial Zones, Saginaw, Mo., and
Memphis, Tenn.; (T) Kansas City, Mo.;
(U) the Qlathe, Kans., and the Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans,, Commer-
cial Zones and Fremont, Nebr.; (V), (W)
Kansas City, Mo.; and (X) the Olathe,
Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Kans, Commercial Zones and
Verona, Mo.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E68), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT CO. 818 Grand
Ave., P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City, Mo.
64142. Applicant’s representative: H. B.
Foster (same as above) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (A) Corp Syrup, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles (1) from points in Utah to points
in New York; (2) from points in San
Juan County, Utah, to points in Ten-
nessee located in and east of Montgom-~
ery, Dickson, Williamson, Maury, Mar-
shall, and Lincoln Counties; (3) from
points in Utah (except those located in
San Juan County) to points in Ten-
nessee: (4) from points in Utah located
in and north of Tooele, Salt Lake, Sum-
mit, and Grand Counties to points in
Alabama; (5) from points in Utah lo-
cated in and west and north of Washing-
ton, Iron, Beaver, Sevier, San Pete. Utah,
Wasatch, Duchesne, and Summit Coun-
ties to points in Georgia; (6) from points
in Utah located in and north of Tooele,
Salt Lake, Summit, and Grand Counties
to points in Florida. (B) Molasses, in
bulk, in tank vehicles (1) from points in
Utah (except San Juan County) to points

‘in Tilinois; (2) from points in Utah to
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points in Wisconsin; (3) from points in -
Utah located in and south of Juab, San
Pete, Carbon, and Grand Counties to
points in Minnesota located in and east
of Freeborn, Steele, Rice, Scott, Henne-~
pin, Anoka, Isanti, Kanabec, Pine, Charl-
ton, and St. Louis Counties; (4) from
points in Utah north of Juab, San Pete,
Carbon, and Grand Counties to points in
Minnesota located in and east of Good-
hue, Dodge and Mower Counties; (C)
Sugars and syrups and blends thereof,
for use as feed, in bulk (1) from points
in Utah to points in Wisconsin; (2) from
points in Utah to points in Minnesota
located in and east of Jackson, Cotton-
wood, Brown, Renville, Kandiyohi,
Stearns, Todd, Wadena, Hubbard, Bel-
trami, and Lake of the Woods Counties;
(D) Corp syrup, in bulk in tank vehicles
(1) from points in Utah located in and
north of Box Elder, Davis, Salt Lake,
Summit, and Daggett Counties to Dallas,
Tex.; (2) from points in Utah located in
Cache and Rich Counties to Ft. Worth,
Tex.; ’
(E) Dry Sugar, in bulk from points in
Utah to St. Bernard, Ohio; (F) Corn
Syrup, in bulk in tank vehicles (1) from
points in Utah to points in Mississippi;
(2) from points in Utah south of Millard,
Sievier, Emery, and Grand Counties to
woints in Louisiana located in and east
of Bossier, Bienville, Winn, Grant,
Rapides, Evangeline, St. Landry, Lafay-
ette, and Iberia Parishes; (3) from
points in Utah located in and north of
Millard, Sievier, Emery, and Grand
Counties to points in Louisiana; (4) from
points in Utah west of Washington
County to points in Minnesota located
in Winona, Fillmore, and Houston Coun=
ties; (5) from points in Utah located in
and east of Washington, Iron, Piute,
Sevier, San Pete, Carbon, Duchesne, and
Daggett Counties to points in Minnesota
located in and east of Martin, Watonwan,
Brown, Nicollet, Sibley, McLeod, Meeker,
Stearns, Morrison, Crow Wing, Aitkin,
Itasca, and Kooching Counties; (6) from
points in Utah located in Box Elder,
Cache, Weber, and Rich Counties to
points in Texas located in and east of
Grayson, Collin, Dallas, Ellis, Navarro,
Limestone, Robertson, Brazos, Grimes,
Waller, Fort Bend, and Matagorda Coun-
ties except Dallas, Texas; (7) from
points in Utah te points in Arkansas:
(8) from points in Utah to points in
Kansas located in and east of Marshall,
Riley, Geary, Morris, Chase, Greenwood,
Elk, and Chautaqua Counties; (9) from
points in Utah located in and south of
Millard, San Pete, Carbon, and Grand
+ Counties (except Iron and Washington
Counties) to points in Nebraska Io-
cated in Otoe, Johnson, Nemaha; Paw-
nee, and Richardson Counties; (10)
from points in Utah located in Iron and
Washington Counties to points in
Nebraska located in Washington, Doug-
las, Sarpy, Cass, Otoe, Johnson, Nemaha,
Pawnee, and Richardson Counties: (11)
from points in Utah south of Tooele, Salt
Lake, Summit, and Daggett Counties to
points in Oklahoma located in and east
of Washington, Rogers, Wagoner, Mus-
kogee, Haskell, Latimer, Ie Flore, and
McCurtain Counties; and (12) from
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points in Utah located in and north of
Tooele, Salt Lake, Summit, and Daggett
Counties to points in Oklahoma located
in and east of Kay, Noble, Payne, Lin-
coln, Pottawatomie, Pontotoc, Johnson,
and Marshall Counties. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of: (A) (1)-(3) Clinton, Iowa; (4)-(5)
Clinton, Iowa, and Memphis, Tenn.; (6)
Clinton, Iowa, Memphis, Tenn., and
Birmingham, Ala.; (B) (1) Muscatine,
Iowa; (2) Dubuque, Iowa; (C) Mason
City, Iowa; (D) Kansas City, Mo.; (E)
points in Iowa within the Omaha, Neb.,
commercial zone; and (F) North Kansas
City, Mo.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E69), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT CO., 818 Grand
Ave. P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City, Mo.
64142, Applicant’s representative: H. B.

Foster (same as above) . Authority sought

to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (A) Such Polyvinyl Acetate, linseed
oils, blends, products thereof and paint
materials, in bulk, in tank vehicles, as
are embraced within chemicals, from
points in Utah located in and north of
the counties of Tooele, Salt Lake, Sum=~-
mit, and Daggett to Houston, Tex.; (B)
Acids and Chemicals, in bulk from points
in Utah to points in Kentucky, North
Carolina, Ohio, and South Carolina; (C)
Trichloromonofluoromethane, Dichloro-
diftuoromethane, Monochlorodifluoro-
methane, Trichlorotrifluoroethane, Di-
chlorothetrafiuorethane and mixfures,
in bulk, tank vehicles from points in
Utah to points in Alabama (except
Fox); (D) Chemicals, in bulk, from
points in Utah to points in Delaware,
District of Columbia, Maryland, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Vir-
ginia, and West Virginia;

(E) Acids and Chemicals (except those
derived from petroleum or petroleum
products, synthetic resins and varnish),
in bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles (1)
from points in Utah located in and south
of Beaver, Sevier, Emery, and Grand
Counties to points in Minnesota located
on and east of a line extending from the
Minnesota-Iowa state line along U.S. T1
to the southern border of Wadena
County, including the Sauk Centre, Min-
nesota, commercial zone and points in
Wadena, Cass, Itasca, and Kooching
Counties; (2) from points in Utah north
of Beaver to points in Minnesota located
in Winona, Fillmore, and Houston Coun-
ties; (F) Anhydrous Ammonia, in bulk,
in tank vehicles from points in Utah to
points in Alabama within 400 miles of
Wookstock, Tennessee; (G) Phosphoric
Acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles from points
in Utah to points in Alabama; (H)
Acetic Acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles
from points in Utah to points in
Alabama;

(I) Acids and Chemicals, in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles (1) from points
in Utah to points in Arkansas; (2) from
points in Utah to points in Illinois and
Missouri; (3) from points in Utah north

.of Beaver to points in Iowa located in

and east of Howard, Floyd, Butler,
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Hardin, Story, Polk, Madison, Union, and
Ringgold Counties; (4) from points in
Utah located in and south of Beaver,
Sevier, Emery, and Grand Counties to
points in Towa located in and east of
Kossuth, Humboldt, Pocahontas, Cal-
houn, Carroll, Audubon, Cass, Mont-
gomery, and Fremont Counties; (5) from
points in Utah fto points in Kansas lo-
cated on and east of a line extending
from the Kansas-Oklahoma state line
along Kansas Highway 99, through
Sedan, Emporia, and the Emporia com-~
mercial zone and Wamego, Kans., to the
junction of Kansas Highway 16, thence
along Kansas Highway 16 to the junc-
tion of United States Highway 75,
through Fairview, Kans., to the Kansas-
Nebraska state line; (6) from points in
Utah located in and south of Beaver,
Sevier, Emery, and Grand Counties to
points in Nebraska located on and east
of a line extending from the Nebraska-
Kansas state line along Nebraska High-
way 65 to the junction of Nebraska High-
way 4, thence along Nebraska Highway
4 to the junction of Nebraska Highway
50, thence along Nebraska Highway 50
to the junction of United States Highway
34, thence along United States Highway
34, through Mynard, Nebr., to the Platte
River; (7) from points in Utah located
in and north of Tooele, Salt Lake, Sum-
mit, and Daggett Counties to points in
Oklahoma located in and east of Kay,
Noble, Payne, Lincoln, Pottawatomie,
Pontotoe, Johnston, and Maxrshall Coun-
ties; (8) from points in Utah located in
and north of Millard, Sevier, Emery, and
Grand Counties to points in Oklahoma
located in and east of Osage, Tulsa,
Okmulgee, McIntosh, Haswell, Latimer,
Le Flore, and McCurtain Counties;

(J) Acids and Liguid Chemicals (ex-
cept those derived from petroleum and
petroleum products), in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles; from points in Utah located in
and north of Tooele, Salt Lake, Summit,
and Grand Counties to points in Texas
located in and east of Fannin, Hunt, Van
Zandt, Henderson, Anderson, Houston,
Walker, Montgomery, Harrls, and Gal-
veston Counties (except Harris, Jeffer-
son, and Orange Counties) ; (K) Caustic
Soda, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Utah located in and north of
Tooele County on and north of a line
extending from the Nevada-Utah state
line along Interstate Highway 80 to the
junction of Utah Highway 138, thence
along Utah Highway 138 to the junction
of Utah Highway 112, thence along Utah
Highway 112 fo the junction of Utah
Highway 36, including the Toole, Utah,
commercial zone, thence along Utah
Highway 36 to the junction of Interst®te
80, thence along Interstate 80 to Salt
Lake County and points in Salt Lake,
Summit, and Daggett Counties to Hous-
ton, Tex.; (L) Liquid Chemicals, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from points in Utah to
points in Rhode Island; (M) Such Fats
and Grease (as are embraced within), in

bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
Utah to points in Maine, New Hamp-
shire, and Vermont; (N) Such Fats and

'Oils and blends and products thereof (as

are embraced within) (except fats, oils,
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blends. and products thereof derived
from petroleum, soap products, and
paints) in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Utah to points in Florida;

(0) Acids and Chemicals, in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles from points in
Utah to points in the upper peninsula of
Michigan located in and east and south
of a line extending from the Michigan-
Wisconsin state line along Michigan
Highway 95, including the Iron Moun-
tain, Mich., commercial zone, to the
junction of unnumbered highway at Sag-
ola, Mich., thence along unnumbered
highway, through Ralph, Mich., to the
junction of Missouri Highway 35, thence
along Michigan Highway 35 to the junc-
tion of unnumbered highway at Forsyth,
Mich., thence along unnumbered highway
through Carlshend, Mich., to the junc-
tion of United States Highway 41, thence
along United States Highway 41 to the
western border of Alger County; (P)
Chemicals, in bulk, in tank or hopper ve-
hicles from points in Utah to points in
Massachusetts, (Q) Arsenic Acid, in
bulk. in tank vehicles and Agricultulral
Insecticide, in bulk, in hopper vehicles
from points in Utah to points in Ala-
pbama (except Bay Minette); (R) Acids
and Chemicals, in bulk, in tank or hop-
per vehicles (1) from points in Utah lo-
cated in and south of Juab, Utah, Wa-
satch, Duchesne, and Uintah Counties to
points in Wisconsin located in and east
and south of Vernon, Monroe, and Jun-
eau Counties on a line extending from the
Mississippi River along Wisconsin High-
way 56 to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway 82, thence along Wisconsin
Highway 82 to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway 131, thence along Wisconsin
Highway 131 to the junction of Wiscon-
sin Highway P, thence along Wisconsin
Highway P to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway W, thence along Wisconsin
Highway W to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway A, thence along Wisconsin
Highway A to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway H, thence along Wisconsin
Highway H to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway 173 and the western border of
Juneau County and points in Wood, Port-
age, Shawano, Menominee, Octonto, and
Marinette Counties; (2) from points in
Utah located in and south of Beaver, Se-
vier, Emery, and Grand Counties to
points in Wisconsin located in and north
of La Crosse, Jackson, Clark, Marathon,
Langlade, Forrest and Florence Counties
(except from Pierce, St. Croix, Polk,
Barrow, Burnett, Washburn, and Douglas
Counties); (3) from points in Utah lo-
cated in and south of Beaver, Sevier,
Emery, and Grand Counties to points in
Minnesota located in and east of unnum-
bered highway in Mower County which
passes through Dexter, Adams, and
Johnsburg, Minn., and Olmstead and
Wabasha Counties; (4) from points in
Utah to points in Mississippi and
Tennessee;

(8) Liquid Chemicals, in bulk, in tank
or hopper vehicles from points in Utah
located in and north of Tooele, Salt Lake,
Summit, and Grand Counties to points in
Texas located in and east of Lamar,
Delta, Hopkins, Wood, Smith, Cherokee,
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Angelina, Tyler, Hardin, and Jefferson
Counties; (T) Acids and Chemicals, in
bulk (1) from points in Utah south of
Millard, Sevier, Emery, and Grand Coun-
ties to points in Louisiana located in and
east of Bossier, Bienville, Winn, Grant,
Rapides, Evangeline, St. Landry, Lafay-
ette, and Iberia Parishes; (2) from points
in Utah located in and north of Millard,
Sevier, Emery, and Grand Counties to
points in Louisiana; (U) Acids and
Chemicals (except liquid hydrogen, liquid
oxygen, and liquid nitrogen to Georgia)
in bulk from points in Utah to points in
Connecticut, Georgia, and Indiana; (V)
Sugars and Syrups and blends thereof,
for use as feed, in bulk from points in
Utah to points in Illinois; and (W) Mall
Syrup for use as feed, in bulk, in tank
vehicles (1) from points in Utah to points
in Indiana (except those located west of
United States Highway 41 from the Ohio
‘River to the Wabash River but not in-
cluding the Evansville or Vincennes, in
commercial zones) Michigan and Ohio;
(2) from points in Utah (except Iron and
Washington Counties) to points in Wis-
consin located in and east and south of
Crawford, Richland, Sauk, Juneau, Mon-
roe, Wood, Marathon, Lincoln, Oneida,
and Vilas Counties; (3) from points in
Utah located in Iron and Washington
Counties to points in Wisconsin located in
and east and south of Trempealeau, Eau
Claire, Chippewa, Rusk, Washburn,
and Douglas Counties. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of:
(A) Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City,
Mo., commercial zone; (B) Kansas City,
Kans-Kansas City, Mo., commercial
zone (point formerly known as Turner,
Kans.) ; (C) Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas
City, Mo., commercial zone (a point for-
merly known as Turner, Kans.), and
Marshall County, Ky.; (D), (E) Kansas
City, Kans.-Kansas City, Mo., com-
mercial zone a point formerly known as
Turner, Kans.) ;

(F) Kansas City, Kansas-Missouri
commercial zone (Turner, Kans., has
been annexed by Kansas City, Kans.),
Saginaw, Mo., and points within 15 miles
thereof and Woodstock, Tenn.; (G) Kan-
sas City, Kansas-Missouri, commercial
zone (Turner, Kans., was annexed by
Kansas City, Kans.), and points within
15 miles thereof, and Columbia, Tenn.;
(H) Kansas City, Kansas-Missouri,
commercial zone (Turner, Kans., was an-
nexed by Kansas City, Kans.), and points
within 15 miles thereof, and Memphis,
Tenn.; (I) Points in the Olathe, Kans.,
and Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City,
Mo., commercial zone (Turner, Kans.,
has been annexed by Kansas City,
Kans.); (J) Points in the Olathe, Kans.,
and Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City,
Mo., commercial zone (Turner, Kans., has
been annexed by Kansas City, Kans.)
and Lawrence, Kans.) ; (K) Points in the
Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Kans.~
Kansas City, Mo., commercial zone (Tur-
ner, Kans., has been annexed by Kan-
sas City, Kan.) and Tulsa, Okla.; (L)
Points in the Olathe, Kans., and Kansas
City, Kans.-Kansas City, Mo., com-
mercial zone (Turner, Kans., has been

‘annexed by Kansas City, Kans.) and
Muscatine, Iowa; (M) Points in the
Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Kans.-
Kansas City, Mo., commercial zone
(Turner, Kans.,, has been annexed by
Kansas City, Kans.) and Dubuque, Iowa;
(N) Points in both the Olathe, Kans.,
and Kansas City, Kans.-Kansas City,
Mo., commercial zone (Turner, Kans.,
has been annexed by Kansas City, Kans.)
and points in Arkansas that are in Mem-
phis, Tenn., commercial zone; (O) Points
in Olathe, Kaus., and Kansas City, Kans.,
commercial zone (Turner, Kans., was an-
nexed by Kansas City, Kans.) and plant-
site of Blockson Chemical Co, at or near
Joliet, Ill.; (P) Points in Olathe, Kans.,
and Kansas City, Kans., commercial
zones (Turner, Kans.,, was annexed by
Kansas City, Kans.), and Tulsa, Okla.;

(@) Points in Olathe, Kans., and Kan-
sas City, Kans., commercial zones (Tur-
ner, Kans,, has been annexed by Kansas
City, Kans.) and points in Arkansas that
are within the Memphis, Tenn., commer-
cial zone; (R) (1)-(2) Points in Olathe,
Kans., and Kansas City, Kans., commer-
cial zones (Turner, Kans., has been an-
nexed by Kansas City, Kans.), and Bur-
lington, Iowa; (3) Olathe, Kans., Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zone (Turner,
Kans., has been annexed by Kansas City,
Kans.) and plantsite of Iowa-Gutten-
burg Terminal, Inc., lochted approxi-
mately two miles south of Guttenberg,
Iowa; (4) Olathe, Kans.,, and Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zones (a point
formerly known as Turner, Kans.), and
Saginaw, Mo., and points within 15 miles
thereof; (S) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zone (Turner,
Kans., has been annexed by Kansas City,
Kans.) and Verona, Mo.; (T, (U) Kan-
sas City, Kans.-Missouri, commercial
zone (Turner, Kans.,, was annexed by
Kansas City, Kans.); (V) Plantsite of
Protein Blenders, Inc., at or near Iowa
City, Iowa; and (W) Plantsite of Protein
Blenders, Inc., near Iowa City, Iowa, and
Villa Park, Il1.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E72) (Correc-
tion) , filed June 4, 1974, published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER June 3, 1976, and re-
published, as corrected, this issue. Appli-
cant: AMERICAN BULK TRANSPORT
CO., 818 Grand Ave., P.O. Box 2508, Kan-
sas City, Mo. 64142. Applicant's repre-
sentative: H. B. Foster (same as above).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu-
lar routes, transporting: (A) Acids and
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Oregon to Dallas, Tex.; * * °*
The purpose of this correction is to cor-
rect the Sub-No. E62 to read as E72 in-
stead. The remainder of the letter-notice
remains as previously published.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E74), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT CO., 818 Grand
Ave., P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City, Mo.
64142. Applicant’s representative: H. B.
Foster (same as above) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (A) Acids and chemicals (except
chemical fertilizer solutions) in bulk, in
tank vehicles: from points in Idaho f0
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Dallas, Tex.; (B) such chemicals em-
braced within polyvinyl acetate, linseed
oil, blends and products thereof, in bulk;
in tank vehicles: from points in Idaho to
Houston, Tex.; (C) Such paint materials,
as are embraced within chemicals, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Idaho to Houston, Tex.; (D) acids and
chemicals, (except chemical fertilizer
solutions), in bulk: from points in Idaho
to points in Kentucky, North Carolina,
Ohio, and South Carolina; (E) trichloro-
monofluoromethane, dichlorodifiuoro-
methane, monochlorodifiuoremethane,
trichlorotrifiuoroethane, dichlorothetra-
fluorethane and wmiztures thereof, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Idaho to points in Alabama (except Fox) ;
(F) chemicals, (except chemical fertil-
izer solutions), in bulk: from points in
Idaho to points in Delaware, District of
Columbia, Maryland, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West
Virginia; «(G) anhydrous ammonia, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Idaho to points in Alabama within 400
miles of Woodstock, Tenn.

(H) Phosphoric acid, in bulk, in fank
vehicles: from points in Idaho to points
in Alabama; (I) Acids and chemicals
(except chemical fertilizer solutions), in
bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles: (1)
from points in Idaho to points in Ar-
kansas and Illinois; (2) from points in
Idaho located in and south of Idaho
County to points in Kansas located in
and east of Marshall, Riley, Geary, Mor-
ris, Marion, and points on and east of a
line extending from the northern bound-
ary of Harvey County along Kansas
Highway 15 to the junction of Interstate
Highway 35W, thence along Interstate
Highway 35W to the junction of Inter-
state Highway 235, thence along Inter-
state Highway 235 to the junction of In-
terstate Highway 35, thence along Inter-
state Highway 35 to the Kansas-Okla-
homa State line; (3) from points in
Idaho located in Boundary, Bonner, and
Kootenai Counties to points in Nebraska
located in Nemaha, Richardson, and
Pawnee Counties; (4) from points in
Idaho located in and south of Idaho
County to points in Oklahoma located in
and east of Kay, Noble, Payne, Lincoln,
Poitawatomie, Dontotoc, Murray, Car-
ter; and Love Counties; (5) from points
in Idaho located in and north of Nez
Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Counties
to points in Oklahoma located in and
east of Alfalfa, Major, Blaine, Caddo,
Commanche, and Cotton Counties; (6)
from points in Idaho located in and east
of Clark, Butte, Blaine, Minidoka, and
Cassia Counties to points in Missouri (ex-
cept Atchison County); (7) from points
in Idaho located in and west and north
of Lemhi, Custer, Boise, Elmore, Camas,
Lincoln, Jerome, and Twin Falls Coun-
tles to Atchison County, Mo.; (8) from
points in Idaho to points in Towa located
in and south of Ringgold, Clarke, Lucas,
Marion, Mahaska, Poweshiek, Towa, Linn,
Jones, and Dubuque Counties: (J) acids
and liquid chemicals (except chemical
fertilizer solution and petroleum chem-
lcals), in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from
points in Idaho located in and south of
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Idaho County to points in Texas located
in and east of Grayson, Collin, Dallas,
Ellis, Nevarro, Limestone, Robertson,
Brazos, Washington, Austin, Wharton,
and Matagorda Counties (except Harris,
Jefferson, and Orange Counties); (2)
from points in Idaho located: in and
north of Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clear-
water Counties to points in Texas lo-
cated in and east of Wichita, Archer,
Young, Stephens, Eastland, Commanche,
Mills, San Sabra, LLano, Blanco, Ken-
dall, Bexar, Atascosa, McMullen, Duval,
Brooks, and Hidalgo Counties (except
Harris, Jefferson and Orange Counties) .

(K) Caustic soda, in bulk, in tank’

vehicles: from points in Idaho to Hous-
ton, Tex.; (L) liguid chemicals (except
chemical fertilizer solutions), in bulk, in
tank vehicles: from points in Idaho to
points in Rhode Island; (M) such chemi-
cals as are embraced within fats and
greases, in bulk, in tank vehicles: from
points in Idaho to points in Maine, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire and Ver-
mont; (N) such chemicals, as are em-
braced within oils, blends, and products
thereof (except those derived from petro-
leum, soap products, and paints), in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Idaho to points in Florida; (O) acids and
chemicals (except chemical fertilizer
solutions), in bulk, in tank or hopper
vehicles: (1) from points in Idaho lo-
cated in Fremont, Madison, Teton, Bon-
neville, Bingham, Bannock, and Oneida
Counties to points in the Lower Penin-
sula of Michigan located on and south
of a line extending from Cross Village on
ILake Michigan along Michigan High-
way C66 to Cheboygan on Lake Huron;
(2) from points in Idaho located in, west,
and north of Clark, Jefferson, Butte,
Blaine, Power, and Cassia Counties to
points in Michigan located on and south
and east of a line extending from Lake
Michigan along unnumbered highway, 1
mile south of Onekama through Kaleva
fo the junction of U.S. Highway 55, 3

miles west of Wellston, thence along U.S."

‘Highway 55 to the junction of Michigan
Highway 115, thence along Michigan
Highway 115 to the junction of U.S.
Highway 10, thence along U.S. Highway
10 to the western border of Tuscola
County, including the Clare; Midland,
and Bay City Commercial Zone, thence
along the western border of Tuscola
County to Saginaw Bay; (P) acids and
chemicals (except chemical fertilizer
solution), in bulk, in tank or hopper
vehicles: (1) from points in Idaho lo-
cated in and south of Adams, Valley, and
Lemhi Counties to points in Massachu-
setts; (2) from points in Idaho located
in and north of Idaho County to points
in Massachusetts located on and east of
a line extending from the Massachusetts-
New Hampshire State line south along
unnumbered highway through Town-
send Harbor to the junction of Massa-
chusetts Highway 225, thence along
Massachusetts Highway 225 to junction
of unnumbered highway at West Groton,
thence along unnumbered highway
through north Shirley and Shirley Cen-
ter to the junction of U.S. Highway 13,
thence along U.S. Highway 13 to the
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junction of U.S. Highway 12, thence
along U.S. Highway 12 to the Massachu-
setts-Connecticut State line; (3) from
points in Idaho located in and south of
Adams, Valley, Custer, Butte, Bingham,
and Bonneville Counties {o points in Wis-
consin located in Milwaukee, Racine, and
Kenosha Counties; (4) from points in
Idaho to points in Mississippi and
Tennessee.

(Q) Acetic acid, in bulk, in tank or
hopper vehicles: from points in Idaho to
points in Alabama; (R) arsenic acid, in
bulk, in tank vehicles and agricultural
insecticides, in bulk, in hopper vehicles;
from points in Idaho to points in Ala-
bama (except Bay Minette, Ala.); (S)
liquid chemicals (except fertilizer solu-
tions), in bulk, in tank or hopper vehi-
cles: (1) from points in Idaho located in
and south of Idaho County to points in
Texas located in and east of Fannin,
Hunt, Van Zandt, Henderson, Anderson,
Houston, Walker, San Jacinto, Polk,
Hardin, and Jefferson Counties; (2) from
points in Idaho located in and north of
Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Coun-
ties to points in Texas located in and
east of Montague, Wise, Parker, Hood,
Somervell, Bosque, Coryell, Bell, Wil-
liamson, Travis, Caldwell, Guadalupe,
Gonzales, Karnes, Bee, San Patricio,
Nueces, Kleberg, Kenedy, Willacy, and
Cameron Counties (except Brazoria, Fort
Bend, Galveston, Harris, Montgomery,
Liberty, and Chambers Counties); (T)
acids and chemicals (except chemical
fertilizer solutions), in bulk, from points
in Idaho to points in Louisiana; (U)
acids and ehemicals (except chemical
fertilizer solutions, liquid hydrogen,
liquid oxygen, and liguid nitrogen) in
bulk, from points in Idaho to points in
Georgia; (V) acids and chemicals (ex~
cept chemical fertilizer solutions), in
bulk, from points in Idaho to peints in
Connecticut and Indiana; (W) sugar,
syrups and blends thereof for use as feed,
in bulk, from points in Idaho to points
in Illinois.

(X) Mall syrup used as feed, in bulk,
in tank vehicles: (1) from points in
Idaho to points in Indiana and Ohio; (2)
from points in Idaho (except Ada, Can-
yon, and Payette Counties) to points in
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan located
on and south of a line extending from
Cross Village on Lake Michigan along
Michigan Highway C66 to Cheboygan on
Lake Huron; (3) from points in Idaho
located in Ada, Canyon, and Payette
Counties to poinfs in Michigan located
on and east of a line extending from
L’anse on Lake Superior along U.S. High-
way 41 to the junction of U.S. Highway
141, thence along U.S. Highway 141 to
the Michigan-Wisconsin State line; (4)
from points in Idaho (except Ada, Can-
yon, and Payette Counties) to points in
Wisconsin located in and south of Iowa,
Dane, Columbia, Greenlake, Winnebago,
Calumet, Brown, Kewaunee, and Door
Counties and points in Grant County on
and soufh of a line extending from the
Wisconsin-TIllinois State line along U.S.

Highway 61 to the junction of Wisconsin
Highway A at Lancaster, thence along
Wisconsin Highway A to the western
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border of Iowa County; (5) from points
in Idaho located in Ada, Canyon, and
Payette to points in Wisconsin located in
and east and south of Vernon, Monroe,
Juneau, Wood, and Marathon Counties
and points on and east of a line extend-
ing from the northern border of Mara-
thon County along U.S. Highway 51 to
the junction of Michigan Highway 70,
thence along Michigan Highway 70 to
the junction of U.S. Highway 45, thence
along U.S. Highway 45 to the Wisconsin-
Michigan State line; (Y) corn syrup, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from points
in Idaho to points in New York and Ten-
nessee: (2) from points in Idaho located
in and north of Canyon, Ada, Boise, Val-
ley, and Lemhi Counties to points in
Kentucky located in and south of Fulton,
Hickman, Graves, Calloway, Trigg,
Christian, Todd, Logan, Warren, Barren,
Metealfe, Adair, Russell, Pulaski, Laurel,
Clay. Perry, Knott, and Pike Counties;
~ (3) from points in Idaho located in and

north of Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwa-
ter Counties to points in Kentucky ex-
cept those located in and north of Jeffer-
son, Shelby, Franklin, Scott, Bourbon,
Nicholas, Fleming, Lewis, Carter, and
Boyd Counties; (4) from points in Idaho
to points in Alabama and Georgia; and
(5) from points in Idaho to points in
Florida. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of : (A), (B), (C),
(D) Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City,
Kansas., commercial zone (point former-
ly known as Turner, Kansas.) ; (E) Kan-
sas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans. com-~
mercial zone (point formerly known as
Turner. Kans.) and Marshall County,
Ky.

(F) Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City,
Kans., commercial zone (Turner, Kans.) |
(G) Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City,
Kans.. commercial zone (Turner, Kans.
has been annexed by Kansas City, Kans.)
Saginaw, Mo., and points within 15 miles,
Woodstock, Tenn.; (H) Kansas City,
Mo.-Kansas City, Kans. commercial zone
(Turner, Kans.), Saginaw, Mo, and
points within 15 miles thereof, and Co-
lumbia, Tenn.; (I) Olathe, Kans., and
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, commer-
cial zones (Turner, Kans.); (J) Olathe,
Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Kans,, commercial zones (Turner,
Kans.), and Lawrence, Kans.; (K)
Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans,, commercial zones
(Turner, Kans.), and Tulsa, Okla.; (L)
Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans., commercial zones
(Turner, Kans.), and Muscatine, Towa;
(M) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City,
Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., commercial
zones (Turner, Kans.), and Dubuque,
Towa:; (N) Olathe Kans., and Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,, commer-
cial zones (Turner, Kans.), and points
in Arkansas that are within the Mem-
phis, Tenn., commercial zone; ({e}]
Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Kans,,
commercial zones (Turner, Kans.) and
plantsite of the Bolckson Chemical Co.,
at or near Joliet, Ill.; (P) (1)—(2) Olathe,
Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zones (Turner,
Kans.), and Tulsa, Okla.; (P)(3) Kan-
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sas City, Kans., Olathe, Kans., Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zones (Turner,
Kans.), and plantsite of Iowa-Gutten-
berg Terminal Inc. located approximate-
ly two miles south of Guttenberg, Iowa;
(P) (4) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City,
Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., commercial
zones (Turner, Kans.) and points within
15 miles of Saginaw, Mo.; (Q), (R),
Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans.,, commercial zones
(Turner, Kans.) and points within 15
miles of Saginaw, Mo., and Memphis,
Tenn.; (S) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zones, (Turner,
Kans.) and Verona, Mo.; (T), (U), (V)
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,
commercial zones (Turner, Kans.); (W)
Plantsite of Protein Blenders, Inc., near
Iowa City, Iowa; (X) Plantsite of Pro-
tein Blenders, Inc. near Iowa City, Iowa
and Villa Park, Il.; (¥) (1) Clinton,
Towa; (Y)(2)-(4) Clinton, Iowa, and
Memphis, Tenn.; and (Y)(5) Clinton,
Iolwa. Memphis, Tenn., and Birmingham,
Ala.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. ET75), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT CO., 818 Grand
Ave., P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City, Mo.
64142, Applicant’s representative: H. B.
Foster (same as above) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (A) Molasses, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles: (1) from points in Indiana to
points in Illinois; (2) from points in
Indiana except Ada, Canyon, and Payette
Counties to points in Wisconsin located
in and south and east of Buffalo, Eau
Claire, Clark, Taylor, and Lincoln and
points on and east of a line extending
from the northern border of Lincoln
County along U.S. Highway 8 to the junc-
tion of Michigan Highway 17, including
the Rhinelander Commercial Zone,
thence along Michigan Highway 17 to
the junction of U.S. Highway 45, thence
along U.S. Highway 45 to the Wisconsin-
Michigan State line; (3) from points in
Idaho (except Ada, Canyon, and Payette
Counties) to points in Minnesota located
in Wabasha, Olmsted, Winona, Mower,
Filimore, and Houston Counties; (4)
from points in Idaho located in Ada,
Canyon, and Payette Counties to points
in Minnesota located in and east of Good-
hue, Dodge and Mower Counties; (B)
sugar, syrups and blends thereof for use
as feed, in bulk: (1) from points in Idaho
to points in Wisconsin; (2) from points
in Idaho (except Ada, Canyon, and Pay-
ette Counties) to points in Minnesota lo-
cated in and east of Jackson, Watonwan,
Brown, Nicollet, Sibley, Carver, Henne-
pin, Onoka, Isanti, and Pine Counties;
(3) from points in Idaho located in Ada,
Canyon, and Payette Counties to points
in Minnesota located in and east of Rock,
Pipestone, Lyon, Redwood, Renville,
Chippewa, Kandiyohi, Stearns, Todd,
Cass, and Itasca Counties and points in
Kooching County located on and east of
a line extending from the northern
border of Itasca County along Minne-
sota Highway 65 to the junction of Min=-
nesota Highway 217, thence along Min-

nesota Highway 217 to the junction of
U.S. Highway 53, thence along U.S. High-
way 53 to the Rainy River; (C) corn
syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from
points in Idaho to Dallas, Tex.; (2) from
points in Idaho (except Caribou, Bear
Lake, Franklin, and Oneida Counties) to
Fort Worth, Tex.

(D) Dry sugar, in bulk: from points in
Idaho to St. Bernard, Ohio; (E) corn
syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from
points in Indiana to points in Louisiana
and Mississippi; (2) from points in Idaho
to points in Texas located in and east of
Collin, Rockwall, Kaufman, Henderson,
Anderson, Houston, Walker, Montgom-
ery, Harris, and Galveston Counties and
points in Grayson County located on and
east of a line extending from the Texas-
Oklahoma State line along U.S. Highway
69 to the junction of U.S. Highway 82,
including the Sherman Commercial Zone,
thence along U.S. Highway 82 to the
junction of Texas Highway 289, thence
along Texas Highway 289 to the northern
border of Collin County; (3) from points
in Indiana located in and north of Nez
Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Counties to
points in Texas located in and east of
Wilbarger, Baylor, Throckmorton, Ste-
phens, Eastland, Brown, San Sabra,
Llano, Blanco, Comal, Wilson, Karnes,
Live Oak, Jim Wells, Kelberg, Kenedy,
Willacy, and Cameron Counties and
points in Bexar County located on and
east of a line extending from the
southern border of Comal County along
U.S. Highway 281 to the junction of In-
terstate Highway 410, thence along In-
terstate Highway 410 to the junction of
U.S. Highway 181, including the San
Antonio Commercial Zone, thence along
U.S. Highway 181 to the western border
of Wilson County; (4) from points in
Idaho located in Ada, Canyon, and Pay-
ette Counties to points in Minnesota
located in Winona, Filimore, and
Houston Counties; (5) from points in
Idaho to points in Arkansas; (6) from
points in Idaho located in and south of
Idaho County to points in Oklahoma lo-
cated in and east of Kay, Noble, Payne,
Lincoln, Pottawatomie, Pontotac, John-
ston, and Marshall Counties;, (7) from
points in Idaho located in and north of
Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater to
points in Oklahoma located in and east
of Woods, Major, Dewey, Custer, Wahita,
Kiowa, and Tillman Counties; (8) from
points in Idaho located in and north of
Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Coun-
ties to points in Nebraska located in Otoe,
Johnson, Nemaha, Gage, Pawnee, and
Richardson Counties; (9) from points in
Idaho to points in Kansas located in and
east of Marshall, Riley, Geary, Mo1ris,
Chase, Butler, and Cowley Counties; (10)
from points in Idaho located in and north
of Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater
Counties to points in Kansas located in
and east of Washington, Clay, Ottawa,
Saline, McPherson, Reno, Kingman, and
Harper Counties.

(F) Vegetable Oils, in bulk, in tank ve-

(F) Vegetable Oils, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles: (1) from points in Idaho to St
Louis, Mo.; (2) from points in Idaho fo
points in Ohio; (3) from points in Idaho
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to peints in Illinois (except Rock Island,
Whiteside, Carroll, Ogle, Jo Daviess, Ste-
phenson, Winnebago, Boone, and Mc-
Henry Counties and points in Lake Coun-
ty located north of Illinois Highway 22
and Champaign and Jacksenville); (G)
fats, oils, blends and products thereol,
(except those derived from petroleum,
soap products, and paint), in bulk, in
tank vehicles: from points in Idaho to
Memphis, Tenn.; (H) cottonseed oil, soy-
bean oil, blends and products thereof, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Idaho to Macon, Ga., and Jackson, Miss.;
(I) vegetable oils and vegetable oil prod-
ucts (except soap products and paint),
in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from points
in Idaho to points in Alabama, Georgia
(except Macon), and Mississippi (except
Jackson); (2) from points in Idaho lo-
cated in Caribou, Bear Lake, and Frank-
lin Counties to points in Louisiana ex-
cept Caddo and De Soto Parishes and
points in Sabine Parish located north of
Louisiana Highway 6; (3) from points in
Idaho (except Ada, Canyon, and Payette
Counties) to points in Pennsylvania lo-
cated in and south of Cumberland, York,
Lancaster, Lebanon, Berks, Lehigh, and
Northampton Counties and points in
Franklin County located west of U.S.
Highway 11, excluding the Chambers-
burg Commercial Zone; (4) from points
in Idaho located in Ada, Canyon, and
Payette Counties to points in Pennsyl-
vania (except Erie County and points in
Crawford County located north of a
line extending from the Pennsylvania-
Ohio State line along Pennsylvania
Highway 285 to the junction of U.S.
Highway 6, thence along U.S. Highway 6
to the junction of Pennsylvania Highway
7, excluding the Meadville Commercial
Zone, thence along Pennsylvania High-
way 77 to the western border of Craw-
ford County) ; (57) from points in Idaho
(except Ada, Canyon, and Payette) to
points In New York located in and south
of Orange and Dutchess Counties; (6)
from points in Idaho located in Ada, Can-
yon, and Payette Counties to points in
New York; (J) vegetable and animal fats
and oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles: from
points in Idaho to points in Louisiana,
Mississippi, and Tennessee,

(R) Vegetable and animal fats and oils,
in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from points
in Idaho to points in Indiana located on
and south of U.S. Highway 50 including
the Bedford Commercial Zone; (2) from
points in Idaho to points in Illinois lo-
cated in and south of Franklin, Hamil-
fon, and White Counties and points in
Jackson County on and south of a line
extending from the southern border
along Illinois Highway 3 to the junction
of Illinois Highway 149, thence along
Tllinois Highway 149 to the eastern bor-
der of Jackson County; (3) from points
in Idaho located in and north of Nez
Ferce, Lewis, and Clearwater Counties to
boints in Illinofs located in and south of
Randolph, = Washington,  Jefferson,
Wayne, Richland, and Lawrence Coun-
Hes; (4) from points in Ydaho south of
Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Coun-
ties to points in Missouri located in and
south of Howell, Oregon, Carter, Wayne,
Madison, and Perry Counties; (5) from
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peints in Idaho located in and north of
Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Coun-
ties to points in Missour? located in and
south of Taney, Douglas, Texas, Dent,
Iron, Washington, and Jefferson Coun-
ties; (6) from points in Idaho south of
Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Coun-
ties to points in Arkansas located in and
east of Marion, Van Buren, Conway, Per-
1y, Carland, Hot Springs, Clark, Neva-
da, and Lafayette Counties and points
in Searcy County located on and east of a
line extending from the western border
of Searcy County along U.S. Highway 65
to the junction of Arkansas Highway 27,
thence along Arkansas Highway 27 to the
southern border of Searcy County; (7)
from points in Idaho located in and
north of Nez Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater
Counties to points in Arkansas (except
Benton, Carroll, Washington, Madison,
and Crawford Counties) ; (8) from points
in Idaho located in and north of Nez
Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Counties
to points in Texas located in and east of
Lamar, Delta, Hopkins, Wood, Smith,
Cherokee, Angelina, Trinity, San Jacinto,
Liberty, Chambers and Galveston Coun-
ties; (9) from points in Idaho (except
Ada, Canyon, and Payette Counties) to
points in Ohio located in and south of
Hamilton, Clermont, Brown, Highland,
Ross, Vinton, Athens, and Washington,
Counties; (10) from points in Idaho lo-
cated in Ada, Canyon, and Payette Coun-
ties to points in Ohio located in and
south of Preble, Montgomery, Clark,
Madison, Delaware, Knox, Holmes, Stark,
and Mahoning Counties; (11) from
points -in Idaho to points in Delaware,
Florida, Kentucky, Maryland, New Jer-
sey, North Carolina, South Carolina, Vir-
ginia, and West Virginia.

(L) Animal oils and fats (except lard),
in bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Idaho to points in Arkansas; (M) fais
and oils (except petroleum, petroleum
products, and molasses), in bulk, in tank
vehicles: from points in Idaho to points
in Towa and Wisconsin; (N) crude soy~
bean oil, inedible fats, tallows, and
grease, in bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from
points in Idaho to points in Chicago, Chi-
cago Heights, Decatur, East St. Louis, and
Rockford, Ill.; (2) from points in Idaho
to Sherman, Tex.; (3) from points in
Idaho to Port Ivory and New York City,
N.Y.,, and Cincinnati and Ivorydale,
Ohio; (4) from points in Idaho to Pari-
bault, Minneapolis, and St. Paul, Minn.;
(5) from points in Idaho to Kansas City
and St. Louis, Mo.; (O) soybean oil, corn
and salad oils (except crude soybean oil
to New York City, Port Ivory, N.Y., and
Memphis, Tenn., in bulk, in tank vehi-
cles: from points in Idaho to points in
New York and Tennessee; (P) soybean
oil, corn oil, and salad oils, in bulk, in
tank vehicles: from points in Idaho lo-
cated in and north of Nez Perce, Lewis,
and Clearwater Counties to points in
Texas located in Bowie, Cass, Marion,
Harrison, Panola, S8helby, S8an Augustine,
Sabine, Jasper, Newton, Orange, and Jef-
ferson Counties and points in Morris
County on and east of U.8, Highway 259,
including the Lone Star Commercial
zone; (Q) soybean oil and corn oil, In
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bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from points
in Idaho to points in Missouri located
in and east of Clark, Lewis, Marion,
Ralls, Pike, Montgomery, Warren, Frank-
lin, Crawford, Iron, Reynolds, and Rip-
ley Counties and points in Carter Coun-
ty located on and east of a line extending
from the southerin border of Reynolds
County along Missouri Highway D,
thence along Missouri Highway D to the
junction of U.S. Highway 60, thence
along U.S. Highway 60 to the junction_
of Missouri Highway C, thence along
Missouri Highway C to the northern
border of Ripley County; (2) from points
in Idaho located in and north of Nez
Perce, Lewis, and Clearwater Counties to
points in Missouri located in and east
and south of Putnam, Sullivan, Grundy,
Livingston, Carroll, Lafayette, Johnson,
Henry, St. Clair, Cedar, and Barton
Counties.

(R) Soybean oil, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles: (1) from points in Idaho north
of Payette, Gem, Boise, Blaine, Butte,
and Bonneville Counties to points in the
Lower Peninsula of Michigan located on
and south of a line extending from Cross
Village on Lake Michigan along Michi-
gan Highway C66 to Cheboygan on Lake
Huron; (2) from points in Idaho located
in and south of Payette, Gem, Boise,
Blaine, Butte, and Bonneville Counties
to points in Michigan; (S) lard and ani-
mal oils, fats, grease, and tallows, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: (1) from points
in Idaho to points in Alabama, Connec-
ticut, Delaware, District of Columbia,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois except Chicago,
Chicago Heights, Decatur, East St. Louis
and Rockford; Indiana, Kentucky,
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New Jersey. New York, except New York
City and Port Ivory; North Carolina,
Ohio, except Cincinnati and Ivorydale:
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro-
lina, Vermont, Virginia, and West Vir-
ginia; (2) from points in Idaho south
of Canyon, Ada, Boise, Valley, and Lem-
hi Counties to points in Mississippi lo-
cated in and east and north of Bolivar,
Sunflower, Humphreys, Yazoo, Hinds,
Simpson, Lawrence, Pearl River, and
Hancock Counties; (3) from points in
Idaho located in and north of Canyon,
Ada, Boise, Valley, and Lemhi Counties
to points in Mississippi; (4) from points
in Idaho north of Payette, Gem, Boise,
Blaine, Butte, and Bonneville Counties to
points in Michigan except Gogebic, On-
tonawon, Houghton, Keweenaw, Baraca,
Iron, and Marquette Counties and points
in Alger County located west of a line
extending from the southern border of
Alger County along U.S. Highway 41 to
the junction of Michigan Highway 67,
thence along Michigan Highway 67 to the
Jjunction of Michigan Highway 94, thence
along Michigan Highway 94 to Lake Su-
perior, excluding the Munising Commer-
cial Zone; and (5) from points in Idaho
located in and south of Payette, Gem,
Boise, Blaine, Butte, and Bonneville
Counties to points in Michigan; (T)
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Tennessee to points in Wash=
ington,
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The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateways of: €A) (1) Muscatine,
Jowa; (A)(2) Dubugue, Iowa; (B) Ma-
son City, Towa; (C) Kansas City, Mo.;
(D) points in Towa within the Omaha,
Nebr,, Commercial Zone; (E) North Kan-
sas City, Mo.; (F) (1) Kansas City. Kans.;
(F) (2) Kansas City, Kans., and points
that are in both the St. Louis, Mo., and
Dupo, Ill., Commercial Zones; (F)(3)
Kansas, and points that are in both the
St. Louis, Mo., and Dupo, Il., Commer-
cial Zones; (@) Kansas; (H), (I) Kan-
sas and Memphis, Tenn.; (J) Kansas
City, Kans.; (K) Kansas City, Kans,, and
Memphis, Tenn.; (L) Kansas City, Kans.;
(M) Nebraska; (N) Nebraska and Towa;

(0), (P), (@ Nebraska and Clinton, -

Jowa: (R) Nebraska and Muscatine,
Towa: (S) Nebraska and Dubuque, Iowa;
and (T) Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 92083 (Sub-No. ET76), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT CO. 818 Grand
Ave,, P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City, Mo.
64142. Applicant’s representative: H. B,
Foster (same as above) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (A) Acids and chemicals, in bulk,
in tank or hopper vehicles: from points
on Montana to Dallas, Tex.; (B) Poly-
vinyl acetate, inseed oil blends and prod-
ucts thereof and paint materials which
are embraced within chemicals in bulk,
in tank vehicles: from points in Montana
to Houston, Tex.; (C) Acids and chemi-
cals, in bulk: (1) from points in Montana
to points in Kentucky, North Carolina
and South Carolina; (2) from points in
Montana north and east of Hill, Chou-
teau, Fergus, Petroleum, Rosebud, Custer,
and Carter Counties to peints in Ohio
located in and south of Darke, Shelby,
Champaign, Union, Delaware, EKnox,
Holmes, Tuscarawas, Carroll, and Colum-
biana Counties; (3) from points in Mon-
tana located in and south and west of
Hill Chouteau, Fergus, Petroleum, Rose-~
bud, Custer, and Carter Counties to
points in Ohio located in and north of
Mercer, Auglaize, Logan, Hardin, Marion,
Morrow, Richland, Ashland Wayne Stark,
and Mahoning Counties; (D) Trichlo-
romonofivoromethane, dichlorodifiuoro-
methane, monochlorodifiuoromelhane,
irichlorotrifluoroethane, dichlorothetra-
fluorethane and wmixtures thereof, in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Montana to points in Alabama (except
Fox) : (E) Chemicals, in bulk: (1) from
points in Montana to points in Delaware,
Distriet of Columbia, Maryland, New
Jersey, Virginia, and West Virginia; (2)
from points in Mentana to poinis in New
York exeept those located in Niagara,
Erie, Chautaugusz, and Cattaraugus coun-
ties and to points in Pennsylvania except
those located in Erie, Crawford, Mercer,
Lawrence, Venango, Forest, and Warren
counties; (3) from points in Montana
except those located in Daniels, Sheridan,

Roosevelt, Richland, Dawson, and
‘Winbaux Counties fo points in New York
Jocated In Niagara, Erie, Chautauqua,
and Cattaraugus counties and to points
in Pennsylvania located in Erie, Craw-
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ford, Mereer, Lawrence, Venango, Forest,
and Warren Counties;

(F) Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in
tank vehicles: from points in Montana
to points in Alabama within 400 miles of
Woodstock, Tenn.; (G) Acetic acid, in
pbulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Montana to points, in Alabama; (H)
Phosphoric aeid, in bulk, in tank vehi-
cles: from points in Montana to points
in Alabama: (I) Acids and chemicals,
in bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles: (1)
from points in Montana to points in
Arkansas; (2) from points in Montana
to points in Oklahoma located in and
east of Kay, Noble, Logan, Oklahoma,
Cleveland, MeClain, Garvin, Carter, and

Love Counties; (3) from points in Mon-

tana located in and north of Ravalli,
Granite, Deer Lodge, Silver Bow, Jeffer-
son, Broadwater, Meagher, Wheatland,
Golden Valley, Fergus, Petroleum, Gar-
field, McCone, Dawson, and Wibaux
Counties to points in Oklahoma located
in Grant, Garfield, Kingfisher, Blaine,
Canadian, Caddo, Grady, Commanche,
Stephens, Cotton, and Jefferson Coun-
ties; (4) from points in Montana to
points in Missouri except Atchison, Holt,
Nodaway, and Worth Counties: (5) from
points in Montana located in and west
of Hill, Chouteau, Cascade, Lewis and
Clark, Jefferson, Silver Bow, Deer
Lodge, Granite, and Ravalli Counties to
points in Missouri and points in Nebraska
located in Richardson County; (6) from
points in Montana to points in Iowa on
and south of a line beginning at the
Towa-Missouri State line and extending
north along Iowa Highway 81 to june-
tion of Towa Highway 2, thence along
Towa Highway 2 to junction of U.S. High-
way 218, thence along U.S. Highway 218
to junction of U.S. Highway 61, thence
along U.S. Highway 61 to. junction of
unnumbered highway 2 miles south of
Montrose, Iowa, thence along unnum-
bered highway through Montrose, Towa,
4o Galland, Towa, on the Mississippi
River: (1) from points in Montana Io-
cated in and west of Toole, Pondera,
Teton, Lewis and Clark, Powell, Deer
Lodge, Silver Bow, and Beaverhead
Counties to points in Towa located in and
south of Page, Taylor, Union, Clarke,
Lucas, Monroe, Mahaska, Keokuk,
Washington, Louisa, Muscatine, and
Scott Counties as described in (6) above;
(8) from points in Montana to points in
Kansas located in and east of Doniphan,
Atchison, Jackson, Pottawatomie, Wa-
baunsee, Morris, Chase, Butler, and
Cowley Counties; (9) from points in
Montana located in and west of Hill,
Chouteau, Cascade, Lewis and Clark,
Jefferson, Silver Bow, Deer Lodge, Gran-
ite, and Ravalli Counties to points in
Kansas Jocated in Clay, Dickinson, Sa-
line, McPherson, Reno, Kingman, Har-
per, Sumner, Sedgwick, Harvey, Marion,
Ceary, Riley, Marshall, Nemaha, and
Brown Counties;

(J) Acids aend liquid chemicals (ex-
cept those derived from petroleum and
petroleum products) in bulk, in tank
vehicles: (1) from points in Montana to
points in Texas located in and east of

Cooke, Denton, Tarrant, Johnson, Hill,

McLénnan, Bell, Williamson, Travis,
Caldwell, Guadalupe, Gonzales, Karnes,
Live Oak, Jim Wells, Brooks, and Hidalgo
Counties except Harris, Jefferson, and
Orange Counties and Dallas; (2) from
points in Montana located in and north
of Ravalli, Granite, Deer Lodge, Silver
Bow, Jefferson, Broadwater, Meagher,
Golden Valley, Fergus, Petroleum, Gar-
field, McCone, Dawson, and Wibaux
Counties to points in Texas located in
an area in and bounded by Montague,
Wise, Parker, Hood, Somervell, Bosque,
Coryell, Lampass, Burnet, Blanco,
Hays, Comal, Bexar, Wilson, Atascosa,
McMullen, Duval, Jimx Hogg, Starr, Za-
pata, Webb, La Salle, Frior, Medina,
Bandera, Kendall, Gillespie, Mason,
Llano, San Saba, Brown, Eastland, Ste-
phens, Young, Archer, Wichita and Clay
Counties; (K) Caustic soda, in bulk in
tank vehieles: from points in Montana to
Houston, "Tex.; (L) Liquid chemicals, in
bulk, in tank vehicles; from poinis in
Montana to points in Rhode Island; (M)
Such fats and grease as are embraced
within chemicals in bulk, in tank wvehi-
cles; (I) from points in Montana to
points in Maine located in Aroostock,
Piscataquis, Penobscot, Hancock, and
Washington Counties; (2) from points in
Montana located in and west of Hill,
Chouteau, Fergus, Petroleum, Rosebud,
Custer, and Carter Counties to points in
Maine except those located in Aroostock,
Piscataquis, Penobscot, Hancock, and
Washington Counties to points in Maine,
New Hampshire, and Vermont; (N) Such
fats, oils, blends and products thereof as
-are embraced within chemicals (execept
fats, oils, blends and products thereof
derived from petroleum products and
paint) in bulk, in tank vehicles: from
points in Montana to points in Florida;
(0) Acids and . chemicals, in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles: (1) from peints
in Montana Iocated in and west of Toole,
Pondera, Chouteau, Fergus, Musselshell,
Yellowstone, Treasure, Big Horn, and
Powder River Counties to points in
Michigan located in St. Clair, Macomb,
Wayne, Washtenaw, Montoe, and Lena-
wee Counties; (2) from points in Mon-
tana located in Ravalli, Granite, Deer
Lodge, Silver Bow, and Madison Counties
to points in Michigan located in and
south of Manistee, Wexford, Oscola,
Clare, Isabella, Midland, Bay, Tuscola,
and Huron Counties except St. Clair,
Macomb, Wayne, Washtenaw, Monroe,
-and Lenawee Counties;

(P) Arsenic acid, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, and dgricultural insecticide in
bulk, in tank vehicles: from peints in
Montana to points in Alabama (except
Bay Minette) ; (Q) Acids and chemicals,
in bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles: from
points in Montana to points in Missis-
sippi and Tennessee; (R) Liguid chem-
ieals, in bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles:
(1) from points in Montana to points in
Texas located in and east of Grayson,
Collin, Rockwall, Kaufman, Navarro,
Linestone, Robertson, Burleson, Wash-
ington, Fayette, Lavaca, Victoria, Cal-
houn, and Aransas Counties except Bra-
zoria, Chambers, Ft. Bend, Galveston,
Harris, Liberty, and Montgomery Coun-
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ties; (2) from points in Montana located
in and north of Ravalli, Granite, Deer
Lodge, Silver Bow, Jefferson, Broadwater,
Meagher, Wheatland, Golden Valley,
Fergus, Petroleum, Garfield, McCone,
Dawson, and Wibaux Counties to points
in Texas located in an area in and
bounded by Denton, Tarrant, Dallas,
Johnson, Ellis, Bosque, Coryell, Bell, Wil-
liamson, Travis, Hays, Comal, Bexar,
Atascosa, McMullen, Duval, Jim Hogg,
Zapata, Starr, Hidalgo, Cameron, Wil-
lacy, Kennedy, Kleberg, Nueces, San Pa-
tricio, Refugio, Goliad, De Witt, Gon-~
zales, Caldwell, Bastrop, Lee, Milan, Falls,
McLennan, and Hill Counties; (S) Acids
and chemicals, in bulk: (1) from points
in Montana to points in Louisiana and
Connecticut; (T) Acids and chemicals,
in bulk (except liquid hydrogen, liquid
oxygen, and liquid nitrogen) : from points
in Montana to points in Georgia;

(U) Chemicals, in bulk: (1) from
points in Montana to points in Indiana;
(2) from points in Montana located in
and west of Glacier, Pondera, Teton,
Cascade Judith, Basin, Wheatland,
Golden Valley, Yellowstone, and Carbon
Counties to points in Wisconsin located
in and south of Sheboygan, Washington,
Dodge, Dane, Green, and Lafayette
Counties; (3) from points in Montana
to points in Illinois (except Jo Daviess
County); (4) from points in Montana
located in and west of Valley, Garfield,
Rosebud, and Powder River Counties to
points in Jo Daviess County, Ill; (5) from
points in Montana to points in Iowa lo-
cated in and south of Jackson, Clinton,
Cedar, Johnson, Washington, Jefferson,
Wapello, and Appanoose Counties; (6)
from points in Montana located in and
west of Hill, Chouteau, Cascade, Lewis
and Clark, Jefferson, Silver Bow, Deer
Lodge, Granite, and Ravalli Counties to
points in Yowa located in Dubuque, Jones,
Linn, Yowa, Poweshiek, Keokuk, Ma-
haska, Marion, Monroe, Lucas, Clarke,
Wayne, and Decatur Counties; (V) Lig-
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles:
from points in Montana to points in
Pennsylvania; (W) Chemicals, in bulk:
(1) from points in Montana to points
in Ohio; (2) from points in Montana to
points in Michigan located in and south
of Mason, Lake, Osceola, Isabella, Mid-
land, Bay, Tuscola, and Huron Counties;
(3) from points in Montana located in
and south of Mineral, Missoula, Powell,
Jefferson, Broadwater, Gallatin, Park,
Sweet Grass, Stillwater, Yellowstone, and
Big Horn Counties to points in Michigan
located in Manistee, Benzie, Leelanau,
Wexford, Grand Traverse, Missaukee,
Kalkaska, Antrim, Clare, Gladwin, Ros~
ctommon, Crawford, Otsego, Arenac,
Ogzemaw, Oscoda, Montmorency, Iosco,
and Alcona Counties and points on and
Sfmth of Michigan Highway 32 in Alpena
County; and (X) Vegetable Oils, in bulk,
In tank vehicles: from points in Mon-
tana, to St, Louis, Mo.

The purpose of this filing is to elimi-
nate the gateways of: (A), (B), (C) Kan-
£as City, Mo.; (D) Kansas City, Mo., and
Marshall County, Ky.; (E) Kansas City,
Mo.; (F) Ransas City, Mo., Saginaw, Mo.,
and points within 15 miles thereof, and
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Woodstock, Tenn.; (G) Eansas City, Mo.,
Saginaw, Mo., and points within 15 miles
thereof and Memphis, Tenn.; (H) Kan-
sas City, Mo., Saginaw, Mo., and points
within 15 miles thereof and Columbia,
Tenn.; (I) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., commer-
cial zones; (J) Olathe, Kans., and Kan-
sas City, Kans., commercial zone and
Lawrence, Kans.; (K) Olathe, Kans., and
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,
commercial zones; and Tulsa, Okla.;
(L) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-
Kansas City, Kans., commercial zones,
and Muscatine, Iowa; (M) Olathe, Kans.,
and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City,
Kans., commercial zones, and Dubugue,
Iowa; (N) Olathe, Kans.,, and Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., commer-
cial zones, and points in Arkansas that
are within the Memphis, Tenn., com-
mercial zone; (O) Olathe, Kans., and
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans.,
commercial zones, and the plantsite of
Blockson Chemical Co., at or near Joliet,
Il.; (P) Olathe, Kans., and Kansas City,
Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., commercial
zones, and Memphis, Tenn.; (Q) Olathe,
Kans.,, and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., commer-
cial zones, and Saginaw, Mo., and points
within 15 miles thereof; (R) Olathe,
Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas
City, Kans., commercial zones, and Ver-
ona, Mo.; (8), (T) Kansas City, Mo.;
(U) Burlington, Iowa, and points within
10 miles thereof; (V) Burlington, Iowa,
and Muscatine, Iowa; (W) Burlington,
Jowa, and fthe plantsite of Blockson
Chemical Co., at or near Joliet, Ill., and
(X) Kansas City, Kans.

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. E77), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN
BULK TRANSPORT CO., 818 Grand
Ave., P.O. Box 2508, Kansas City, Mo.
64142, Applicant’s representative: H. B.
Foster (same as above) Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (A) Vegetable oils (except those
used as ingredients in feed), in bulk, in
tank vehicles: (1) from points in Mon-
tana located in and east of Liberty, Hill,
Blaine, Phillips, Garfield, Rosebud, Cus-
ter, and Carter Counties to points in Ohio
located in and south of Darke, Miami,
Champaign, Madison, Franklin, Licking,
Coshocton, Guernsey, Harrison, and Jef-
ferson Counties; (2) from points in Mon-
tana located in and west of Toole, Pon-
dera, Chouteau, Fergus, Petroleum, Mus-
selshell, Yellowstone, Treasure, Big Horn,
and Powder River Counties to points in
Ohio; (B) Vegetable ofls, in bulk, in tank
vehicles: (1) from points in Montana lo-
cated in and east of Beaverhead, Madi-
son, Jefferson, Broadwater, Meagher,
Cascade, Chouteau, and Liberty Counties
to points in Illinois located in and south
of Calhoun, Greene, Macoupin, Mont-
gomery, Christina, Shelby, Moultrie,
Douglas, and Vermillion Counties: (2)
from points in Montana located in and
west of Ravalli, Granite, Deer Lake, Sil-
ver Bow, Powell, Lewis and Clark, Teton,
Pondera, and Toole Counties o points in
Tlinois located in and south of Kanka-
kee, Livingston, Woodford, Tazewell, and
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Fulton Counties and points in MecDon-
ough and Hancock Counties located on,
south, and east of a line extending from
Hamilton on the Mississippi River along
U.S. Highway 136 to the junction of U.S.
Highway 67, thence along U.S. Highway
67 to the northern border of McDonough
County (except Champaign and Jackson-
ville) ; (C) Fats, oils, blends and products
thereof (except those derived from petro-
leum, soap products, and paint), in bulk,
in tank vehicles: from points in Mon-
tana to Memphis, Tenn.;

(D) Coltonseed oil, soybean oil, blends
and products thereof, in bulk, in tank
vehicles: from points in Montana to
Macon, Ga., and Jackson, Miss.; (E) Veg-
etable oil and vegetable oil products (ex-
cept soap products and paint) in bulk, in
tank vehicles: (1) from points in Mon-
tana to points in Alabama, Georgia (ex-
cept Macon), Louisiana, and Mississippi
(except Jackson); (2) from points in
Montana located in Ravalli, Granite,
Deer Lodge, and Silver Bow Counties to
points on and south of a line beginning
at the Pennsylvania-Delaware Border,
thence along Interstate Highway 95 to
its junction with Pennsylvania Highway
320 to its junction with U.S. Highway 1
to the Pennsylvania-New Jersey State
line; (F) Vegetable and animal fats and
oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles: from
points in Montana to points in Louisiana,
Mississippi, and Tennessee; (G) Vegeta-
ble and animal jats and oils, in bulk,
in tank vehicles: (1) from points in Mon-
tana located in Ravalli, Granite, Deer
Lodge and Silver Bow Counties to points
in Ohio located on and south of a line
extending from Ripley on the Ohio River
along U.S. Highway 82 to the junection
of Ohio Highway 353, thence along Ohio
Highway 353 to the junction of Ohio
Highway 125, thence along Ohio High-
way 125 to the junction of Ohio High-
way 348, thence along Ohio Highway 348
to the junction of Ohio Highway 139,
thence along Ohio Highway 139 to the
junction of Ohio Highway 279, thence
along Ohio Highway 279 to the junction
of U.S. Highway 35 to the Ohio River;
(2) from points in Montana located east
of Toole, Pondera, Teton, Cascade,
Meagher, and Park Counties to points
in Kentucky located in and south of Crit-
tenden, Caldwell, Hopkins, Muhlenberg,
Butler, Warren, Barren, Metcalfe, Cum-
berland, Russell, Wayne, McCreary,
Whitley, and Bell Counties; (3) from
points in Montana located in and west, of
Toole, Pondera, Teton, Cascade, Mea~-
gher, and Park Counties to points in In-
diana located on and south of a line ex-
tending from the Wabash River along
Indiana Highway 64 to the junction of
Interstate Highway 64, thence along In-
terstate Highway 64 to the Ohio River,
including the Princeton Commercial
Zone and to points in Kentucky located
in and south of Jefferson, Shelby, Ander-
son, Woodford, Fayette, Clark, Mont-
gomery, Menifee, Morgan, Elliott, and
Lawrence Counties; (4) from points in
Montana to points in Missouri located
in Ripley, Butler, Stoddard, Scott, Cape
Girardeau, Mississippi, Dunklin, New
Madrid, and Pemiscot Counties;
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(5) From points in Montana located
in and west of Mill, Chouteau, Cascade,
Lewis and Clark, Jefferson, Silver Bow,
Deer Lodge, Granite, and Ravalli Coun-
ties to points in Missouri located in Perry,
Madison, Bollinger, Wayne, Carter, and
Oregon and Howell Counties; (6) from
points in Montana to points in North
Carolina, South Carolina, and points in
Virginia located in Lee, Scott, Washing-
ton, Smyth, Grayson, Carroll, Patrick,
Henry, Pittsylvania, Halifax, Mecklen~
burg, Brunswick, Greensville, South-
ampton, and Nansemond Counties and
Norfolk City; (7) from points in Mon-
tana located on snd west of a line ex-
tending from the Montana-Wyoming
State line along U.S. Higliway 87 to the
junction of U.S. Highway 12, thence
along U.S. Highway 12 to the junction
of U.S. Highway 89, thence along U.S.
Highway 89 to the junction of U.S. High-
way 87, thence along U.S. Highway 87 t0
the junction of U.S. Highway 91, thence
along U.S. Highway 91 to the United
States-Canada Border, including the
Shelby, Great Falls, and Billings Com-
mereial Zones to points in Virginia lo-
cated in and north of Wise, Russell, Taze-
well, Bland, Wythe, Pulaski, Floyd,
Franklin, Bedford, Champbell, Charlette,
Lunenburg, Nottoway, Dinwiddie, Sus-
sex, Surry, and Isle of Wight Counties
except Shenandoal, Page, Frederick,
Warren, Rappahannock, Clarke, Fau-
quier, Loudoun, Prince William, Fairfax,
and Arlington Counties and to points in
West Virginia located in and south of
Cabell, Putnam, Kanawha, Clay, Nich-
olas. Webster, and Pocahontas Counties;
(8) from points in Montana located in
Ravalli, Granite, Deer Lodge, and Silver
Bow Counties to points in Delaware,
points in Maryland except Garrett, Alle-
ghany, and Washington Counties, points
in New Jersey located in and south of
Monmouth, Ocean, and Burlington Coun-
ties, points in Virginia located in and
north of Shenandoah, Page, Rappahan-
nock, Fauquier, and Prince William
Counties and to points in West Virginia
located in Mason, Jackson, Wirt, Roane,
Calhoun, Gilmer, Braxton, Lewis, Up-
shur, Barbour, Randolph, Tucker, Pen-
dleton, Grant, Mineral Hardy, Hamp-
shire. Morgan, Berkeley, and Jefferson
Counties: (9) from points in Montana to
points in Illinois located in Union, John-
son, Alexander, Pulaski, Massac, Pope,
and Hardin Counties; (10) from points
in Montana located in and west of Toole,
Pondera, Teton, Lewis and Clark, Jeffer-
son. and Madison Counties to points in
Illinois located in Randolph, Perry, Jef-
ferson, Hamilton, Edwards, Wabash,
White, Gallatin, Saline, Franklin, Wil-
liamson, and Jackson Coumties; (11)
from points in Montana to points in Ar-
kansas located in and east of Fulton,
Izard, Stone, Cleburne, Faulkner, Pu-
laski. Saline, Hot Spring, Clark, Nevada,
and Lafayette Counties; (12) from polnts
in Montana located in Lincoln, Flathead,
Glacier, and Toole Countles to points in
Arkansas located in and west of Baxter,

Searcy, Van Buren, Conway, Perry, Gar-
land, Montgomery, Pike, Hempstead, and
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Miller Counties except Benton, Carroll,
Washington, Madison, and Crawford
Counties and fo poinis in Texas located
in and east of Red River, Franklin,
Wood, Smith, Cherokee, Houston, Trip-
ity, San Jacinto, Montgomery, Harris,
and Brazoria Countiles:

(H) Animal oils and fats (except lard),
in bulk, in tank vehicles: from points in
Montana to points in Arkansas; (I) Fals
and oils (except petroleum, petroleum
products, and molasses), in bulk, in tank
vehieles: (1) from points in Montana lo-
cated in and east of Liberty, Hill, Blaine,
Phillips, Garfield, Rosebud, Custer, and
Carter Counties to points in Wisconsin
locatedin and south of Crawford, Grant,
Iowa, Dane, Jefferson, Waukesha, and
Milwaukee Counties; (2) from peints in
Montana located west of Liberty, Hill
Blaine, Phillips, Garfield, Rosebud,
Custer, and Carter Counties except those
located in and west of Lincoln, Sanders,
Lake, Missoula, Powell, Jefferson, Gal-
latin, and Park Counties to points in
Wisconsin located in and south of
Buffalo, Trempealeau, Jackson, Wood,
Portage, Shawano, and Menominee
Counties and points in Oconto and Mari-
nette Counties located on and south of
a line extending from the northern
border of Menominee County along Wis-
consin Highway W to the junction of
U.S. Highway 141, thence along US.
Highway 141 to the junction of Wiscon-

sin Highway 180, thence along Wisconsin .

Highway 180 to the Menominee River
about 10 miles west of MecAllister; (3)
from points in Montana located in and
west of Lincoln, Sanders, Lake, Missoula,
Powell, Jefferson, Gallatin, and Park
Counties to points in Wisconsin located
in and south and east of Polk, Barron,
Rusk, Price, Oneida, and Forest Coun-
ties; (4) from points in Montana to
points in Iowa (except Lyon and Osceola
Counties) ; (5) from points in Montana
located on, west, and north of a line ex-
tending from the Montana-North Da-
kota State line along Montana Highway
23 to the junction of Montana Highway
16, thence along Montana Highway 16 to
the junction of U.8. Highway 10, thence
along U.S. Highway 10 fo the junction of
unnumbered highway at Glendive,
thence along unnumbered highway to the
junction of Interstate Highway 94 at
Fallon, thence along Interstate Highway
94 to the junction of unnumbered high-
way 3 miles west of Rosebud, thence
along unnumbered highways through
Lame Deer and Birney to the Montana~
Wyoming State line at Becker to points
in Towa loeated in Lyon and Osceola
Counties;

(J) Crude soybean oil, inedible fats,
tallows and grease, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles: (1) from points in Montana to
Kansas City and St. Louis, Mo., and
Sherman, Tex.; (2) from points in Mon-
tana located on and west of a line ex-
tending from the United States-Canada

Border along unnumbered highway to

the junction of U.S. Highway 89, at
Browning, thence along U.S. Highway 89

to the junction of U.S. Highway 287,
thence along U.S. Highway 287 to the
junction of U.S. Highway 12, thence
along U.S. Highway 12 to the junction
of U.S. Highway 87, thence along U.S.
Highway 87 to the junction of unnum-
bered highway about 6 miles east of
Billings, thence along unnumbered high-~
ways through Pryor and Shriver to the
Montana-Wyoming State line, including
the Browning, Helena, and Billings Com-
mercial Zone to Faribault, Minneapolis,
and St. Paul, Minn.; (3) from points in
Montana to points in Chicago, Chicago
Heights, Decatur, East St. Louis, and
Rockford, II1., Port Ivory and New York
City, N.Y., and Cincinnati and Ivory-
dale, Ohio; (K) Soybean oil, corn and
salad oils (except crude soybean oil to
New York City, Port Ivory, N.Y., and
Memphis, Tenn,), in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles; from points in Montana to points
in New York and Tennessee; (L) Soy-
bean oil and corn.oil, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles: (1) from points in Montana lo-
cated in and east of Beaverhead, Madi-
son, Jefferson, Broadwater, Meagher,
Cascade, "€houteau, and Liberty Coun-
ties to points in Missouri located in and
east of Scotland, Knox, Shelby, Monroe,
Audrain, Callaway, Osage, Marines,
Pulaski, Texas, and Howell Counties; (2)
from points in Montana located west of
Beaverhead, Madison, Jefferson, Broad-
water, Meagher, Cascade, Chouteau, and
Liberty Counties to points in Missouri Io-
cated in and east of Putnam, Sullivan,
Linn, Chariton, Saline, Pettis, Benton,
Hickory, Polk, Greene, Christian, and
Stone Counties; (M) Soybean oil, in bulk,
in tank vehicles: (1) from points in Mon-
tana except those located in Ravalli,
Granite, Deer Lodge, and Silver Bow
Counties) to points in Michigan located
in and south of Mason, Lake, Mecosta,
Isabella, Midland, Bay, Tuseola, and
Huron Counties; (2) from points in
Montana located in Ravalli, Granite,
Deer Lodge, and Silver Bow Counties to
points in the Lower Peninsula of Mich-
igan; and

(N) Lard and animal oils, fats, grease
and tallows, in bulk, in tank vehicles:
(1) from points in Montana to points in
Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, Dis-
trict of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Ili-
nois (except Chicago, Chicago Heights,
Decatur, East St. Louis, and Rockford),
Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland,
Mississippi, Maine, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York (except New York City
and Port Ivory), North Carolina, Ohio
(except Cincinnati and Ivorydale),
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia,
and West Virginia; (2) from points in
Montana to points in Michigan located
in and south of Mason, Lake, Mecosta,
Isabella, Midland, Bay, Tuscola, and
Huron Counties; (3) from points in
Montana located on and west of a line
extending from the United States-
Canada Border along U.S. Highway 83
to the junction of U.S. Highway 12
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thence along U.S. Highway 12 to the
junction of U.S. Highway 87, thence
along U.S. Highway 87 to the junction
of U.S. Highway 212, thence along U.S.
Highway 212 to the Montana-Wyoming
State line, including the Kalispell, Mis-
soula, Helena, Billings, and Broadus
Commercial Zones to Points in the Lower
Peninsula of Michigan located in and
north of Manistee, Wexford, Osceola,
Clare, Gladwin, and Arenac Counties.
The purpose of this filing is to elimi-
nate the gateways of: (A), (B) Kansas
and points that are in both the Dupo,
111., and St. Louis, Mo.. comercial zones;
(C) Kansas; (D), (E) Kansas and
Memphis, Tenn.; (F) Kansas City,
Kans.; (G) XKansas City, Kans., and
Memphis, Tenn.; (H) Kansas City,
Kans.; (I) Nebraska; (J) Nebraska and
Iowa; (K) Nebraska, Iowa, and Clinton,
Iowa; (L) Nebraska and Clinton, Iowa;
(M) Nebraska and Muscatine, ITowa; (N)
Nebraska and Dubuque, Iowa.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E207) (Cor-
rection), filed May 29, 1974, published in
the FEDERAL REGIsSTER October 3, 1974,
and republished, as corrected, this is-
sue, Applicant: REFRIGERATED
TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 308,
Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: R, M. Tetlebaum, Suite 375,
3379 Peachtree Rd., N.E., Atlanta, Ga.
30326. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas,
in packages, from Gulfport, Miss. to the
District of Columbia and points in Mary-
land, Delaware, New Jersey, Connecticut,
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Vermont,
New Hampshire, Maine, those parts of
New York and Pennsylvania on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, and that part
of Virginia on and east of a line begin-
ning at the Virginia-North Carolina
State line, thence along U.S. Highway
15 to junction U.S. Highway 17, thence
along U.S. Highway 17 to junction Inter-
state Highway 81, thence along Inter-
state Highway 81 to the Virginia-West
Virginia State line. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of (1)
Forest Park, Ga., and (2) Gatesville,
N.C. The purpose of this correction is to
correct the territorial description.

No. MC 108119 (Sub-No. E40), filed
May 19, 1974. Applicant; E, I, MURPHY
TRUCKING CO., P,O. Box 3010, St. Paul,
Minn, 55165. Applicant’s representative:
Mark E. Moser (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Commodities,
which, because of size or weight, require
special handling or the use of special
equipment, related parts, materials, and
supplies (not requiring special handling
or the use of special equipment) when
the transportation of such items is inci-
denta! fo the transportation of com-
modities which, by reason of size or
weight, require special handling or the
use of special equipment, and (2) Self-
vropelled articles, each weighing 15,000
bounds or more, and related machinery,
tools, parts and supplies moving in con-
nection therewith, restricted to the
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transportation of commodities which are
transported on trailers, from points in
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan to
points in Missouri on and west of U.S.
Highway 65. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of Minne-
sota.

No. MC 108341 (Sub-No. E4) (Correc-
tion), filed May 13, 1974, published in
the FeperaL REGISTER May 19, 1976, and
republished, as corrected, this issue. Ap-
plicant: MOSS TRUCKING CO., INC.,
P.O. Box 8409, Charlotte, N.C. 28208. Ap~
plicant’s representative: Jack F. Counts
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Gupsum, gypsum products, and
building materials (except stone, marble,
granite, and slate), restricted to" the
transportati®n of commodities which, be-
cause of size or weight, require the use of
special equipment, and commodities
which, because of size or weight, do not
require the use of special equipment when
transported as part of the same ship-
ment, with commodities which, because
of size or weight, require the use of
special equipment, . .. (4) Between points
in and south of Brevard, Lake, Orange,
Pasco, and Sumter Counties, Fla., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
that part of Tennessee east of a line be-
ginning at the Tennessee-North Carolina
State line and extending along U.S.
Highway 25 to junction U.S. Highway
25E, thence along U.S. Highway 25E to
the Tennessee-Kentucky State line; . .
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of Plasteico, Virginia. The
purpose of this correction is to correct
the territorial description. The remain-
der of this letter-notice remains as pre-
viously published.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. El1), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: GRAY MOV-
ING & STORAGE, INC., 1255 South
Pearl, Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant’s
representative: D. R. Gray (same as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
iregular routes, transporting: Household
goods, as defined by the Commission, be-
tween points in Arkansas on and north

‘of a line beginning at the Missouri-

Arkansas State line and extending along
U.S. Highway 65 to junction Arkansas
Highway 124, thence along Arkansas
Highway 124 to junction Arkansas High-
way 36, thence along Arkansas Highway
36 to junction Arkansas Highway 33,
thence along Arkansas Highway 33 to
junction Interstate Highway 40, thence
along Interstate Highway 40 to junction
U.S. Highway 49, thence along U.S.
Highway 49 to the Arkansas-Mississippi
State line, on fhe one hand, and, on the
other, points in Dallam and Hartley
Counties, Tex. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of points in
Kansas located within 90 miles of Enid;
Okla.; and points in Colorado.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E2), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: GRAY MOV-
ING & STORAGE, INC. 1255 South
Pearl, Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant’s
representative: D. R. Gray (same as
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above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion, between points in Arkansas on,
north, and east of a line beginning at the
Oklahoma-Arkansas State line and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 62 to junc-
tion Arkansas Highway 16, thence along
Arkansas Highway 16 to junction
Arkansas Highway 92, thence along
Arkansas Highway 92 to junction
Arkansas Highway 25, thence along
Arkansas Highway 25 to junction U.S.
Highway 167, thence along U.S, Highway
167 to junction Arkansas Highway 14,
thence along Arkansas Highway 14 to
junction Interstate Highway 55, thence
along Interstate Highway 55 to the Mis-
souri-Arkansas State line, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in El
Paso County, Tex. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
points in Kansas located within 90 miles
of Enid, Okla.; and points in Colorado.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E3), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: GRAY MOVING
& STORAGE, INC., 1255 South Pearl,
Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: D. R. Gray (same as above).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Ppoints in Arkansas on and north of a line
beginning at the Oklahoma-Arkansas
State line and extending along U.S. High-
way 62 to junciion Arkansas Highway
16, thence along Arkansas Highway 16
to junction U.S. Highway 64, thence along
U.S. Highway 64 to the Arkansas-Ten-
nessee State line, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in San Juan County,
N. Mex. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of points within
90 miles of Enid, Okla., and points within
10 miles of Denver, Colo.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E4), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: GRAY MOVING
& STORAGE, INC., 1255 South Pearl,
Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: D. R. Gray (same as above).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
points in Utah, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Oklahoma. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Enid, Okla,, and points within
90 miles; and Denver, Colo., and points
within 10 miles.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E5), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: GRAY MOVING
& STORAGE, INC., 1255 South Pearl,
Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant's repre-
sentative: D. R. Gray (same as above).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
points in Utah, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Arkansas, The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Enid, Okla., and points within
90 miles, and Denver, Colo., and points
within 10 miles,
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No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E6), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: GRAY MOVING
& STORAGE, INC., 1255 South Pearl,
Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: D. R. Gray (same as above).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
points in Wyoming, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Arkansas.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of Enid, OKkla., and points
within 90 miles, and Denver, Colo.

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E423) (Cor-
rection), filed May 22, 1974, published in
the FEbERAL REGISTER November 13, 1974,
and republished, as corrected, this
issue, Applicant: MIDWEST EMERY
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 S. Pu-
laski Rd., Chicago, Ill. 60629. Applicant’s
representative: Arthur J. Sibik (same as
above). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, and meat by-products,
and articles distributed by meat packing-
houses, as described in Sections A and C
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides), in
mechanically refrigerated vehicles (ex-
cept commodities in bulk, in tank vehi-
cles), from the plant site of Swift and
Company, at or near Grand Island, Nebr.,
to Detroit, Grand Rapids, St. Joseph,
Benton Harbor, Niles, Buchanan, Sturgis,
and Three Rivers, Mich., Nashville,
Tenn., Bowling Green, Ky., and points in
that part of Kentucky on and east of
Kentucky Highway 61, restricted to the
transportation of the commodities de-
scribed above when moving from, to, or
between warehouses, and other facilities
of retail food business houses. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points in Indiana, Chicago,
111, Louisville, Ky., and Evansville, Ind.
The purpose of this correction is to cor-
rect the territorial description.

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E440), filed
May 22, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000
S. Pulaski Rd., Chicago, Ill. 60629. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Arthur J. Sibik
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen foods, in vehicles equipped
with mechanical refrigeration; (1) from
points in Rock Island, Henry, and White-
side Counties, Ill., to points in that part
of Michigan on, north, and east of a line
beginning at Lake Huron and extending
along Michigan Highway 53, to its junc-
tion with Michigan Highway 59, thence
along Michigan Highway 59 to U.S. High-
way 24, thence along U.S. Highway 24 to
the Michigan-Ohio State line; (2) from
points in that part of Illinois on and
south of Illinois Highway 9 to points in
Michigan, The purpose of this filing is
ﬁdeliminate the gateway of LaFayette,

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E442), filed
May 22, 1974, Applicant: MIDWEST

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 122—WEDNESDAY, JUNE

NOTICES

EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000
S. Pulaski Rd., Chicago, Ill. 60629. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Arthur J. Sibik
(same as above), Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen foods, and joods not frozen
when transported in the same vehicle
with frozen food in vehicles equipped
with mechanical refrigeration, from
points in the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan, to points in West Virginia, Mary-
land, Delaware, New Jersey (except
points in New York, N.Y. and Phila-
delphia, Pa., Commercial Zones as de-
ﬁned_ by the Commission).

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No, E443), filed
May 22, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC,, 7000
S. Pulaski Rd., Chicago, I11..60629. Appli-
cant’s representative: Arthur J. Sibik
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Frozen vegetables, in vehicles equipped
with mechanical refrigeration, (A) from
Detroit, Mich., to points in Indiana and
Illinois (except Chicago) (points in Ohio,
or Chicago) *; (B) from Detroit, Mich.,
to points in New York and Pennsylvania
and those in New Jersey within the New
York, N.Y. and Philadelphia, Pa., Com-
mercial Zones, as defined by the Com-
mission (points in Ohio) *; (C) from
Detroit, Mich., to points in Maryland,
Delaware, New Jersey (except points in
the New York, N.Y. and Philadelphia,
Pa. Commercial Zones, as defined by the
Commission), Connecticut, Massachu-
setts, Rhode Island, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Maine, the District of Colum-
bia, and Virginia (Cleveland, Ohio) *;
(D) from Detroit, Mich., to points in
Iowa, Nebraska, North Dakota, and
South Dakota (Chicago, Ill.) *, (E) from
Detroit, Mich., to points in Minnesota
and Missouri, and those in that part of
Wisconsin, on and north of a line begin-
ning at the Minnesota-Wisconsin State
line thence along U.S. Highway 16 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 51, to the
Wisconsin-Michigan State line (points in
Ohio and Lafayette, Ind.) *. Restriction:
The authority described above is re-
stricted to the transportation commodi-
ties described therein, when moving
from, to, or between warehouses and
wholesale, retail or chain outlets of food
business houses, or when moving from,
to, or between food processing plants or
warehouses or other facilities of such
plants,

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E444), filed
May 22, 1974, Applicant: MIDWEST
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000
S. Pulaski Rd., Chicago, Ill. 60629. Appli-
cant's representative: Arthur J. Sibik
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods, in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, (a) from
points in Illinois, Indiana, and points in
that part of Ohio, points on and north
of a line beginning at the Ohio-Pennsyl-
vania State line and extending along U.S.
Highway 22 to junction with U.S. High-

way 23, to Ohio-West Virginia State line,
to points in Maine, Vermont, New Hamp-
shire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and
Rhode Island; (b) from points in New
York and points in that part of Pennsyl-
vania, on and north of a line beginning
at the Pennsylvania-Ohio State line,
thence along U.S. Highway 422 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 219 to Penn-
sylvania-Maryland State line, to points
in Michigan; (¢) from points in New
York to points in that part of Kentucky
on and west of U.S. Highway 75; (d) (1)
from points in that part of Illinois on
and north of U.S, Highway 50, to points
in New Jersey and (2) from points in that
part of Illinois on and north of U.S.
Highway 24, to points in Maryland; (e)
from points in that part of New York on
and west of a line beginning at Lake On-
tario and extending along New York
Highway 269 to its junction with New
York Highway 104, thence along New
York Highway 140 to its junction with
New York Highway 271, thence along
New York Highway 271 to its junction
with New York Highway 239, thence
along New York Highway 239 to junction
with New York Highway 78, thence along
New York Highway 78 to junction with
New York Highway 98, thence along New
York Highway 98 to junction with New
York Highway 16, thence along New
York Highway 16 to the New York-Penn-
sylvania State line, to points in Maine,
Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New
Jersey, Kentucky, West Virginia, Virgi-
nia, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and
the District of Columbia.

(f) From points in that part of New
York on and west of U.S. Highway 11, to
points in Connecticut, West Virginia, and
points in that part of Maryland on and
west of a line beginning at the Pennsyl-
vania-Maryland State line, thence along
Maryland Highway 47 to its junction
with Maryland Highway 36, thence along
Maryland Highway 36 to junction with
Maryland Highway 46, thence along
Maryland Highway 46 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 220 to the Maryland-
Virginia State line, points in that part
of Virginia on and west of a line begin-
ning at the Virginia-Maryland State
line, thence along U.S. Highway 11 to its
junction with Virginia Highway 56.
thence along Virginia Highway 56 to
junction with the Blue Ridge Parkway,
thence along the Blue Ridge Parkway o
its junetion with Virginia Highway 122,
thence along Virginia Highway 122 to its
junction with U.S, Highway 220, thence
along U.S. Highway 220 to the Virginia-
North Carolina State line; (g) from
points in that part of New York on and
west of a line beginning at Lake On-
tario and Windsor Beach and extending
along New York Highway 18 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 15, thence along
U.S. Highway 15 to its junction with
New York Highway 21, thence along New
York Highway 21 to the New York-Penn-
sylvania State line, to points in Ken-
tucky, West Virginia, Virginia, and points
in that part of Maryland on and west
and south of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Maryland State line and
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extending along U.S. Highway 15 to its
junction with U.,S. Highway 70, thence
along U.S. Highway 70 to its junction
with Maryland Highway 586, thence
along Maryland Highway 586 to its junc-
tion with U.S, Highway 495, thence along
U.S. Highway 495 to its junction with
Maryland Highway 450, thence along
Maryland Highway 450 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 50, thence along U.S.
Highway 50 to its junction with Mary-
land Highway 404, thence along Mary-
land Highway 404 to its junction with
the Delaware-Maryland State line, and
points in that part of Delaware on and
south of a line beginning at the Mary-
land-Delaware State line and extending
along Delaware Highway 404 to its junc-
tion with Delaware Highway 18, thence
along Delaware Highway 18 to the Dela-
ware River, and the Distriet of Colum-
bia. The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateway of Erie County, Pa.,
or Chautauqua County, N.Y.

No. MC 123407 (Sub.-No. E244), filed
November 30, 1975. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT INC., South Haven Square,
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383.
Applicant’s representative: Richard L.
Loftus (same as above) . Authority sought
o operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Roofing materials (except commodi-
ties in bulk, lumber, chemicals, and com-
modities the transportation of which be-
cause of their size or weight require the
use of special equipment), providing
through direct service from the shipping
points of Chicago, Ill., to points in Ohio
in and south of the counties of Butler,
Madison, Franklin,

Warren, Greene,
Fairfield, Perry, Muskingum, Guernsey,
and Belmont. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of Brook-
ville, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub.-No. E245), filed
November 30, 1975. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT INC., South Haven Square,
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383.
Applicant’s representative: Richard L.
Loftus (same as aboyve) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fabricated Steel Roofing and fabri-
cated steel building materials (except
commodities in bulk) from the plantsite
of Certain-Teed Products Corp., at East
St. Louis, 111, to points in Florida; points
In Alabama in and south of the counties
of Sumfer, Greene, Hale, Perry, Dallas,
Autauga, Elmore, Macon, and Lee; points
in Georgia in and south of the counties
of Harris, Talbot, Taylor, Peach, Hous-
ton, Pulaski, Dodge, Wheeler, Mont-
gomery, Toombs, Tattnall, Evans, Bryan,
and Chatham; and points in Louisiana
In and south of the parishes of Vernon,
Allen, Evangeline, St. Landry, Pointe
Coupee, West Feliciana, East Feliciana,
St. Helena, Tangipahoa, and Wash-
1ngt9n. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway at the plantsite
and warehouse facilities of Henderson
Steel Corp. located at Lauderdale
County; Miss,
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No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E246), filed
November 30, 1975. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC.,, South Haven
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative Rich-
ard L. Loftus (same as above) . Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Fabricated steel (except in
bulk) from the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of Henderson Steel Corporation
located in Lauderdale County, Miss., to
points in Michigan, Wisconsin, North
Dakota, points in Minnesota (except
those points in Pipestone, Murray, Cot-
tonwood, Rock, Nobles, Jackson, Martin,
and Faribault Counties, Minn)), and
points in South Dakota (except in and
south of the counties of Fall River,
Shannon, Washabaugh, Mellette, Jones,
Lyman, Buffalo, Jerauld, Sanborn, Miner,
Lake, and Moody Counties S. Dak.). The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Kokomo, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E296), filed
March 30, 1976.. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. U.S. Highway 6,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard L. Loftus (same as above) . Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Building materials from
East St. Louis, 111, to points in Minnesota,
South Dakota, Upper Michigan, Lower
Michigan, in the counties of Emmet,
Cheboygan (Presque Isle), Charlevoix,
Otsego, Montmorency, and Alpena. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Warren, Ill.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E297), filed
March 30, 1976, Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC., U.S. Highway 6,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard L, Loftus (same as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such Iron and steel articles
as are building materials, from Mec-
Donough County, Ill., to points in North
Carolina in the counties of Brunswick,
New Hanover, Pasquotank, Camden, and
Currituck. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateways at Warren, Ill.,
and New Castle, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E298), filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. U.S. Highway 86,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard L. Loftus (same as above) . Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such Iron and steel articles
as are building materials, from Ogle
County, Ill, to all points in Georgia,
North Carolina, and South Carolina,
points in Texas in the counties of Bee,
Refugio, and Lyecar, points in Alabama
in the counties of Chambers, Lee, Macon,
Russell, Pike, Barbour, Coffee, Dale,
Henry, Geneva, and Houston. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
ways at Warren, Ill, and New Castle, Ind.

No, MC 123407 (Sub-No. E299), filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. U.S. Highway 6,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard L. Loftus (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Roofing materials
(except commodities in bulk, lumber,
chemicals, and commodities the trans-
portation of which because of their size
or weight require the use of special
equipment), from Chicago, Ill., to points
in Ohio in and south of the counties of
Butler, Warren, Greene, Madison, Frank-
lin, Fairfield, Perry, Muskingum, Guern-
sey, and Belmont. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateway at Brook-
ville, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E300), filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. U.S. Highway 6,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard L. Loftus (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Iron and steel win-
dows and doors from Dubuque, Iowa, to
points in Georgia, restricted against the
transportation of commodities which be-
cause of size or weight, require the use of
special equipment or special handling.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway at New Castle, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E301), filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC, .US. Highway 6,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard L. Loftus (same as above), Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Such Iron and steel
articles as are building materials, from
points of L'Anse, Mich., to points in Ala-
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Arkansas (except
Benton, Carroll, Boone, Marion, and
Baxter Counties) and Texas (except Dal-
lam, Sherman, Hansford, Ochiltree, Lip-
scomb, Hartley, Moore, Hutchinson, Rob~
erts, and Hemphill Counties). The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
way at New Castle, Ind.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OsSwaLD,
Secretary,

|FR Doc.76-18282 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 75]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JUNE 18, 1976.

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority un-
der Section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
provisions of 49 CFR § 1131.3. These rules
provide that an original and six (6)
copies of protests to an application may
be filed with the field official named in
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the FeperAL REGISTER publication no
later than the 15th calendar day after
the date the notice of the filing of the
application is published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER. One copy of the protest must
be served on the applicant, or its au-
thorized representative, if any, and the
protestant must certify that such serv-
jce has been made. The protest must
identify the operating authority upon
which it is predicated, specifying the
“MC” docket and “Sub” number and
quoting the particular portion of au-
thority upon which it relies. Also, the
protestant shall specify the service it can
and will provide and the amount and
type of equipment it will make available
for use in connection with the service
contemplated by the TA application. The
weight accorded a protest shall be gov-
erned by the completeness and pertinence
of the protestant’s information.

Except as otherwise specifically noted,
each applicant states that there will be
no significant effect on the quality of the
human environment resulting from ap-
proval of its application.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Office of
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in
the I.C.C. Field Office to which protests
are to be transmitted.

MoTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 30487 (Sub-No. 6TA), filed
June 4. 1976. Applicant: DEARMAN
MOVING AND STORAGE CO., P.O. Box
1, 466 State Route 314 North, Ontario,
Ohio 44862, Applicant’s representative:
Robert L. Baker, Suite 618, Hamilton
Bank Bldg., Nashville, Tenn, 37219. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting. (1) Equipment,
materials, and supplies used in the
manufacture and installation of tele-
communications, equipment, and parts
(except commodities in bulk and com-
modities requiring special equipment),
from points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail), to points in Wash-
ington County, Tenn., and Ohio; and (2)
Telecommunications equipment, mate-
rials, parts, and supplies (except com-
modities in bulk and commodities re-
quiring special equipment) ; (a) between
points in Washington County, Tenn., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points in
North Carolina, Georgia, California,
Washington, Oregon, Alabama, Texas,
Nebraska,*Kansas, Colorado, Delaware,
Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken-
tucky, Connecticut, Maryland, Massa~
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Virginia,
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia; and (b) between
points in Ohio, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in North Carolina,
Georgia, California, Washington, Ore-
gon, Alabama, Texas, Nebraska, and
Kansas, restricted to shipments moving

for the account of North Electric Com-
pany, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
North Electric Company, 553 South
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Market St., Galion, Ohio 44833. Send
protests to: Keith D. Warner, District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 313 Fed-
eral Office Bldg., 234 Summit St., Toledo,
Ohio 43604.

No. MC 34564 (Sub-No. 24TA), filed
June 1, 1976. Applicant: ADOLPH J.
DAROSKA, 23 Concord Hill, Pittsfield,
N.H. 03263. Applicant’s representative:
Mary E. Kelley, 11 Riverside Ave., Med-
ford, Mass. 02155. Authority sought to
operate as a cominon carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer materials,
from Lyndonville, Vt., and East Provi-
dence, R.I., to Scarborough, Gorham,
Berwick, Paris, Norway, Lewiston, Gard-
iner, and Augusta, Maine, for 180 days.
Applicant has also filed an underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating
authority. Supporting shipper: Old Fox
Chemical, Inc., 66 Valley St., East Provi-
dence, R.I. 02914. Send profests to:
Ross J. Seymour, District Supervisor, Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 208 Federal Bldg., 55 Pleas-
ant St., Concord, N.H. 03301.

No. MC 42405 (Sub-No. 34TA), filed
June 11, 1976. Applicant: MISTLETOE
EXPRESS SERVICE, doing business as
MISTLETOE EXPRESS, 111 N. Harri-
son, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73125. Appli-
cant’s representative: Max G. Morgan,
223 Ciudad Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla.
73112. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except Classes A and B
explosives) moving in express service,
serving Big Hollow, Pettit Bay, Elk Creek,
Flintridge, Cookson, Cookson Bend, Bun-
comb Creek, Texhoma Lodge, Catfish
Bay, Westport Marina, Keystone Yam-
aha, Indian Hills Electric Co-op, Drum-
mond, Freedom, Fox, Graham, Tatliff
City, County Line, Tatums, and Velma,
Okla., as off-route points in connection
with applicant’s regular route operations.
Applicant intends to tack its existing
authority with MC 42405 and Subs. Ap-
plicant also intends to interline at Dallas,
Tex., Tulsa and Woodward, Okla. for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an un-
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting ship-
pers: There are approximately 40 state-
ments of support attached to the appli-
cation, which may be examined at the
Interstate Commerce Commission in
Washington, D.C., of" copies thereof
which may be examined at the field of-
fice named below. Send protests to:
Janice Farmer, Transportation Assistant,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, Room 240, Old P.O.
Bldg., 215 NW. 3rd St., Oklahoma City,
Okla. 73102.

No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 181TA), filed
June 3, 1976. Applicant: ELLEX TRANS-
PORTATION, INC., 1420 West 35th St.,
Tulsa, Okla. 74107. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Albert E. Romain (same adcdvess
as applicant). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:

Liquors, wines, and cordials, (1) from
Bardstown, Ky., and Lynchburg, Tenn,,
to Houston, Tex.; (2) from Lynchburg,
Tenn., to Dallas, Tex.; and (3) from
Lynchburg, Tenn, Lawrenceburg, Ind.,
and Louisville, Ky., to Fort Worth, Tex.,
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: White
Rose Distributing Co., 3125 W. Bolt St.,
Fort Worth, Tex. 76110; Julius Schepps
Wholesale Liquors, 2305 Canton St., Dal-
las, Tex. 75226; and Quality Beverage
Co., Inc., 5956 Osborn, P.O. Box 14569,
Houston, Tex. 77021. Send protests to:
Janice Farmer, Transportation Assistant,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, Room 240, Old Post
Office Bldg., 215 N.W. 3rd St., Oklahoma
City, Okla. 73102.

No. MC 52579 (Sub-No. 154TA), filed
June 10, 1976. Applicant: GILBERT
CARRIER CORP,, 1 Gilbert Drive, Se-
caucus, N.J. 07094. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Fred L. Cardascia (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wearing apparel, on hangers, from
Arlington, Tex., to points in Kansas City,
Mo., and Kansas City, Kans., Commer-
cial Zone, for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 90
days of operating authority. Supporting
shipper: Montgomery Ward & Co.. Inc.,
393 Fashion Ave., New York, N.¥, 10001.
Send protests to: Robert E. Johnston,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 9 Clinton St., Newark, N.J.
07102,

No. MC 95376 (Sub-No. 11TA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant: McVEY
TRUCKING, INC., Rural Route 1, Oak-
wood, I11. 81858. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Clyde Meachum, 41 On The Mall,
Danville, T1l. 61832, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Weed killing compounds (dry), in
bags; insecticides and fungicides (dry),
in bags; and bozed, hand operated fertil-
izer spreaders, from Danville, Ill., to
points in Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, Mich-
igan, and Wisconsin, restricted to ship-
ments originating at the plant site of
Lebanon Chemical Corporation (former-
ly Agrico Chemical Co.) at Danville, 11,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Leba-
non Chemical Corporation. Send protests
to: Patricia A. Roscoe, Transportation
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Everett McKinley Dirksen Bldg.,
219 S. Dearborn Street, Room 1386. Chi-
cago, Ill, 60604.

No. MC 98952 (Sub-No. 33TA), filed
June 1, 1976. Applicant: GENERAL
TRANSFER COMPANY, 2880 North
Woodford St., Decatur, I11. 62526. Appli-
cant’s representative: Paul E. Stein-
hour, 918 E. Capitol Ave., Springfield, Il
62701. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Such mer-
chandise as is dealt in by wholesale gro-
cery and food business houses, and in
connection therewith, equipment, ma-
terials, and supplies used in conduet of
such business (except commodities in
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bulk and foodstuffs), from the facilities
of_ Consolidated Sales Corp., at or near
Indianapolis, Ind., to the facilities of
Jewel Food Stores, Division of Jewel
Companies, Inc.,, at or near Franklin
Park, Il1., restricted to traffic originating
at named origin and destined to named
destinations, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Milton L. Erlandson, Traffic
Manager, Jewel Food Stores, Division of
Jewel Companies, Inc,, 1955 West North
Ave., Melrose Park, Ill. 60160. Send pro-
tests to: Harold C. Jolliff, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
P.O. Box 2418, Springfield, IIl. 62705.

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 870TA), filed
June 8, 1976. Applicant: MORGAN
DRIVE-AWAY, INC,, 28651 U.S. 20 West,
Elkhart, Ind. 46514, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Paul D. Borghesani (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority souugh to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Gunite and asphalt placers, mounted
on wheeled undercarriages, from Troy,
Mich., to points in the United States, for
180 days. Applicant has also field an un-
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting shipper:
National Foundry Sand Company, 2719
Elliott, Troy, Mich. 48084, Send protests
to: J. H. Gray, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 345 West Wayne St., Room
204, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46802.

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 743TA) , filed
June 1, 1976. Applicant: NATIONAL
TRAILER, CONVOY, INC. 525 South
Main, P.O. Box 3329, Tulsa, Okla. 74103.
Applicant’s representative: Irvin Tull
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Paper, paper articles, pa-
verboard and paperboard articles, from
Lynchburg, Va., to points in Alabama, Ar-
kansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware,
Iliinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Minnesota,
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon-
tana, Nebraska, New Jersey, New Mexico,
New York, North Carolina, North Dakota,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode
Island, and Vermont, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Weyerhaeuser Com-
pany, 201 Dexter St. West, Chesapeake,
Va. 23324, Send protests to: Janice Farm-
ér, Transportation Assistant, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Room 240, Old Post Office Bldg.,

gé?olsz 3rd St.,, Oklahoma City, Okla.

No. MC 108449 (Sub-No. 393TA), filed
May 27, 1976. Applicant: INDIANHEAD
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli-
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Caustic soda, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from Superior, Wis., to
points in Minnesota and Michigan, for

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 122—WEDNESDAY, JUNE

NOTICES

180 days. Supporting shipper: Murphy
0Oil Corporation. Send protests to: Ray-
mond T. Jones, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 414 Federal Bldg. & U.S.
Court House, 110 S. 4th St., Minneapolis,
Minn. 55401,

No. MC 111310 (Sub-No. 21TA), filed
June 10, 1976. Applicant: BEER TRAN-
SIT, INC., P.O. Box 352, Black River
Falls, Wis. 54615. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Wayne W. Wilson, 329 W. Wilson
St., Madison, Wis. 53701. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Malt beverages and re-
lated advertising equipment, premiums,
materials, and supplies when shipped
therewith, from Minneapolis and St.
Paul, Minn., to the warehouse facilities
of (a) Bottled Beverage, Inc., at Sparta,
Wis.; (b) LaCrosse Distributing Co., Inc.,
at LaCrosse, Wis.; (¢) Gusto Distribut-
ing, Inc., at Eau Claire, Wis.; (d) C& H
Inc., of Reedsburg, at Reedsburg, Wis.;
and (e) Erdman Distributing Co., Inc.,
at Wausau, Wis.; and (2) Rejected ship-
ments and the return of empty malt bev-
erage containers, from the warehouse
facilities named in part (1) above, to
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shippers:
(1) Bottled Beverage, Inc., 204 Mil-
waukee St., Sparta, Wis. 54656. (2) La~-
Crosse Distributing Co., Inc., 2008 Oak
8t., LaCrosse, Wis. 54601. (3) Gusto Dis~
tributing, Inc., 525 Parkridge Drive, Eau
Claire, Wis. 54701. (4) C & H Inc., of
Reedsburg, 225 Railroad St., Reedsburg,
Wis. 53959. And (5) Erdman Distribut-
ing Co. Inc., 415 Washington 8St.,
Wausau, Wis. 54401. Send protests to:
Gail Daugherty, Transportation Assist~
ant, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, 135 West Wells
St., Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203,

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 660TA), filed
June 11, 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park
Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y, 11040. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Elizabeth L.
Henoch (same address as applicant) . Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Small live animals:
fish, bird, rodents, reptiles, and mam-
mals; in packages not to exceed 125
pounds from one consignor to one con-
signee on any one day, and restricted to
the transportation of shipments having
an immediately prior movement by air
(a) from Phoenix Airport, Ariz., to points
in Arizona; (b) from Little Rock Air-
port, Ark. to points in Arkansas; (c¢)
from Atlanta International Airport, Ga.,
to points in Georgia; (d) from New
Orleans  Airport, La. to points in
Louisiana; (e) from Minneapolis/St.
Paul International Airport, Minn., to
points in Minnesota; (f) from Kansas
City International Airport, Mo., to points
in Kansas; (g) from Lambert Field, St.
Louis, Mo., to points in Missouri; (h)
from Fargo Airport, N, Dak., to points
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in North Dakota; (i) from Sioux Falls
Airport, S. Dak., to points in South Da-
kota; (j) from Dallas/Fort Worth Air-
port, Houston International Airport, and
San Antonio Airport, Tex., to points in
Texas; (k) from Salt Lake City Airport,
Utah, to points in Utah; and (1) from
Casper Airport and Cheyenne Airport,
Wyo., to points in Wyoming, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Roberts Fish Farm,
6911 S.W. 99 Ave., Miami, Fla- 33165.
Send protests to: Maria B. Kejss, Trans-
portation Assistant, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 26 Federal Plaza,
New York, N.Y. 10007.

No. MC 114552 (Sub-No. 116TA), filed
June 10, 1976. Applicant: SENN
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O., Box 333,
Newberry, S.C. 29108, Applicant's rep-
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr,,
P.O. Box 1267, Arlington, Va. 22201. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Paper, paper prod-
ucts, paperboard, and paperboard prod-
ucts, from Lynchburg, Va., to points in
Arkansas, Oklahoma, Louisiana, Texas,
Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro~
lina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Missis~
sippi, Tennessee, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado,
Minneapolis, Towa, Missouri, Wisconsin,
Hlineis, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, West
Virginia, and Michigan, for 180 days.
Supporting shippers: Weyerhaeuser
Company, 201 Sexter St., West, Chesa~
peake, Va, 23324 and The Mead Corpora-
tion, 118 W. First St., Dayton, Ohiao
45402. Send protests to: E. E. Strotheid,
District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Room 302, 1400 Pick-
ens St., Columbia, S.C. 29201,

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 324TA), filed
June 9, 1976. Applicant: BARRETT MO~
BILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., 1825
Main Avenue, P.O. Box 919, Moorhead,
Minn. 56560. Applicant's representative:
John C. Barrett (same address as ap-
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Trailers,
designed to be drawn by passenger au-
tomobiles, from Owatonna, Minn., to
points in Montana, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Ap-
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au~
thority. Supporting shipper: DeRose
Industries, Inc. Send protests to: District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, P.O. Box
2340, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102,

No. MC 118495 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed
June 3, 1976. Applicant: COPPER
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 3025 Rampart
Drive, Anchorage, Alaska 99503. Appli~
cant’s representative: Richard D. Thaler,
509 West Third Avenue, Anchorage,
Alaska 99501. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
General commodities (except Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, livestock, and
articles of wunusual value), between
points within 170 air miles of Anchorage,
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Alaska, for.180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 90
days of operating authority. Supporting
shippers: Copper Valley Construction;
Glennallen Lumber & Hardware, Inc.;
Copper Valley Fuel; and Automotive
Parts & Equipment. Send protests to:
Hugh H. Chaffee, Interstate Commerce
Commission, P.O. Box 1532, An¢orage,
Alaska 99510.

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. 93TA), filed
June 9, 1976. Applicant: GREAT WEST-
ERN TRUCKING CO. INC, K P.O. Box
1384, 2240 Fidelity, Dallas, Tex. 75201,
Applicant’s representative: Paul D,
Angenend, 1806 Rio Grande, Austin, Tex.
78701. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Glass
containers, from the plantsite and stor-
age facilities of Midland Glass Co., Inc,,
located at or near Henryetta, Okla., to
points in Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa,
Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and
Texas, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Midland Glass Co., Inc., P.O. Box 557,
Cliffwood, N.J. 07721. Send protests to:
John F. Mensing, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 515
Rusk, Room 8610, Houston, Tex. 77002.

No. MC 120737 (Sub-No. 38TA), filed
June 4, 1976. Applicant: STAR DE-
LIVERY & TRANSFER, INC,, P.O. Box
39, South Fourth Avenue, Canton, IIL.
61520. Applicant’s representative: James
C. Hardman, 33 North LaSalle Street,
Chicago, Ill. 60602, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Agricultural machinery and
implements, grain headers and corn
heads: and (2) tractors (except truck
tractors) and parts and attachments for
agricultural machinery, agricultural im-
plements, and tractors, when moving in
mixed loads with the commodities named
in (1) above, from the plant sites and
facilities utilized by International Har-
vester Company at East Moline, Moline
and Rock Island, Ill., to points in the
United States (except Alaska, Arizona,
California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho,
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon,
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming), re-
stricted to traffic originating at the
above-named origins and destined to the
above-named destinations, for 180 days.
Applicant has also filed an underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating
authority. Supporting shipper: Interna-
tional Harvester Company. Send protests
to: Patricia A. Roscoe, Transportation
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Everett McKinley Dirksen Bldg.,
219 South Dearborn Street, Room 1386,
Chicago, I11. 60604.

No. MC 124170 (Sub-No. 56TA), filed
June 4, 1976. Applicant: FROSTWAYS,
INC., 3900 Orleans, Detroit, Mich. 48207.
Applicant’s representative: William J.
Boyd, 600 Enterprise Drive, Suite 222,
Oak Brook, Ill. 60521. Authority sought
{0 operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Bananas and agricultural
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commodities exempt from economic
regulation when moving in mixed ship-
ments with bananas, from Charleston,
S.C., to Chicago, Milan, and Peoria, IIl.;
Fort Wayne, Indianapolis, Lafayetie
and Terre Haute, Ind.; Bellefontaine,
Cincinnati, Akron, Canton, Cleveland,
Columbus, Springfield, and Toledo, Ohio;
Detroit, Grand Rapids, Decatur, and
Saginaw, Mich.; McKeesport, Philadel-
phia, and Pittsburgh, Pa.; New York and
Lynbrook, N.Y.; Dry Ridge and Louis-
ville, Ky.; Charleston, W. Va.; and
Nashville, Tenn., and the Commercial
Zone of the respectivley named destina-
tion cities, for 180 days. Applicant has
also filed an underlying ETA seeking
up to 90 days of operating authority.
Supporting shippers: Chiquita Brands,
Inc., and Del Monte Banana Co. Send
protests to: Melvin F. Kirsch, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 1110
Broderick Tower, 10 Witherell, Detroit,
Mich. 48226.

No. MC 126276 (Sub-No. 151TA), filed
June 3, 1976. Applicant: FAST MOTOR
SERVICE, INC., 9100 Plainfield Road,
Brookfield, Ill. 60513. Applicant's repre-
sentative: James C. Hardman, 33 North
La Salle St., Chicago, Ill. 60602, Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Metal containers
and closures, from St. Louis, Mo., to
Louisville, Ky., and Evansville and Fort
Wayne, Ind., and from Cincinnati, Ohio
to Indianapolis, Ind., under a continuing
contract with The Continental Group,
Inc., for 180 days, Applicant has also filed
an underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days
of operating authority. Supporting ship-
per: The Continental Group, In¢., Rich-
ard Dwyer, Regional Manager-Traffic &
Distribution, P.O. Box 41026, Cincinnati,
Ohio 45241. Send protests to: Patricia A.
Roscoe, Transportation Assistant, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Everett
McKinley Dirksen Bldg., 219 South Dear-
born St., Room 1386, Chicago, I1l. 60604.

No. MC 133846 (Sub-No. TTA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant: ELITE LINE
SERVICE, INC., 1414 Calcon Hook Road,
Sharon Hill, Pa. 19079. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Henry U. Snavely, 410 Pine
St., Vienna, Va. 22180. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Misplaced, misrouted, or delayed
airline passengers’ baggage having an
immediately prior movement by air, and
(2) general commodities (except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
restricted in (2) above, (a) to the trans-
portation of traffic having an immediate-
ly prior or subsequent movement by air
and (b) against the transportation of any
package or article weighing more than
50 pounds, between Philadelphia Inter-
national Airport, Philadelphia, Pa., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Delaware, Maryland, and New Jersey,
and those points in that portion of Penn-
sylvania on and east of U.S. Highway 15.

Applicant intends to interline at Phila-
delphia International Airport, for 180
days. Supporting shippers: United Air-
lines, Inc.; Northwest Orient Airlines,
Inc.; Eastern Air Lines, Inc.; Pan Ameri-
can World Airways; and American Air
Lines, Inc., Philadelphia International
Airport, Philadelphia, Pa. 19153. Send
protests to: Monica A. Blodgett, Trans-
portation Assistant, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 600 Arch St., Room
3238, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106.

No. MC 133937 (Sub-No. 17TA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant; CAROLINA
CARTAGE COMPANY, INC., P.O, Box
1075, Greenville, S.C. 29651, Applicant’s
representative: Henry P. Willimon (same
address as applicant) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except ar-
ticles of unusual value, household goods
as defined by the Commission, Classes A
and B explosives, commodities in bulk,
motor vehicles) , restricted to traffic hav-
ing a prior or subsequent movement by
air or substituted for air service, for 180
days. Supporting shippers: Th-re ar. ap-
proximately 11 statements of support
attached to the application, which may
be examined at the Interstate Commerce
Commission in Washington, D.C., or
copies thereof which may be examined at
the field office named below. Send pro-
tests to: E. E, Strotheid, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Room 302, 1400 Pickens St., Columbia,
S.C. 29201.

No. MC 134349 (Sub-No. 19TA), filed
May 26, 1976. Applicant: B. L. T. COR-
PORATION, 405 Third Ave., Brooklyn,
N.Y. 11215. Applicant’s representative:
Bert Collins, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade
Center, New York, N.Y. 10048, Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular roufes,
transporting: Such commodities as are
dealt in, by, or used in the operation of
retail department stores, between North
Bergen, N.J., and New York, N.Y., on the
one hand, and, on the other, Dallas, San
Antonio, and Houston, Tex., under a con-
tinuing contract with Allied Stores Mar-
keting Corporation, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Allied Stores Marketing
Corporation, 1114 Avenue of the Amer-
icas, New York, N.Y. 10036. Send protests
to: Maria B. Kejss, Transportation As-
sistant, Interstate Commerce Cominis-
sion, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y.
10007.

No. MC 135082 (Sub-No. 29TA), filed

June 11, 1976. Applicant: BURSCH
TRUCKING, INC. doing business as
ROADRUNNER TRUCKING, INC., P.O.
Box 26748, 415 Rankin Road, N.E., Albu-
querque, N. Mex. 87125. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: D. F. Jones (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporfing:
Fire brick, fire clay, jurnace or kiln
lining, refractory products, and com-
modities incidental to the installation
thereof (except commodities in bulk

moving in tank vehicles), between Au-
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drain and Callaway Counties, Mo., on
the one hand, and, points in Arizona,
California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada,
New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington,
and Wyoming, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: A. P. Green Refractories Co.,
Mexico, Mo. 65265. Send protests to:
John H. Kirkemo, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 1106 Federal Office
Bldg., 517 Gold Ave., S.W., Albuquerque,
N. Mex. 87101.

No. MC 135425 (Sub-No. 17TA), filed
June 1, 1976. Applicant: CYCLES LIM-
ITED, P.O. Box 5715, Jackson, Miss,
39208. Applicant’s representative: Mor-
ton E. Kiel, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade
Center, New York, N.Y, 10048, Authority
sought to operate as a coniract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such commodilies as are
dealt in by a manufacturer of drugs and
medicines, from Hatboro, Pa., to Vernon,
San Francisco, and Oakland, Calif.;
Portland, Oreg.; Arlington, Tex.; Den-
ver, Colo.; and Kansas City, Mo., under
a continuing contract with Vick Manu-
facturing Division of Richardson-Mer-
rell, Inc., for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority. Support-
ing shipper: Vick Manufacturing Divi-
sion of Richardson-Merrell, Inc., P.O.
Box 8155, Philadelphia, Pa. 19101, Send
protests to: Alan C. Tarrant, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Room 212, 145 East Amite Bldg.,
Jackson, Miss. 39201.

No, MC 13808 (Sub-No. 5TA), filed
June 7, 1976. Applicant: EDWARD R.
WOLFE, doing business as WOLFE
TRUCKING, 103 Ahha Léne, Bend, Oreg.
07701. Applicant’s representative: Ed-
ward R. Wolfe (same address as appli-
cant), Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Pumice
aggregate in bulk, between Deschutes
County, Oreg. and Yakima, Wash., under
a continuing contract or contracts with
Yakima Cement Products, Inc., for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of oper-
ating authority. Supporting shipper:
Yakima Cement Products, Inc. Send pro-
tests to: W. J. Huetig, District Super-
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 114 Pioneer
Courthouse, Portland, Oreg. 97204,

No. MC 139148 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed
June 11, 1976, Applicant; BULK HAUL-
ERS, INC., 717 S. 12th St., St. Louis,
Mo. 63102, Applicant’s representative:
Ermest A. Brooks, IT, 1301 Ambassador
Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 63101. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Silica flour and silica sand,
In bulk, from St. Charles, St. Louis, and
Jefferson Counties, Mo., to points in
Kansas and Oklahoma, for 180 days. Ap-
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority, Supporting shipper: Pennsyl-
va.nia Glass Sand Corporation, East
Highway 66, Pacific, Mo. Send protests
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to: J. P. Werthmann, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 210
N. 12th St., Room 1465, St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 139381 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed
June 11, 1976, Applicant: SPIRIT OF 76
OVERLAND EXPRESS, INC,, 6726 Mo~
hican Trail, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46804, Ap~
plicant’s representative: Joseph Fazio,
6069 Maywood Avenue, Huntington Park,
Calif. 90255. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a coniract carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Specialty products, from Reading, Pa.,
to Beaumont, Dallas, and Houston, Tex.;
Belmont, El Cajon, and Los Angeles
County, Calif., under a continuing con-
tract with Carpenter Technology Corpo-
ration, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Carpenter Technology Corporation, P.O.
Box 662, Reading, Pa. 19603. Send pro-
tests to: J, H. Gray, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 345 West Wayne St.,
Room 204, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46802.

No. MC 139381 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed
June 11, 1976, Applicant: SPIRIT OF 76
OVERLAND EXPRESS, INC., 6726 Mo-
hican Trail, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46804.
Applicant’s representative: Joseph Fazio,
6069 Maywood Ave., Huntington Park,
Calif. 90255. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Fiberglass panels, from Los Angeles,
Calif., to New Orleans, La.; Cleveland,
Ohio; Seattle and Tacoma, Wash., under
a continuing contract with Ornyte
Fiberglass Panels, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: Ornyte Fiberglass Panels,
711 Olympic Blvd., Santa Monica, Calif.
90401. Send protests to: J. H. Gray, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 345
West Wayne, St., Room 204, Fort Wayne,
Ind. 46802.

No. MC 139468 (Sub-No. 18TA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant: INTERNA-
TIONAL CONTRACT CARRIERS, INC,,
6534 Gessner, Houston, Tex. 77040. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Kenneth R.
Hoffman, 2310 Colorado State Bank
Bldg., 1600 Broadway, Denver, Colo.
80202. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Buildings, complete and in sections; (2)
building sections and building panels;
(3) parts and accessories, used in the in-
stallation and completion of the com-
modities in (1) and (2) above, and 4)
prefabricated structural components
and panels and accessories, used in the
installation and completion thereof,
from Terre Haute, Ind., and Houston,
Tex., to points in Alaska, restricted to
traffic originating at the plantsites and
facilities utilized by National Steel Prod-
ucts Company, Inc., and to traffic under
a continuing contract with National
Steel Products Company, Inc., for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under~
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of oper-
ating authority. Supporting shipper:
National Steel Products Company, Inc.,
P.O. Box 40490, Houston, Tex. 77040.
Send protests to: John Mensing, District
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Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 515 Rusk, Room 8610, Houston,
Tex, T7002.

No. MC 139482 (Sub-No. 6TA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant: NEW ULM
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 347,
New Ulm, Minn. 56073. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: James E. Ballenthin, 630
Osborn Bldg., St. Paul, Minn. 55102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Building board,
wallboard, insulating board, ceiling tile
and accessories relating thereto and ma-
terials and supplies used in the instal-
lation thereof, from Macon, Ga., to points
in Minnesota, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Ap~
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority. Supporting shipper: Armstrong
Cork Company, Lancaster, Pa. Send
protests to: A. N, Spath, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, 414 Federal Bldg.,
& U.8. Courthouse, 110 S. 4th St., Min-
neapolis, Minn. 55401.

No. MC 139600 (Sub-No. 9TA), filed
June 8, 1976. Applicant: La CRESTA,
INC., doing business as CALIFORNIA
BULK EXPRESS, Escondido, Calif.
92025. Applicant’s representative: Lois
A. Caldwell, 414 North Hale Ave., Escon-
dido, Calif. 92025. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Dry chemical fertilizers, from El
Centro, Bena, and Helm, Calif. to points
in Oregon, Washington, Nevada, and
Idaho, for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority. Support-
ing shipper: Valley Nitrogen Producers,
Inc. Send protests to: Philin Yallowitz,
Bureau of Operations, District Super-
visor, Room 1321 Federal Bldg., 300 North
Los Angeles St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90012,

No. MC 140026 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed
June 1, 1976. Applicant: ELDEN LYNN,
JR. AND VIRGIL NEWELL, doing busi-
ness as LYNN & NEWELL TRANSPOR-~
TATION, Route #1, DeSoto, Kans. 66018,
Applicant’s representative: John L.
Richeson, P.O. Box 7, Ottawa, Kans.
66067. Authority sought to operate as &
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Pre-
stressed concerete, components used in
prestressed concrete and equipment for
the handling of prestressed concrete
products, from the plantsite of Rocky
Mountain Prestress, Inc., at or near Ed-
wardsville, Kans.,, to all points within
the St. Louis, Mo., and Ft. Leonard Wood,
Mo., commercial zone, under a continu-
ing contract with Rocky Mountain Pre-
stress, Inc., for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Rocky Mountain Prestress, Inc.,
8905 Kaw Drive, Kansas City, Kans.
66111, Send protests to: John V. Barry,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 600
Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut St., Kansas
City, Mo. 64106.

No. MC 140648 (Sub-No. 5TA), filed
June 4, 1976. Applicant: FRANKS &
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SON, INC., Route 1, Box 108A, Big Cabin,
Okla, 74332, Applicant’s representative:
Gary Brasel, Mezzanine Floor, Beacon
Bldg.,, Tulsa, Okla. 74103 Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle over irregular routes,
transporting: Ice cream wajers, biscuils,
paper products, bread sticks, maple syrup
products, reject sieel casings, coating
pipe, custom machinery, and dies used in
fabricating and assembling pipe, pipe
supplies, wooden products, plastic prod-
ucts, crated new furniture, and such
items that originate outside the United
States with bill of lading traveling
bonded through the United States, from
the International Border, located at or
near Trout River, N.Y., to polats in Ari-
zona, Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Florida, Georgia, Kansas, Louisiana,
Mississippi, Missouri, ‘Montana, Okla-
homa, Oregon, Tennessee, Texas, Utah,
Washington, and Wisconsia, for 180
days. Supporting shippers: Viau Limitee;
Excel Paper Limited; Grissol Foods
Limitéed; The Canada Starch Co.
Limited; Pipe & Piling Supplies Ltd, and
Seabridge International Shipping Ltd.
Send protests to: Janice Farmer, Trans-
portation Assistant, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Room 240 Old Post Office Bldg., 215
N.W. 3rd Street, Oklahoma City, Okla.
73102,

No. MC 141033 (Sub-No. 13TA), filed
June 9, 1976. Applicant: CONTINENTAL
CONTRACT CARRIER CORP., 15045 E.
Salt Lake Ave., P.O. Box 1257, City of In~
dustry, Calif. 91749. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Richard A. Peterson, 521 S.
14th St., P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Bur-
ial cases, caskets, coffins, and casket
shells, from Memphis, Tenn. to points in
the United States (except Alaska and
Hawalii) ; (2) returned shipmenis of bur-
ial cases, caskets, coffins and casket shells
and materials, equipment, and supplies
used in the manufacture and distribu-
tion of these commodities, from the
above-described destinations to the
above-described origin; and (3) burial
cases, caskets, coffins, and casket shells,
from Chicago, Ill., and Cloverdale, Calif.
to Memphis, Tenn. for 180 days., Sup-
porting shipper: Major Casket Co., Inc.,
1445 Warford St., Memphis, Tenn, Send
protests to: Walter W. Strakosch, Dis=
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 1321 Federal Bldg.,
300 North Los Angeles St., Los Angeles,
Calif. 90012. >

No. MC 141853 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 3, 976. Applicant: M, A. CREEK-
MORE AND JASPER V. BENNETT,
doing business as C-B-C TRANSPORT

COMPANY, P.O. Box T43, 845 Percy
Street, Greenville, Miss. 38701. Appli-
cant’s representative: Douglas C. Wynn,
P.O. Box 1295, Greenville, Miss. 38701.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except commodities In
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bulk, household goods as defined by the
Commission and commodities which be-
cause of size, weight, or value require
the use of special equipment), (1) be-
tween points in Washington and Bolivar
Counties, Miss.; (2) between points in
Washington and Bolivar Counties, Miss.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Mississippi on and north of
U.S. Highways 80 -and I-20 and on and
west of U.S. Highways 51 and I-55; and
(3) between Belzoni, Rolling Fork, and
Yazoo City, Miss., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Jackson and Vicksburg,
Miss., restricted to the transportation
of traffic having a prior or subsequent
movement by rail, water, or motor ve-
hicle, for 180 days. Supporting shippers:
There are approximately 38 statements
of support attached to the applicant
which may be examined at the Interstate
Commerce Commission, in Washington,
D.C. or copies thereof which may be ex-
amined at the field office named below.
Send protests to: Alan C. Tarrant, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 212, 145 East Amite
Bldg,, Jackson, Miss. 39201.

No. MC 141980 (Sub-No. 1TA) (Cor-
rection), filed April 26, 1976, published in
the FepErAL REGISTER issue of May 7,
1976, republished as corrected this issue.
Applicant: ROBERT BOUCHE, 603 Bu-
chanan St., Algoma, Wis. 54201. Appli-
cant's representative: Richard C, Alex-
ander, 710 N. Plankinton Ave., Milwau-
kee, Wis. 53203. Authority sought to
operate as a coniract carrier, by motor
vehicle, oyer irregular routes, transport-
ing: Liquid manure spreaders and pumps,
from Algoma, Wis, to Sumner, Lester,
Underwood, Jefferson, Council Bluffs,
and Monticello, JTowa, Eureka, Prairie
City, and Effingham, Ill,, and Shelbyville
and Brookston, Ind., under a continuing
contract with The Calumet Company,
Inc., for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority. Sup-
porting shipper: The Calumet Company,
Inc,, 340 N. Water St., Algoma, Wis.
54201. Send protests to: John E. Ryden,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 135 West Wells St.,
Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. The
purpose of this republication is to in-
clude the destination cities of Jefferson,
Council Bluffs, and Monticello, Iowa
and Eureka, Ill, in this proceeding,
wk;iich was omitted in the previous publi-
cation.

No. MC 142066 TA, filed May 17, 1976.
Applicant: LAWRENCE SCHLEGEL
AND DIANA GAYLE SCHLEGAL, doing
business as < CENTRAL PACKFIC
FREIGHT LINES, Oak & USH 101,
Brookings, Oreg. 97415. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: John G. McLaughlin, 200
Market Bldg., Suite 1440, 200 S.W. Mar-
ket St., Portland, Oreg. 97201. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular and irreg-
ular routes, transporting (1) General
commodities (except commodities in bulk,
household goods, and commodities re-
quiring special equipment), (I) Regular
route: (a) between North Bend and

Brookings, Oreg., over U.S. Highway
Route 101; (b) between Coos Bay and
Coquille, Oreg., over State Highway
Route 42; (¢) between Coquille and Ban-
don, Oreg. over State Highway Route
428; and (d) between Coos Bay and
Charleston, Oreg., over Various Coos Co.
Roads; and (2) general commodities (ex-~
cept commodities in bulk, household
goods and commodities requiring special
equipment), (II) Irregular routes: Be-
tween points in Curry County, Oreg., for
180 days. Supporting shipper: There are
approximately 18 statements of support
attached to the application which may be
examined at the Interstate Commerce
Commission, in Washington, D.C. or cop-
ies theéreof which may be examined at the
field name below. Send protests to: A. E.
Odoms, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 114 Pioneer Courthouse, Port-
land, Oreg. 97204.

No. MC 142074 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 3, 1976. Applicant: PRICE HEAVY
HAULING, INC., 128 Nelson Court, Bar-
boursville, W. Va. 25504. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Gordon Price (same address
as applicant), Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Mine machinery, continuous coal cutiing
machines, shuttle cars, mine cars, and
parts thereof used in the production of
coal, between the plant site of Joy Man-
ufacturing Company, located in Franklin,
Pa., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points - in Bell, Boyd, Breckinridge,
Breathitt, Butler, Caldwell, Carter, Clay,
Crittenden Davies, Elliott, Floyd, Gray-
son, Hardin, Harlan, Henderson, Hop-
kins, Jackson,~Johnson, Knotf, Knox,
Lawrence, Leslie, Letcher, Magoffin, Mar-
tin, Morgan, Marshall, Muhlenberg, Mc-
Craken, Ohio, Owsley, Perry, Pike, Trigg,
Union, Webster, and Whitley Counties,
Ky.: Athens, Belmont, Carroll, Harrison,
Jefferson, Meigs, Monroe, Morgan, Noble,
and Washington Counties, Ohio; Bland,
Buchanan, Dickerson, Grayson, Lee, Rus-
sell, Scott, Tazewell, Washington, Wise,
and Wythe Counties, Va.; Barbour,
Boone, Cabell, Doddridge, Fayette, Kana-
wha, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Marion, Mar~-
shall, Mercer, Mingo, Monongalia,
Nicholas, McDowell, Preston, Raleigh,
Upshur, Wayne, Wetzell, and Wyoming
Counties, W. Va., for 180 days. Applicant
has also filed an underlying ETA seeking
up to 90 days of operating authority.
Supporting shipper: Joy Manufacturing
Company. Send protests to: H. R. Rhite,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 3108 Federal Office Bldg.,
502 Quarrier Street, Charleston, W. Va.
25301.

No. MC 142087 (Sub-No. ITA), filed
June 4, 1976. Applicant: GRAVEL
PRODUCTS, INC,, 115 N.E. 1st Street,
Ontario, Oreg. 97914. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: H. C. Fields, Jr. (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Sand and gravel, (1) from the plantsite
and/or storage facilities of Ontario, Mal-
heau Co., located in Oregon, to DeLamar
Mine Site, Owyhee Co., Idaho; and (2)
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from the plantsite and/or storage facili-
ties of Ontario, Malheau Co., located in
Oregon, to McCall, Calley Co., Idaho, for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting shipper:
Flynn Sand & Gravel, Inc. Send pro-
tests to: Barney L. Hardin, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion Box 07, 550 West Fort Street Boise,
Tdaho 83724.

No, MC 142116 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 1, 1976. Applicant: COLLINS AND
MAY TRUCKING CO. INC. Box 584,
West Liberty, Ky. 41472, Applicant’s re-
presentative: Robert H. Kinker, 711
McClure Bldg., Box 464, Frankford, Ky.
40601. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Coal, in
bulk, from Morgan County, Ky. to Law-
rence County, Ohio, under a continuing
contract with Collins and May Mining
Co., Inc., for 180 days. Applicant has
also filed an underlying ETA seeking up
to 90 days of operating authority. Sup-
porting shipper: Collins and May Mining
Co., Inc, Send protests to: R. W. Schnei-
ter, District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 216 Bakhaus Bldg.,
1500 West Main Street, Lexington, Ky.
40505.

No. MC 142119 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
June 10, 1976. Applicant: COMMERCIAL
TRAFFIC SERVICES, INC., 2001 West
12th St., Erie, Pa, 16005. Applicant’s re-
presentative: John A. Pillar, 205 Ross
St,, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219, Authority
sought to operate as a coniract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Plastic granules or
powder and chemicals (except in bulk),
from Roosevelt, N.Y., and West Haven,
Conn,, to Erie and Millereek, Twp., Pa.;
(2) Plastic fencing, from Erie or Mill-
creek Twp., Pa., to Boston, Mass.; Moun-
tain Grove, Mo.; New York, N.Y., and
Providence, R.I.; and (3) Wooden Fenc-
ing, from Mountain Grove, Mo., to Erie
and Millereek Twp., Pa. Restriction: The
operations authorized herein are limited
to a transportation service to be per-
formed under a continuing contract or
contracts with Fordick Corporation of
Kansas City, Mo., for 180 days. Appli-
cant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority. Supporting shipper: Fordick
Corporation, 2030 Grand Ave., Kansas
City, Mo. 64108. Send protests to; John
J. England, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 2111 Fed-
eral Bldg., 1000 Liberty Ave., Pittsburgh,
Pa, 15222,

No. MC 142122 TA, filed June 4, 1976.
Applicant: PASCUZZO & HONEYMAN
TRUCKING, INC., 2750 S. Alameda St.,
Los Angeles, Calif. 90058. Applicant’s
representative: Paul Pascuzzo (same ad-
dress as applicant) . Authority sought to
operate as a coniract carrier, by motor
yehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chicoite, in boxes, bags, cartons, or
bulk, from the plantsite of Ex-Cel Min-
eral Corporation approximately 16.9
miles north of McKittrick, Calif. and
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from Taft, Calif., to points in Flagstaff,
Glendale, Ocotillo, Phoenix, Sahuarita,
Tempe, Tucson, and Williams, Ariz.;
Denver and Grand Junction, Colo.; Las
Vezas, Reno, and Sparks, Nev.; Clacka-
mas, Eugene, Kilamath Falls, Medford,
Milwaukie, Portland, Roseburg, and
Salem, Oreg.; Geneva, Layton, Ogden,
and Salt Lake City, Utah; Auburn, Bel-
lingham, Ferndale, Kent., Pasco, Seattle,
Spokane, Tacoma, Vancouver, and Yak-
ima, Wash. and return of broken,dam-
aged, refused, empty bags, or pallet ma-
terial, under a continuing contract with
Ex-Cel Mineral Co., for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Ex-Cel Mineral Co.
Send protests to: Philip Yallowitz, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Room 1321
Federal Bldg., 300 North Los Angeles
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012,

No. MC 142124 TA, filed June 4, 1976.
Applicant: PACKAGE DELIVERY, INC.,
421 West Tremont Avenue, Charlotte,
N.C. 28203. Applicant’s representative:
Joseph T. Bambrick, Jr., 217 Old Air-
port Road, Douglassville, Pa. 19518. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, limited to individual parcels, pack-
ages, and other items not exceeding 100
pounds in weight, moving in shipments
not exceeding 500 pounds in weight, from
one consignor to one consignee in a sin-
gle day, restricted to operations con-
ducted exclusively in two axle vehicles,
(1) between Franklin and Richmond
Counties, Ga.; (2) between Alamance,
Alexander, Anson, Buncombe, Burke,
Cabarrus, Caldwell, Catawba, Chatham,
Cleveland, Cumberland, Davidson, Davie,
Durham, Forsyth, Franklin, Gaston,
Granville, Greene, Guilford, Harnett,
Henderson, Hoke, Oredell, Johnston, Lee,
Lenoir, Lincoln, McDowell, Mecklenburg,
Montgomery, Moore, Nash, Orange, Pitt,
Polk, Randolph, Richmond, Robeson,
Rockingham, Rowan, Rutherford, Scot-
land, Stanly, Union, Vance, Wake,
Wayne, and Wilson Counties, N.C.; (3)
between Aiken, ‘Anderson, Calhoun,
Cherokee, Chester, Chesterfield, Claren-
don, Darlington, Dillon, Fairfield, Flor=
ence, Greenville, Kershaw, Lancaster,
Laurens, Lee, Lexington, Marlboro, New~
berry, Orangeburg, Richland, Spartan-
burg, Sumter, and Union Counties, 8.C.;
and (4) between Pittsylvania County Va.
restricted to shipments having a prior or
subsequent movement by air, motor, rail
and/or water carrier, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shippers: There are approxi-
mately 33 statements of support at-
tached to the application which may be
examined at the Interstate Commerce
Commission, in Washington, D.C. or cop~
les thereof which may be examined at
the field office name below. Send pro-
tests to: Terrell Price, District Super-
visor, 800 Briar Creek Rd., Rm. CC5186,

Mart Office Bldg., Charlotte, N.C. 28205.
PASSENGER APPLICATIONS

No. MC 94742 (Sub-No. 38TA), flled

May 26, 1976. Applicant: MICHAUD BUS

LINES, INC., 61-63 Jefferson Ave. Sa-
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lem, Mass. 01970. Applicant’s representa-

tive: J. Alex Michaud (same address as

applicant) . Authority sought to operate

as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,

over irregular roufes, transporting: Pas-

sengers and their baggage, in round-trip

special operations, in sightseeing and

pleasure tours, offering door to door serv-

ice, from and to outlying areas to conven-

ient central point of deparfure, Massa-

chusetts; Commercial Zone of Boston as

defined by the Commission (except the

City of Boston) and the additional cities

and towns: Reading, Wilmington, Win-

chester, Burlington, Belmont, Stoneham,

Lexington, Lincoln, Concord, Waltham,

Bedford, Arlington Melrose, Woburn,

Dover, Westwood, Norwood, Weymouth,

Braintree, Wellesley, Canton, Stoughton,

Framingham, and Natick; New Hamp-

shire Counties of Rockingham, Strafford,

Merrimack, and Hillsboro; Maine County
of York; all points in the United States.

Applicant intends to tack authority ap-
plied for to authority presently held, for
150 days. Applicant has also filed an un-

derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting ship-

pers: There are approximately 36 state-
ments of support attached to the appli-
cation, which may be examined at the
Interstate Commerce Commission in
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof
which may be examined at the field of-
fice named below. Send protests to: Max
Gorenstein, District Supervisor, Inter-

state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 150 Causeway St., Boston,
Mass. 02114, Send protesis to: Andrew
V. Baylor, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Room 3427 Fed-
eral Bldg., 230 N. First Avenue, Phoenix,
Ariz, 85025.

No. MC 116248 (Sub-No. 9TA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant: TRI-STATE
BUS LINES, INC., 301 North Fourth St.,
P.O. Box 947, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Appli-
cant’s representative: Charles Carter
Baker, Jr., 18th Floor, Third National
Bank Bldg., Nashville, Tenn. 37219. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage; express and newspapers
when transported on the same vehicle
with passengers between Leitchfield, Ky.,
and Louisville, Ky., serving all interme-
diate points; from Leitchfield, Ky., over
U.S. Highway 62, and/or the Western
Kentucky Parkway and/or Interstate 65
to Louisville, Ky., and return over the
same routes. Restrictions: No passenger
sha.ll‘be handled from Elizabethtown to
Louisville or from Louisville to Elizabeth-
town; and further restricted against the
rendition of charter service originating
at Louisville, Ky., and its suburban area
and at Ft. Knox, Ky. between St.
Charles, Ky., and Nortonville, Ky., serv=-
ing all intermediate points, from St.
Charles, Ky., via Kentucky Highway 112
to Earlington and to Nortonville via U.S.
Highway 41 and/or U.S. Alternate 41
serving all intermediate points, befween
Madisonville, Ky., and Nortonville, Ky.,
via U.S. Highway 41 and/or U.S. Alter-
nate 41 serving all intermediate points.

-
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Applicant intends to tack its existing au-
thority with MC 116248, and interline
with other carriers at Paducah, Madison-
ville, Central City, Beaver Dam, and
Leitehfield and Louisville, Ky., for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an underly-
ing ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat-
ing authority. Supporting shippers:
There are approximately 24 statements
of support attached to the application,
which may be examined at the Interstate
Commerce Commission in Washington,
D.C., or copies thereof which may be ex-
amined at the field office named below.
Send protests to: Floyd A, Johnson, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Suite 2006, 100 North Main
St., Memphis, Tenn. 38103.

No. MC 138146 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed
June 2, 1976. Applicant: OLYMPIC
TRAILS US CO., INC., 403 Scott Court,
Union, N.J. 07083. Applicant's repre-
gentative: John T. Hildemann, P.O. Box
D, Newark, N.J. 07105. Authority sought
10 operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Passengers and their baggage, in
charter operations, in 49 or 51 passenger
buses equipped with air conditioning and
lavatory facilities, from Newark, N.J.; to
Waterbury, Conn.; Washington, D.C.;
Orlando, Fla.; Atlanta, Ga.; Boston,
Mass.; Bear Mt., Champlain, New York,
and Niagara Falls, N.Y.; Charlotte, N.C.;
Lancaster City and Philadelphia, Pa.;
Dallas, Tex.; and Richmond, Va., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: There are ap-
proximately 9 statements of support at-
tached to the application, which may be
examined at the.Interstate Commerce
Commission in Washington, D.C.,, or
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copies thereof which may be examined at

the field office named below. Send pro-

tests to: Robert E. Johnston, District

Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-

g;isgion, 9 CQClinton St., Newark, N.J.
102.

No. MC 142121 TA, filed June 3, 1976.
Applicant: LEWES TOURS, INC., P.O.
Box 511, Lewes, Del. 19958. Applicant’s
representative: H. James Conaway, Jr.,
1401 Market Tower, Wilmington, Del
19899. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Passen-
gers with baggage in the same vyehicle,
and ship stores, and equipment, material,
supplies, and parts used aboard ship, in
the same vehicle with passengers trans-
ported in special operations, between
Lewes and Slaughter Beach, Del.; Mar-
cus Hook, Morrisville, Chester, and Phila~
delphia, Pa. (except Philadelphia Air-
port): Westville, Paulsboro, Camden,
Cape May, Deepwater, and Newark, N.J.;
Baltimore, Chesapeake City, and Balti-
more-Washington International Airport,
Md.; Norfolk, Washington National Air-
port, and Dulles Airport, Va.; and La
Guardia Airport and Kennedy Airport,
N.Y., for 180 days. Supporting shippers:
John E. O’Connor & Sons, Inc.; U.S.
Customs Service; Delaware Bay Launch
Service, Inc.; and The Pilots' Association
for the Bay & River Delaware. Send pro-
tests to: William L. Hughes, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 814-B Federal Bldg., Baltimore,

Md. 21201.

No. MC 142131 TA, filed June 7, 1976.
Applicant: JOHN WENGRAF. doing

business as TENT TOURS, 11423 North
Cave Creek Road, Phoenix, Ariz. 85020.
Applicant’s representative: John Wen-
graf (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
baggage in special and character opera-
tions in round trip sightseeing tours
limited to the transportation of not
more than 12 passengers in any one
vehicle, not precluding use of a separate
support vehicle when necessary, with
overnight accommodations in tents, be-
ginning and ending in Coconino, Mari-
copa, and Yavapai Counties, Ariz.,, with
service points at Phoenix, Flagstaff, and
Sedona, Ariz., to points in Coconino,
Maricopa, Mohayve, and Yavapai Coun-
ties, Ariz., and Garfield, Iron, Kane, and
Washington Counties, Utah, and return
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting ship-
pers: There are approximately 16 state-
ments of support attached to the appli-
cation which may be examined at the
Interstate Commerce Commission, in
Washington, D.C. or copies thereof which
may be examined at the field office name
below. Send protests to: Andrew V.
Baylor, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Room 3427 Fed-
eral Bldg., 230 N. First Ave., Phoenix,

Ariz., 85025.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-18288 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]
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Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY
SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES
AND STANDARDS
|[FRL 5656-4]

PART 422—THE PHOSPHATE MANUFAC-
TURING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Subpart D—The Defluorinated Phosphate
Rock Subcategory

Subpart E—The Defluorinated Phosphoric
Acid Subcategory

Subpart F—The Sodium Phosphates
Subcategory

On January 27, 1975-notice was pub-
lished in the FEepErRAL REGISTER (40 FR
4102 and 4110) establishing interim final
effluent limitations and guidelines for ex-
isting sources, proposing standards of
performance for new sources and pro-
posing pretreatment standards for exist-
ing and new sources for the defluorinated
phosphate rock subcategory (Subpart D),
the defluorinated phosphoric- acid sub-
category (Subpart E) and the sodium
phosphates subcategory (Subpart F) of
the Phosphate Manufacturing Point
Source Category (Part 422 to Chapter 40
of the Code of Federal Regulations 39 FR
6580).

The purpose of this notice is to estab-
lish final efiuent limitations and guide-
lines for existing sources and standards
of performance for new sources in this
segment of the phosphate manufacturing
category of point sources by amending
40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, Part
422 by adding thereto the defluorinated
phosphate rock subcategory (Subpart
D), the defluorinated phosphoric acid
subcategory (Subpart E) and the sodium
phosphates subcategory (Subpart F).
Sections 422,41, 42242, 42243, 422.45,
42251, 42252, 42253 and 42255 ap-
plicable to defluorinated phosphate rock
manufacture and to defluorinated phos-
phoric acid manufacture have been
modified because of continuing studies
and discussions with representatives of
the industry. The sodium phosphate
subcategory is promulgated in final form
as it appeared in the interim final form
except that a pH limitation of 6.0 to 9.5
is set for BPT, BAT and new source in
the promulgated form. This final rule-
making is promulgated pursuant to sec-
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306 (b) and
() and 307(c) of the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act, as amended, (the
Act) ; (33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(e), 1316 (b) and (¢) and 1317(c)); 86
Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500.

The legal basis, methodology and fac-
tual conclusions which support promul-
gation of this regulation were set forth in
substantial detail in the notice of public
review procedures published August 6,
1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the notice of
interim final rulemaking and the notice
of proposed rulemaking for the defluo-
rinated phosphate rock subcategory, the
defluorinated phosphoric acid subcate-
gory and the sodium phosphates sub-
category. In addition, the regulation as
proposed was supported by two other
documents: (1) the document entitled
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“Development Document for Interim
Final Effluent Limitations Guidelines
and Proposed New Source Performance
Standards for the Other Non-Fertilizer
Phosphate Chemicals Segment of the
Phosphate Manufacturing Point Source
Category” January, 1975 and (2) the
document entitled “Economic Analysis of
Proposed Effluent Guidelines, Non-Fer-
tilizer Phosphate Manufacturing Indus-
try,” September, 1974. Both of these
documents were made available to the
public and circulated to interested per-
sons at approximately the time of pub-
lication of the January 27, 1975 notice.

The Agency is not promulgating pre-
treatment standards at this time pend-
ing resolution of certain important pol-
icy issues. The agency is undertaking an
intensive review of pretreatment policy,
and expects to arrive at an overall ap-
proach to the pretreatment gquestion
within the near future. As soon as the
policy and technical issues are resolved,
new source prefreatment standards for
this industry will be promulgated.

Interested persons were invited to -

participate in the rulemaking by sub-
mitting written comments within 30 days
from the date of publication. Prior pub-
lic participation in the form of solicited
comments and responses from the States,
Federal agencies, and other interested
parties was described in the preamble to
the proposed regulation. The EPA has
considered earefully all of the comments
received and & discussion of these com-
ments with the Agency’s response there-
to follows: = -

(a) Summary of comments.

The following responded to the request
for written comments contained in the
preamble to the proposed regulation:
Olin Chemicals.

Each of the comments made by Olin
was carefully reviewed and analyzed.
The following is & summary of the sig-
nificant comments and the Agency's re-
sponse to them.

(1) A suggestion was made to increase
the area of the “within the impound-
ment’’ definition for both existing ponds
and for ponds constructed on or after the
date of this regulation.

EPA has conducted extensive discus-
sions with representatives of the fer-
tilizer phosphate and the phosphate
manufacturing industries concerning
regulation of ponds and has gathered
additional information on pond prob-
lems. EPA considered the special prob-
lems of use of ponds by producers of
defluorinated phosphate rock and de-
fluorinated phosphoric acid, including a
review of the similarities and differences
of the various pond requirements by
category and subcategory. These final
regulations provide relief to the problem
through allowance for discharge of
;;le;ited effluent in periods of heavy rain-

(2) The suggestion was made that
consideration be given to long periods of
sustained rainfall, as well as to maximum
expected rainfall for one day.

These final regulations allow dis-
charges for periods of excessive rainfall,

(3) The suggestion was made that
EPA consider the exception heing dis-
cussed for the fertilizer phosphate indus-

try which allows cer discharges of
“contaminated non-process waste
water.,”

EPA has added this definttion and has
allowed a controlled discharge under
this definition.

(4) The ability of double lming to
meet the proposed phosphorus, fluoride
and suspended solids concentrations was
challenged.

EPA has carried out some additional
studies which led to increased discharge
allowances for phosphate, fluoride and
suspended solids, and to a broader pH
range. The regulations reflect the best
judgment of EPA based on available
technical data.

(b) Amendment of the proposed regu-
lations prior to promulgation.

As a result of public comments, dis-
cussions with representatives of industry
and continuing review and evaluation
of the proposed regulation by the EPA,
the following changes have been made
in the regulation.

A new definition, “contaminated non-
process wastewater” has been added to
the regulation. This deals with the han-
dling of pollution from accidental spills,
spills caused by failure of process equip-
ment, discharges from safety showers
and related personnel safety equipment,
washing for the purpose of entry, inspec-
tion and maintenance and precipitation
runoff. The major volume of ‘con-
taminated non-process wastewater” is
cooling water that is not normally con-
taminated. This was added as a result of
extensive discussion with industrial rep-
resentatives on the problems.

The final regulation thereby includes
a provision allowing a discharge of
treated effluent which results from inci-
dental leaks and spills which may occur
throughout the manufacturing process as
well as a provision for process waste-
water. Industry has argued vigorously
that it is impossible to operate a facility
of this type without having occasional
equipment failures which result in leak-
age into non-process wastewater, The
Agency concurs with this general prem-
ise, but believes that any allowance for
leaks and spills must be closely controlled
to require a maximum management ef-
fort to minimize the possibilities of pollu-
tion caused by unnecessary leaks and
spills or leaks which are otherwise left
unattended. For this reason, the leaks
and spills portion of the regulation con-
tains restrictive clauses requiring prompt
management attention to and correction
of leaks and spills which may occur, The
“contaminated non-process wastewater”
allowance is made only where effluent
limitations are on a concentration basis.
No suspended solids limitation was
placed on contaminated nonprocess
wastewater because the major volume is
cooling water without a significant sus-
pended solids content.

Specifications for recirculation and re-
use ponds were changed as a result of
extensive discussions with industrial rep-
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resentatives. Discharge of lime treated
efffluent in periods of catastrophic rain-
fall was permitted as a result of these
discussions,

The permissible concentrations of
fluoride, phosphorus and suspended solids
in treated discharges was criticized as
being too low. EPA made further studies
of this problem. Higher concentrations of
phosphate, fluoride, suspended solids and
a broader pH range were permitted.

EPA has decided as a result of exten-
sive studies and discussions with repre-
sentatives of industry to promulgate pond
freeboard capacity requirements and
rainfall discharge allowances identical to
those of the fertilizer phosphate industry.
This arrangement permits discharge of
both treated process wastewater and
treated “‘contaminated non-process
wastewater” from rock defluorination
and acid defluorination manufacturing
by the treatment established for wet
phosphoric acid manufacture,

(¢) Economic and inflationary impact.

Executive Order 11821 (November 27,
1974) requires that major proposals for
legislation and promulgation of regula-
tions and rules by agencies of the execu-
tive branch be accompanied by a state-
ment certifying that the inflationary im-
pact of the proposal has been evaluated.
The Administrator has directed that all
regulatory actions which are likely to
result in (1) annualized costs of $100 mil-
lion, (2) additional costs of production of
more than 5% of the selling price, or (3)
an energy consumption increase equiva-
lent to 25,000 barrels of oil a day will re-
quire a certified inflationary impact
statement. The Agency's analysis indi-
cates that the annualized cost is $6.1 mil-
lion and the increase in energy consump-
tion is small, but the unit cost of treat-
ment may be as high as 5.6% of selling
price. Therefore, the following economic
and inflationary impact statement is
certified by the Administrator,

The economic impact remains the same
as for those regulations issued on Janu-
ary 27, 1975, since the recommended
technology remains the same. The re-
sults of the economic analysis is summa-
rized below. Internal costs given in 1976
dollars are defined as investment and
annual cost, where annual cost is com-
posed of operating costs, maintenance
cost, the cost of capital, and deprecia-
tion. External cost deals with the assess-
ment of the economic impact of the in-
ternal costs in terms of price increases,
production curtailments, plant closures,
resultant unemployment, community
and regional ifhpacts, international
trade, and industry growth.

The defluorinated phosphate rock sub-
category will incur an investment cost
of_$§.3 million and an annual cost of $1.0
million to achieve the 1977 effluent limi-
tations. An additional $0.2 million in-
vestment and an additional $0.1 million
in annual costs are required in 1983. The
unit costs range from 1.6% of selling
price for the larger plants to 55% for
the smaller plants, with an increase of
0.1% in 1983, These costs reflect that all
four of the plants in this subcategory

RULES AND REGULATIONS

currently have ponds that may be modi-
fied to meet the standards. No decreases
are expected in production, employment,
or industry growth. The overall economic
impact is expected to be small.

The defluorinated acid producers would
have an investment of $7.7 million and
an annual cost of $3.8 million to achieve
the 1977 standards. An additional $1.4
million investment and an additional $0.1
million in annual costs are require in
1983. The unit costs range from 2.3% of
the selling price for larger plants to 3.9%
for the smaller plants, with an increase
of 0.1% in 1983. Three of the eleven
plants in this subcategory do not have a
pond currently in place. It is expected
that the high capital costs that are nec-
essary to build the ponds may force the
closure of one of these three plants. The
other two plants have negative cash
flows under the 1973 baseline conditions
and are expected to close for reasons
other than investment in pollution treat-
ment equipment. These plants account
for approximately 16% of industry ca-
pacity, but no significant reduction in
industry supply is likely to occur since
the other plants have some excess capac-
ity. An estimated 39 jobs may be lost due
to these closures, but these plants are in
fairly large trade areas where the loss of
jobs would not create a severe commu-
nity impact.

The sodium tripolyphosphate subcate-
gory consists of only one plant. This plant
does not have a containment pond and
would incur the full costs of the treat-
ment system. The investment required is
$400,000 with an annual operating cost
of $1.100,000. No additional expense
would be incurred in meeting the 1983
standards. The unit cost of pollution
treatment is 4.4% of selling price. It is
possible that this plant will close, caus-
ing a loss of 120,000 tons per year of pro-
duction and approximately 21 jobs. The
STPP plant accounts for about 12 per-
cent of STPP production, and existing
capacity in the remaining plants should
be sufficient to offset any reduction in
the output of STPP. It is expected that
the displaced workers would be absorbed
into the labor force in their community.

(d) Cost-benefit analysis.

The detrimental effects of the con-
stituents of waste waters now discharged
by point sources within the other non-
fertilizer phosphate segment of the phos-
phate manufacturing point source cate-
gory are discussed in Section VI of the
report entitled “Development Document
for Interim Final Effluent Limitations
Guidelines and Proposed New Source
Performance Standards for the Other
Non-Fertilizer Phosphate Chemicals Seg-
ment of the Phosphate Manufacturing
Point Source Category” January, 1975.
It is not feasible to quantify in economic
terms, particularly on a national basis,
the costs resulting from the discharge
of these pollutants to our Nation’s water-
ways. Nevertheless, as indicated in Sec-
tion VI, the pollutants discharged have
substantial and damaging impacts on the
quality of water and therefore on its

capacity to support healthy populations
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of wildlife, fish and other aquatic wild-
life and on its suitability for industrial,
recreational and drinking water supply
uses.

The total cost of implementing the ef-
fluent limitations includes the direct cap-
ital and operating costs of the pollution
control technology employed to achieve
compliance and the indirect economic
and environmental costs identified in
Section VIII and in the supplementary
report entitled “Economic Analysis of
Efffuent Guidelines for the Other Non-
Fertilizer Phosphate Segment of the
PHOSPHATE MANUFACTURING IN-
DUSTRY” March 1976. Implementing
the limitations will substantially reduce
the environmental harm which would
otherwise be attributable to the con-
tinued discharge of polluted waste waters
from existing and newly constructed
plants in the other non-fertilizer phos-
phate segment of the phosphate manu-
facturing industry. The Agency believes
that the benefits of thus reducing the
pollutants discharged justify the asso-
ciated costs which, though substantial in
absolute terms, represent a relatively
small percentage of the total capital in-
vestment in the industry.

(e) Publication of information on proc-
esses, procedures, or operating methods
which result in the elimination or re-
duction of the discharge of pollutants.

In conformance with the requirements
of section 304(c) of the Act, a manual
entitled, ‘‘Development Document for
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Standards of Performance for
the Other Non-Fertilizer Phosphate
Chemicals Segment of the Phosphate
Manufacturing Point Source Category,”
will be published and will be available
for purchase from the Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402
for a nominal fee.

Copies of the economic analysis docu-
ment previously cited will be available
from the National Technical Informa-
tion Service, Springfield, VA 22151.

(f) Final rulemaking.

In consideration of the foregoing, 40
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, Part 422,
Phosphate Manufacturing Point Source
Category, is hereby amended by revising
Subparts D, E and F to read as set forth
below.

The final regulation promulgated be-
low establishing the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available, the
best available technology economically
achievable and the standards of per-
formance for new sources shall become
effective July 23, 1976.

Dated: June 15, 1976.

RusseLL E. TRAIN,
Administrator.

Subpart D—Defluorinated Phosphate Rock
B Subcategory
C.

422.40 Applicability; description of the de-
fluorinated phosphate rock sub-
category.

42241 Specialized definitions.

42242 Effluent limitations and guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable cone-
trol technology currently avallable,
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Sec.

42243 Effluent limitations and guidelines
representing the degree of efiluent
reduction attainable by the ap-
plication of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

42244 |Reserved)
42245 Standard of performance for new
sources.
42246 [Reserved]
Subpart E—Defluorinated Phosphoric Acid
Subcategory

42250 Applicability: description of the de-
fluorinated phosphoric acid sub-
category.

Specialized definitions.

Effftuent limitations and guidelines
representing the degree of efffuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available.

Efffuent limitations and guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best avallable tech-
nology economically achievable,

[ Reserved |

Standards of performance for new
sources.

422.56 [Reserved]

Subpart F—Sodium Phosphates Subcategory
42260 Applicability; description of the
sodium phosphates subcategory,

Specialized definitions.

Effftuent limitations and guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available.

Efffuent limitations and guidelines
representing the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

[ Reserved |

Standards of performance for new
sources.

422.66 |[Reserved]

AvuTHORITY: Secs. 301, 304 (b) and (¢),
306 (b) and (c¢) and 307 (¢) of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended,
(33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1318
(b) and (¢) and 1317 (c¢)): 86 Stat. 816 et
seq.; Pub. L. 92-500.

Subpart D—Defluorinated Phosphate
Rock Subcategory

§ 422,40 Applicability: description of
the defluorinated phosphate rock
subeategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
defluorination of phosphate rock by ap-
plication of high temperature treatment
along with wet process phosphoric acid,
silica and other reagents.

§ 422,41 Specialized definitions,

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations, and
methods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR
Part 401 shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term ‘“process waste water”
means any water which, during manu-
facturing or processing, comes into direct
contact with or results from the pro-
duction or use of any raw material, in-
termediate produet, finished product, by-
product, or waste product. The term
“process waste water” does not include
contaminated non-process waste water,

as defined below.

42251
422,52

422.53

422.54
422.55

422 .61
422.62

422.63

422.64
422.65
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(¢) The term “contaminated non-proc-
ess wastewater" shall mean any water
including precipitation runoff, which
during manufacturing or processing,
comes into incidental contact with any
raw material, intermediate product, fin-
ished product, by-product or waste
product by means of (1) precipitation
runoff, (2) accidental spills, (3) acciden-
tal leaks caused by the failure of process
equipment and which are repaired or the
discharge of pollutants therefrom con-
tained or terminated within the shortest
reasonable time which shall not exceed
24 hours after discovery or when discov-
ery should reasonably have been made,
whichever is earliest, and (4) discharges
from safety showers and related personal
safety equipment, and from equipment
washings for the purpose of safe enfry,
inspection and maintenance; provided
that all reasonable measures have been
taken to prevent, reduce, eliminate and
control to the maximum extent feasible
such contact and provided further that
all reasonable measures have been taken
that will mitigate the effects of such con-
tact once it has occurred.

(d) The term “ten year 24 hour rain-
fall event” shall mean the maximum pre-
cipitation event with a probable recur-
rence interval of once in 10 years as
defined by the National Weather Service
in technical paper no. 40, “Rainfall Fre-
quency Atlas of the United States,”
May 1961, and subsequent amendments
or equivalent regional or State rain-
fall probability information developed
therefrom. )

(e) The term “25 year 24 hour rainfall
event' shall mean the maximum precipi-
tation event with a probable recurrence
interval of once in 25 years as defined by
the National Weather Service in techni-
cal paper no. 40, “Rainfall Frequency
Atlas of the United States,” May, 1961,
and subsequent amendments or equiva-
lent regional or State rainfall probability
information developed therefrom.

§ 422.42 Effluent limitations and guide-
lines representing the degree of
effluent reduction attainable by
the application of the best practi-
cable econtrol technology currently
available.

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section,
the following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
'subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available: there shall be no discharge of
process wastewater pollutants to navi-
gable waters.

(h) Process wastewater pollutants from
a cooling water recirculation system de-
signed, constructed and operated to
maintain a surge capacity equal to the
runoff from the 10-year, 24-hour rain-
fall event may be discharged, after treat-
ment to the standards set forth in para-
graph (¢) of this section, whenever
chronic or catastrophic precipitation
events cause the water level in the pond
to rise into the surge capacity. Process

waste water must be treated and dis-
charged whenever the water level equals
or exceeds the mid point of the surge
capacity.

(¢) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in process wastewater pur-
suant to the limitations of paragraph (b)
of this section shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[MiNigrams per liter]

E Muent Hmitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
< shall not.
exceed —
Total phesphorus 105, .. ... a5
(as P). E
Fluoride (as F). . < 2 RO EEY P e 25
S SR SRR | RSN R 50
oy 1 SRR el Withinthe . __..
range 6.0
10 9.5,

The total suspended solid limitation set
forth in this paragraph shall be waived
for process wastewater from a calcium
sulfate storage pile runoff facility, oper-
ated separately or in combination with a
water recirculation system, which is
chemically treated and then clarified or
settled to meet the other pollutant limi-
tations set forth in this paragraph.

(d) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in contaminated non-process
wastewater shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

{Milligrams per liter]

E fitient Ymitations

EMuent Average of dally
charucteristic values for 80
Maximum for consecutive days
any 1 day shall not
exceed—
Total phosphorus 105... .. .. ... 85
(as PY. R
Flooride (as F)..... 40 oausetas . sarni 25
o> 2 LS b Wi, Within the  ....... i
range 6.0
10 9.5,

§ 422.43 Effluent limitations and guide-
lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction atiainable by the ap-
plication of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievablg:

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section,
the following limitations establish the
quantity or guality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, tontrolled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
available technology economically
achievable: there shall be no discharge
of process wastewater pollutants to nav-
igable waters. J
» (b) Process waste water pollutants
from a cooling water recirculation system
designed, constructed and operated to
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maintain a surge capacity equal to the
runoff from the 25-year, 24-hour rainfall
event may be discharged, after treatment
to the standards set forth in paragraph
(¢) of this section, whenever chronic or
catastrophic precipitation events cause
the water level in the pond to rise into
the surge capacity. Process waste water
must be treated and discharged when-
ever the water level equals or exceeds the
mid point of the surge capacity.

(¢c) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in process wastewater pur-
suant to the limitations of paragraph
(b) of this section shall not exceed the
values listed in the following table:

[Milligrams per liter]

Effluent Hmitations
E Maent Averago of daily
chamcteristic Muximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive doys
shall not
exceed—
Total  phosphorus 106... ... ........ 35
(a8 P).
Finoride (as F)...._ 76 ... ... 25
TSH., R ML IS0, Lt S 50
pH e e WD EhE 10 e
range 6.0

to 9.5.

The total suspended solid limitation set
forth in this paragraph shall be waived
for process wastewater from a calcium
sulfate storage pile runoff facility, op-
erated separately or in combination with
a water recirculation system, which is
chemically treated and then clarified or
settled to meet the other pollutant limi-
tations set forth in this paragraph.

(d) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in contaminated non-process
wastewater shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

IMilligrams per liter]

E Muent

: Aversge of daily
charaeteristic

values for 30
consecutive days
shall not
exceed—

Muximum for
any 1.day

Total phosphorus 105 B e 35

{as P),

Fhuoride (as F).__._ O B g & 25

pH. . ... Within the
range 6.0
10 9.5,

122.44  [Reserved]

§
§422.45 Swandards of performance for
new sources,

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, con-
trolled by this section, which may be dis-
charged by a new source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section,
the following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lgtax1t properties, controlled by this sec-
tisn, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of standards of
performance for new sources: there shall

RULES AND REGULATIONS

be no discharge of process wastewater
pollutants to navigable waters.

(b) Process waste water pollutants
from a cooling water recirculation sys-
tem designed, constructed and operated
to maintain a surge capacity equal to the
runoff from the 25-year, 24-hour rainfall
event may be discharged, after treat-
ment to the standards set forth in para-
graph (c) of this section, whenever
chronic or catastrophic precipitation
events cause the water level in the pond
to rise into the surge capacity. Process
waste water must be treated and dis-
charged whenever the water level equals
or exceeds the mid point of the surge
capacity.

(¢) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in process wastewater pur-
suant to the limitations of paragraph (b)
of this section shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[MINigrams per liter

Effluent limitations
F Muent Average of daily
charngteristiy values for 30
Maximum for consecutive days
any 1 day shall not
exeeed—
Tolal phosphorus 105 ... . ... 35
(as ),
Flaoride (as B .. 38 . e .. 25
PR B0 s I 50
pH .. Withinthe ... __. g
range 6.0
10 9.5.

The total suspended solid limitation set
forth in this paragraph shall be waived
for process wastewater from a calcium
sulfate storage pile runoff facility, oper-
ated separately or in combination with a
water recirculation system, which is
chemically treated and then clarified or
settled to meet the other pollutant limita-
tions set forth in this paragraph.

(d) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in contaminated non-process
wastewater shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[Milligrams per liter]

Effluent Nmitations

EMuent Average of daily

characteristie values for 30

Maximum for consecutive days

auy I day shall not

oxcead—
Total phosphorus 105 .. ... 35

(as P).
Fluoride (as F) (PSS 25
030 U ! Vit the s il Juil il SIC
range 6.0

Lo 9.5,

§ 422,46 [ Reserved]

Subpart E—Defluorinated Phosphoric
Acid Subcategory

§ 422.50 Applicability; description of
* the defluorinated phosphoric acid
subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
defluorination of phosphoric acid. Wet
process phosphoric acid is dehydrated by
application of heat and other processing
aids such as vacuum and air stripping.
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The acid is concentrated up to 70-73%
P20;5 in the defluorination process,

§ 422.51 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations, and
methods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR
Part 401 shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “process waste water”
means any water which, during: manu-
facturing or processing, comes into direct
contact with or results from the pro-
duction or use of any raw material, inter-
mediate product, finished product, by-
product, or waste product. The term
“process waste water” does not include
contaminated non-process waste water,
as defined below,

(¢c) The term “contaminated non-
process wastewater” shall mean any
water including precipitation runoff,
which during manufacturing or proc-
essing, comes into incidental contact with
any raw material, intermediate product,
finished product, by-product or waste
product by means of (1) precipitation
runoff, (2) accidental spills, (3) acci-
dental leaks caused by the failure of
process equipment and which are re-
paired or the discharge of pollutants
therefrom contained or terminated
within the shortest reasonable time
which shall not exceed 24 hours after dis-
covery or when discovery should reason-
ably have been made, whichever is earli-
est, and (4) discharges from safety
showers and related personal safety
equipment, and from equipment wash-
ings for the purpose of safe entry, in-
spection and maintenance; provided that
all reasonable measures have been taken
to prevent, reduce, eliminate and control
to the maximum extent feasible such con-
tact and provided further that all reason-
able measures have been taken that will
mitigate the effects of such contact once
it has occurred.

(d) The term “ten year 24 hour rain-
fall event” shall mean the maximum
precipitation event with a probable re-
currence interval of once in 10 years as
defined by the National Weather Service
in technical paper no. 40, “Rainfall Fre-
quency Atlas of the United States,” May
1961, and subsequent amendments or
equivalent regional or State rainfall
probability information developed there-
from.

(e) The term “25 year 24 hour rainfall
event'” shall mean the maximum precipi-
tation event with a probable recurrence
interval of once in 25 years as defined by
the National Weather Service in techni-
cal paper no. 40, “Rainfall Frequency
Atlas of the United States,”” May 1961,
and subsequent amendments or equiv-
alent regional or State rainfall proba-
bility information developed therefrom.

§ 422.52 Effluent limitations and guide-
lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section,
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the following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Jutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available: there shall be no discharge of
process wastewater pollutants to naviga-
ble waters.

(b) Process waste water pollutants
from a cooling water recirculation system
designed, constructed and operated to
maintain a surge capacity equal to the
runoff from the 10-year, 24-hour rainfall
event may be discharged, after treatment
to the standards set forth in paragraph
(¢) of this section, whenever chronic or
catastrophic precipitation events cause
the water level in the pond to rise into
the surge capacity. Process waste water
must be treated and discharged whenever
the water level equals or exceeds the mid
point of the surge capacity.

(¢) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in process wastewater pursu-
ant to the limitations of paragraph (b)
of this section shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[Milligrams pex liter]

Efluent imitations
EMuaent Average of daily
chameteristic Muximum for values for 30
suy 1 day conseentive days
shall not
exceed—
’I‘otnlxvlumwlmrus 305, s eab 35
(as P).
Fiuoride (as F)o.. . ¥ oo oo 25
i ST SONIERR | S ot OO = &0
53 | RO R IS Withinthe. ... S5ee
range 6.0
1o 9.5.

The total suspended solid limitation set
forth in this paragraph shall be waived
for process wastewater from a calcium
sulfate storage pile runoff facility, oper-
ated separately or in combination with
a water recirculation system, which is
chemically treated and then clarified or
settled to meet the other pollutant lim-
{tations set forth in this paragraph.

(d) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in contaminated non-process
wastewater shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

IMilligrams per liter]

Effluent imitations

EfMuent Average of daily
chareteristic Maximum for valnes for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
shall not
exceed—
Total phosphorus 105, ... oooennn e 35
as P).
Fluoride (as F)..... O e v STt in 25
T PR OSN3 Within téxg ..................
range 6.
to 9.5.
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§ 422.53 Effluent limitations and guide-
lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best available technology
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or
properties, which may be discharged by
a point source subject to the provisions
of this subpart after application of the
best available technology economically
achievable:

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section,
the following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
available technology economically
achievable: there shall be no discharge
of process wastewater pollutants to
navigable waters.

(b) Process waste wafer pollutants
from a cooling water recirculation sys-
tem designed, constructed and oper-
ated to maintain a surge capacity equal
to the runoff from the 25-year, 24-hour
rainfall event may be discharged, affer
treatment to the standards set forth in
paragraph (c¢) of this section, whenever
chronic or cataestrophic precipitation
events cause the water level in the pond
to rise into the surge capacity. Process
waste water must be treated and dis-
charged whenever the water level equals
or exceeds the mid point of the surge
capacity.

(¢) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in process wastewater pur-
suant to the limitations of paragraph (b)
of this section shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

{Milligrams p-r liter]

EMuent Hmitations

Efffuent Average of dally

characieristic Maximum for values for 80
and 1 day consecutive days
shall not
exceed—
.
Total ;‘ﬂuﬁphnms F (L Sl L 35
s P).
Fluoride as F). ... T s 2 e b 25
i g oo B NSO, | | S o e 50
1) = B Within the L
range 6.0
10 9.5,

The total suspended solid limitation set
forth in this paragraph shall be waived
for process wastewater from a calcium
sulfate storage pile runoff facility, oper-
ated separately or in combination with a
water recirculation system, which is
chemically treated and then clarified or
settled to meet the other pollutant limi-
tations set forth in this paragraph.

(d) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in contaminated non-process
wastewater shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[Miltigrams per liter]

Effluent limitations

Effiuent

R Average of daily
characteristic

Maximum for values for 30

any 1 day consecutive days

shall not
exeeed—
Total l;;lmsphm'us 305 S 35
(a8 ).
Fluoride (as Fi.. ... M e e A 25
PH S ey Within the s
range 60
10 9.5, r

§422.54 [Reserved]

§ 422.55 Standards of performance for
New sources.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, con-
trolled by this section, which may be dis-
charged by a new source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section,
the following limitations establish the
guantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this sec~
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of standards
of performance for new sources: there
shall be no discharge of process waste-
water pollutants to navigable waters.

(b) Process waste water pollutants
from a cooling water recirculation sys-
tem designed, constructed and operated
to maintain a surge capacity equal to the
runoff from the 25-year, 24-hour rain-
fall event may be'discharged, after treat-
ment to the standards set forth in para-
graph (¢) of this section whenever chron-
ic or catastrophic precipitation events
cause the water level in the pond to rise
into the surge capacity. Process waste
water must be treated and discharged
whenever the water level equals or ex-
ceeds the mid point of the surge capacity.

(¢) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in process wastewater pursu-
ant to the limitations of paragraph (b)
of this section shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[Milligrams per liter]

EfMuent Hmitsiions

Average of daily

EfMoent
characteristic Maximum for values for 80
any | day consecutive days
shall not
exceed—
Total pliosphiorus 11 A Ty 35
(as P). =
Fluoride (a8 F)..... | PR el L 2
THB. oo cnmdsarsrsn B0 ) s aaad 50
1) : ST RS Withinthe = eccrcememrocen-=e-
range
10 9.5.
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The total suspended solid limitation set
forth in this paragraph shall be waived
for process wastewater from a calcium
sulfate storage pile runoff facility, oper-
ated separately or in combination with
a water recirculation system, which is
chemically treated and then clarified or
settled to meet the other pollutant limi-
tations set forth in this paragraph.

(d) The concentration of pollutants
discharged in contaminated non-process
wastewater shall not exceed the values
listed in the following table:

[Milligrams per liter]

Effuent Hmitstions

Efluent Avernge of dally

Tisrngteristio Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
shall not
exceed—
Total phosphorns 105 . aes 35
{as ). .
Fluoride (as F)... - (BT e 25
pH Within the
range 6.0
to 9.5,
§422,56 [Reserved]
Subpart F—-Sodium Phosphates
Subcategory .

§ 422.60 Applicability; deseription: of
the sodium phosphates subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
manufacture of purified sodium phos-
phates from wet process phosphoric acid.

§122.61 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

Except as provided below, the general
definitions, abbreviations and methods of
analysis set forth in 40 CFR 401 shall
apply to this subpart.

—
'

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 422,62 Effluent limitations and guide-
lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable control
technology curréntly available.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available:

[Metrio units, kg/kkg of product;
English units, 1b/1,000 1 of product]

Efffuent limitations

EMuent Average of daily
churacteristie Maximum for values for 30

any 1 day consecutive days

shall not

exceed—
BB St cca e 080 e 0,25
’I‘ola.l I;)hoaphoms 0.80. . 5 0.40
Fluari«lu B3P — b M Ll O e 0.15
PR e Within the 3 eeSaaE

mngt, 6.0 Lo

.5

§ 422.63 Effluent limitations and guide-
lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction attainable by the
application of the best available tech-
nology economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
avallable technology economically
achievable:
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Motric units, ke/kkg of product;
[English units, 1b/1,000 16 of produul]

EMuent lHmitations

¥ Muaent Avernge of dally
characteristio Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
shall not
exceed—
g 17 e IR 088 0.18
Tonllplxwplmms 19,7 PR AT i 0.28
as
Fluoride (as F)..... [ Jo1 PO Cr_on S 0.11

) - SR LA Within the
range 6.0 to
l. 0.

§ 422.64 [Reserved]
§ 422.65 Standards of performance for

new sources,

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties, controlled by this sec-
tion, which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the stand-
ards of performance for new sources:

[Metric units, }.'./kk;: of product;
English units, 11/1,000 1b of product]

EMuent limitations

E fifuent

Average of dally
characteristic

Maximum for values for 30

any 1 day consecutive days

shall not

excesd—
TSS.. e hO0 s b aa 0.18
'l‘tzlul pbosphorus  0.58--.._._..... ~ 023
Fluoridu (as F)..... [ BB 0,11

................. “nhmlho SR T
rmgeGOto

§ 422,66 [Reserved]
[FR Doc.76-17810 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am]
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Title 24—Housing and Urban
Development

CHAPTER VIlIl—LOW-INCOME HOUSING,
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

| Docket No. R-76-401

PART 891—REVIEW OF APPLIéATIONS
FOR HOUSING ASSISTANCE; ALLOCA-
TION OF HOUSING ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Supplemental Allocations Based Upon
Areawide Housing Opportunity Plans

On April 19, 1976, the Department of
Housing and Urban Deyvelopment (HUD)
published in the FeperaL REGISTER ab
page 16542 a proposed amendment to
Chapter VIII of Title 24 of the Code of
Federal Regulations by adding to Part
886 a new Subpart C, “Supplemental Al-
Jocations Based Upon Areawide Housing
Opportunity Plans.”” The proposed Sub-
part C of Part 886 has been placed in
Subpart E of Part 891 as a more appro-
priate place.

Subpart E describes the policies and
procedures governing supplemental allo-
cations of housing assistance funds for
use in jurisdictions covered by a HAP
and participating in an approved Area-
wide Housing Opportunity Plan (Plan).
The Plan, developed by an Areawide
Planning Organization (APO), shall pro-
mote greater choice of housing opportu-
nities for lower income households out-
side of areas containing undue concen-
trations of low income households.

HUD received over 30 responses to the
April 19, 1976, publication. All of these
comments have been carefully consid-
ered, and certain changes have been
made in the regulations as 2 result of
these comments and other pertinent con-
siderations. The following is a discussion
of the principal comments anc changes.

1. The Regulations have been amended
to aliow supplemental housing assistance
allocations under any of the programs
identified in Sec, 891.101(a). Therefore,
specific references limiting supplemental
allocations to the Section 8 program have
been deleted. The Regulations now pro-
vide that HUD will announce, through
& Notice in the FeperaL REGISTER, the
amount of supplemental housing assist-
ance funds available during any fiscal
year; the program(s) for which supple-
mental allocations will be made; and any
additional or special eriterla which would
be applied to specific housing programs.
In addition, information relating to the
closing date and the manner of submis-
sion of request for supplemental alloca-
tions has been deleted from the Regula~-
tions and will be published as a separate
Notice in the Feperar REGISTER. The
Notice for fiscal year 1976 is being pub-
lished simultaneously with this rule.

2. In response to a request for clarifica-
tion of the role of the APO in this pro-
gram, § 891.501(a) has been amended to
define an APO, as well as its role.

3. Clarification ‘was requested as to
whether county governments or units of
county government can be Participating
Jurisdictions, Accordingly, § 891.501(a)

has been expanded to clarify that any
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county or other local government can be
a Participating Jurisdiction.

4, It was requested that § 891.502(a)
(1) specify the time period to be covered
by the assessment of housing assistance
needs of lower income households on an
areawide basis and for each jurisdiction
within the area served by the APO, This
recommendation has not been accepted
because of the diversity of data available
for making the assessment. As a mini-
mum, the time period covered by the
assessment must be sufficient to allow
the establishment of numerical goals on
an annual basis as required by § 891.502
(a) (2).

5. It was recommended that § 891.502
(a) (1) include an-additional requirement
for a survey of housing conditions or an
indication that such a survey is a pre-
requisite for an assessment of housing
needs, This was not considered a reason-
able requirement at this time because of
the high cost of these surveys. However,
to ensure that the Plan does address the
basis on which the assessment was made,
§ 891.504 has been amended to require,
as part of the Plan, a discussion of the
methodology used in making the assess-
ment of areawide housing assistance
needs,

8. Several comments objected to the re-
quirement under § 891.502(a) (1) for a
detailed assessment of housing assistance
needs for each juvisdiction within the
area served by the APO because of the
difficulties in obtaining data in the de-
tail required for the various categories of
need cited in this section. After careful
consideration, this requirement has been
retained because of the importance of
this data in establishing the numerical
goals under § 891.502(a) (2). In response
to these comments, however, § 891.502(a)
(1) has been clarified to indicate that,
with regard to the data for that portion
of the assessment pertaining to house-
holds expected to reside and to areawide
and Individual jurisdictional needs by
household type, present form of housing
tenure, female heads-of-household and
minority households, the Plan can in-
clude a work plan acceptable to HUD for
the preparation of that portion of the
assessment, with a specific timetable for
its completion.

7. A number of comments guestioned
whether each Participating Jurisdiction
is required to have a Housing Assistance
Plan (HAP) or actually participate in
housing assistance programs in order to
qualify as a Participating Jurisdiction.
In this regard, § 891.502(a) (2) has been
clarified to indicate that the reference
to the consistency of the numerical goals
with the needs identified in any HAP,
pertain only-to those Participating Juris-
dictions which are covered by a HAP.
However, it should be noted that the
supplemental assistance can only be used
in jurisdictions that are covered by
HAPs,

8. Many comments requested clarifica-
tion of the nature and form of the evi-
dence of agreement between the APO
and each Participating Jurisdiction on
numerical goals and on the implementa-

tion of the Plan. Sec. 891.502¢a) (3) has
been amended to provide examples of ac-
ceptable assurances of agreemeni. The
form of the agreement will not in itself
be a basis for disqualification of a Plan
which is otherwise acceptable,

9. A definition of an adequate housing
allocation procedure under § 891.502(a)
(4) and a clarification as to whether it
is the APO or the Participating Jurisdic-
tion which is responsible for the develop-
ment of the procedure was requested. It
is both difficult and undesirable to estab-
lish a specific allocation procedure in
these Regulations because of the poten-
tial diversity of approaches in different
areas as a result of geographical, politi-
cal, or other considerations. Generally,
however, a procedure will be considered
satisfactory if it allocates housing assist-
ance in a reasonable manner in accord-
ance with the objectives of the Plan,
Under the new language of the Regula-
tions defining the role of the APO (See
paragraph 2, above), it is clear that the
APO is responsible for the development
of the Plan and the housing allocation
procedure.

10. Many comments objected to the
requirement for the Plan to apply to and
include as Participating Jurisdictions at
least 80 percent of the jurisdictions in the
area served by the APO, wherein Par-
ticipating Jurisdictions represent at
least 75 percent of the population of the
area, The objections were based on the
fact that there are substantial differ-
ences in the nature of the areas served
by various types of APOs; some APOs
serve numerous small communities which
comprise a disproportionately small per-
centage of the area'’s population. There
were a number of recommendations for
alternate percentages for the required
number of Participating Jurisdictions.
After careful consideration of these com-
ments and the potentially inequitable
effect of the existing percentage on cer-
tain types of APOs, § 891.502(b) (1) has
been revised to require participation by
50 percent of the jurisdictions in the area
served by the APO which represent at
least 75 percent of the population of the
area. However, a new priority eriterion
has been added in § 891.503 for those
areas where more than 50 percent of the
Jjurisdictions participate in the Plan.

11. Several comments requested clari-
fication of the requirement for adequate
enabling legislation in all Participating
Jurisdictions in which the Plan proposes
the use of the Section 8 Existing Housing
Program. The Regulation has been
amended to delete this as a distinet con-
dition for an acceptable Plan. The assur-
ance of implementability with respect to
programs requiring the participation of
a PHA is addressed by § 891.502(b) (3).

12, Many comments questioned the
ability of an APO to determine and
demonstrate that Participating Juris-
dictions do not have zoning or other
ordinances which prohibited or otherwise
restricted the provision of lower income
housing. After consideration of these
comments, this requirement has been
deleted from the Regulation as a dis-
tinct requirement for an acceptable Plan.
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However, §891.502(b)(3) has been
amended to require a demonstration that
there is adequate zoning as one assur-
ance of the Plan’s implementability in
those Participating Jurisdictions in which
the Plan proposes the use of rehabilitat-
ed or newly-constructed housing.

13. A number of comments objected to
the priority factors under § 891.503 on
the basis that these factors excluded
participation in the program in areas
which did not meet one of these factors.
It should be noted that these factors are
not required for a Plan to be acceptable;
they are intended to recognize those
Plans which have .made exceptional
progress in achieving the objectives of
the program established wunder this
Subpart.

14, One comment noted that § 891.503
(a) (2) was an impossible criterion for
many APOs because they lack the legal
authority to actively administer and op-
erate programs. This objection is based
on a misunderstanding of the criterion,
since it is not necessary for an APO to
qualify for this preference. Section
891.503(a) (2) has been revised to clarify
that the nature of the counseling re-
ferred to under this section is primarily
that of information and referrals.

15. Sec. 891.505(d) has been revised to
incorporate the suggestion that the Reg-
ulation specifically indicate that HUD
will determine the distribution and pro-
gram mix of units on the basis of the
Plan.

16. In response to numerous com-
ments, the deadline for submission of
Plans for fiscal year 1976 has been ex-
tended from May 21, 1976, to the date
stated in the Notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

17. Several comments suggested alter-
native uses for the housing assistance
funds to be provided by the program
described under this Subpart. It is the
view of the Department that support of
strategies developed on a regional level
is an effective and desirable means of
furthering its efforts to promote greater
choice of housing opportunities for lower
_ income households and to avoid undue
concentrations of assisted persons in ac-
cordance with the mandate in Section
101(c) (6) of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1974.

A Finding of Inapplicability respecting
the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 has been made in accordance with
HUD procedures. A finding that this reg-
ulation is not subject to inflation impact
statement requirements has also been
made in accordance with HUD proce-
dures. A copy of these findings will be
available for public inspection during
regular business hours in the Office of
the Rules Docket Clerl:, Room 10141,
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, 451 Seventh Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C.

Accordingly, Title 24 is amended as
follows: A new Part 891, Subpart E is
added to Chapter VIII to read as set
forth hereinafter,
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Subpart E—Supplemental Allocations Based
Upon Areawide Housing Opportunity Plans
Sec.
891.501
891.502

Applicability and scope.

General criteria for
Plans.

Criteria for Priority Plans.

Contents of requests for supple-
mental allocations.

891,505 Review and selection of Plans.

Subpart E—Supplemental Allocations
Based Upon Areawide Housing Oppor-
tunity Plans

AuTHORITY: Sec. 7(d) of the Department
of HUD Act, (42 U,S.C. 3535(d) ).

§ 891.501 Applicability and Scope.

(a) This Subpart describes the policies
and procedures governing supplemental
allocations of contract authority for the
housing assistance programs identified in
§ 891.101(a) for use in jurisdictions cov-
ered by a HAP and participating in an
approved Areawide Housing Opportunity
Plan (Plan). The Plan, developed by an
Areawide Planning Organization (APO),
shall provide for the promotion of a
greater choice of housing opportunities
for lower income households outside of
areas containing undue concentration of
low income households.

(1) For the purposes of this Subpart,
an APO is defined as an organization au-
thorized by law or local agreement to un-
dertake planning for a multi-county
area (including county-municipality
combinations) under Title IV of the
Housing and Community Development
Act of 1974 and/or OMB Circular A-95.
Each jurisdiction, whether or not it is
covered by a HAP (including counties
and other local governments), with
which the APO has reached agreement
on numerical goals for the distribution
of lower income housing assistance and
on the implementation of the Plan is
called a “Participating Jurisdiction”.

(2) The role of the APO under the pro-
visions of this Subpart includes, but need
not be limited to, (i) development of the
Plan and the allocation procedure as de-
seribed in § 891.502, and (ii) submission
of requests to the Secretary for supple-
mental allocations in accordance with
§ 891.504. The participation of the APO
will provide a determination of the hous-
ing assistance needs on an areawide ba-
sis as well as the development of numer-
ical goals for assisted housing in Partici-
pating Jurisdictions.

(b) The Secretary, after considering
all the pertinent factors under section
213(d) of the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1974 (42 US.C.
5301), will determine the amount of
housing assistance to be used for supple-
mental allocations as well as the hous-
ing assistance programi(s) available in
any fiscal year for which such alloca-
tions will be made.

(¢) The amount of the supplemental
allocation provided on the basis of any
approved Plan shall not be less than 20
percent nor more than 50 percent of the
housing assistance allocation for the ap-
plicable housing assistance program oth-

Acceptable

891.503
891,504
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erwise made during the same fiscal year
to Participating Jurisdictions in accord-
ance with Part 891, Subpart D.

(d) The Secretary shall announce,
through a notice in the FEpErAL REGIS~
TER, the amount of housing assistance to
be made available for supplemental allo-
cations during any fiscal year; the hous-
ing assistance program(s) under which
these allocations shall be made; any ad-
ditional or special criteria which may be
established for specific housing assist-
ance programs; and the closing date and
address for submission of requests for
the supplemental allocations.

(e) In order to be approved as a basis
for a supplemental allocation under this
Subpart, a Plan must meet the criteria
for acceptability set forth in § 891.502.
If, however, the number of Plans meeting
the acceptability criteria would require
supplemental allocations in excess of the
amount made available by the Secretary,
priority shall be given to those Plans
which also meet the criteria set forth in
§ 891.503.

§ 891.502 General criteria
able plans.

(a) In addition to any special criteria
in the Notice published pursuant to
§ 891.501(d), a Plan, to be acceptable,
shall be a system for allocating housing
assistance which provides for greater
housing opportunities for lower income
households outside areas of undue con-
centrations of low income households.
The Plan shall contain, but need not be
limited to, the following elements:

(1) An assessment of the housing as-
sistance needs of lower income house-
holds on an areawide basis and for each
jurisdiction within the area served by
the APO (whether or not it is a Partici-
pating Jurisdiction), including house-
holds displaced or to be displaced by
governmental action and an estimate of
households expected to reside in each
jurisdiction as a result of existing or
planned employment facilities pursuant
to section 570.303(c¢) (2) of the Commu-~
nity Development Block Grant regula-
tions (24 CFR Part 570) . This assessment
shall indicate housing assistance needs
by (i) household type (lower income
households which are elderly or handi-
capped; large familles; and other fami-
lies), (ii) present form of housing tenure
(owner and renter), (iii) female heads-
of-households and (iv) minority house-
holds. If the Plan does not include such
assessment for households expected to re-
side or for any of the elements specified
under (), (iD, (iii), or (iv) of this sub-
paragraph, it shall include a work plan
acceptable to the Secretary for the prep~
aration of that portion of the assessment,
with a specific timetable for its com-
pletion.

(2) Numerical goals, on' an annual
basis, for the distribution of lower income
housing assistance to each Participating
Jurisdiction which reflect the needs iden-
tified in § 891.502(a) (1). These numeri=

cal goals and the needs identified in any

for accept-
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HAPs applicable to Participating Juris-
dictions must be generally consistent.

(3) Evidence of agreement between
the APO and each Participating Juris-
diction on numerical goals for the dis-
tribution of lower income housing as-
sistance and on the implementation of
the Plan. This agreement shall be evi-
denced by (i) individual written agree=
ments or other confirmation from the
Executive Officer or Local Government of
the Participating Jurisdiction, (ii) sup-
port of the Plan in the HAPs of Partici-
pating Jurisdictions covered by HAPs; or
(iii) an equivalent provision acceptable
to the Secretary.

(4) A procedure for allocating housing
assistance in a reasonable manner which
is in accordance with the objectives of
the Plan and this Subpart.

(5) Provision for the Plan to be used
in A-95 review of applications for com-
munity development and housing assist-
ance programs.

(b) The Plan shall also meet the fol-
lowing conditions:

(1) The Plan shall apply to and in-
clude as Participating Jurisdictions at
least 50 percent of the jurisdictions in
the area served by the APO, wherein Par-
ticipating Jurisdictions represent at least
75 percent of the population of the area.

(2) The Plan shall have been approved
by the executive board of the APO.

(3) The APO shall demonstrate that
the Plan can be implemented and that
an additional allocation of housing as-
sistance can be committed within a rea-
sonable time within the Participating
Jurisdictions consistent with the Plan.
Satisfactory assurances of implementa-
tion include, but are not limited to, ()
the availability of sites which meet all
applicable program standards and crite-
ria (ncluding adequate zoning and
water and sewer capacity) in those Par-
ticipating Jurisdictions in which the
Plan proposes the use of newly-con-
strueted or rehabilitated housing under
the programs specified in § 891.101¢a),
and developer/sponsor-owner interest
(e.g. as evidenced by responses to recent
invitations for housing applications un-
der these programs) ; (ii) the willingness
and ability of established PHAs to ad-
minister or otherwise participate in the
program in those Participating Jurisdic-
tions in which the Plan proposes the use
of a program specified in § 891.101(a)
which requires the participation of a
PHA, or actions taken by such Partici-
pating Jurisdictions to establish PHAs
or to negotiate agreements with existing
PHAS to perform this function; and (iii)
housing assistance funds currently allo-
cated to Participating Jurisdictions have
been committed or satisfactory progress
has been made in committing such funds.

(4) The data used in making the as-
sessment of housing assistance needs in
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§ 891.502(a) (1) is available for use by
Participating Jurisdictions in preparing
their HAPs.

§ 891.503 Criteria for priority plans.

(a) In order for an Acceptable Plan to
qualify for priority consideration, it must
meett one or more of the following
criteria:

(1) The APO has completed all ele-
ments of the assessment required in
§ 891.502(a) (1).

(2) The APO presently administers or
takes part in a program which provides
housing information and referrals or re-
lated counseling and assistance to lower
income and minority households desiring
housing assistance outside areas which
contain undue concentrations of low in-
come or minority households.

(3) To the extent that the Section 8
Existing Housing Program is used by
Participating Jurisdictions, eligible fam-
ilies currently are permitted to use their
Section 8 Certificates of Family Partici-
pation in all Participating Jurisdictions
(e.g., through use of an areawide, re-
gional, or state public housing agency, or
through cooperation or other local
agreements.)

(4) The APO has endorsed and/or has
become involved in the development of a
voluntary areawide affirmative fair hous-
ing marketing plan which is currently
operative.

(b) If the number of Plans meeting the
priority criteria will require supplemen-
tal allocations in excess of the amount
available, preference shall be given to
those Plans which apply to and include as
Participating Jurisdictions the greatest
percent of the jurisdictions in the area
served by the APO.

§ 891.504 Contents of requests for Sup-
plemental allocations.

Each request for supplemental alloca-
tion shall consist of (a) a letter of trans-
mittal; (b) an index of all materials sub-
mitted with the request, including
graphs, maps, or other illustrative ma-
terial; (c) a list of all jurisdictions with-
in the area served by the APO, identifi-
cation of Participating Jurisdictions and
identification of Participating Jurisdic-
tons covered by HAPs; (d) a copy of the
Plan; (e) a statement with specific refer-
ences to the Plan, where appropriate,
which responds to each of the accepta-
bility criteria contained in § 891.502 and
the priority criteria contained in § 891.-
503, and discusses how the Plan conforms
to these criteria; (f) a discussion of the
methodology used in assessing areawide
housing assistance needs under § 891.502
(a) (1) ; (g) a description of the housing
allocation procedure required under
§ 891.502(a) (4) and the extent to which
this procedure promotes greater housing
opportunities for lower income house-
holds outside areas containing undue

conecentration of low income households;
and (h) a tentative plan, showing type
of households to be assisted and type of
housing proposed for the Participating
Jurisdiction covered by a HAP, for using
supplemental allocations of 20%. 30%,
40%, and 50% of housing assistance for
the applicable program(s) otherwise al-
located to Participating Jurisdictions for
the current fiscal year in accordance with
Part 891, Subpart D.

§ 891.505 Review and selection of plans.

(a) The Secretary shall review all
Plans submitted to identify (1) Accepta-
ble Plans under § 891.502 and (2) Priority
Plans under § 891.503. Field Office Direc-
tors and Regional Administrators shall
be consulted in this evaluation.

(b) On the basis of the evaluation
condueted in accordance with paragraph
(a) of this section, and in accordance
with § 891.501, the Secretary shall select,
from among all Acceptable Plans, those
Plans on the basis of which supple-
mental allocations shall be awarded.

(¢) The amount of the supplemental
allocation for each of the selected Plans
shall be determined by the Secretary
after considering the following factors:

(1) The overall quality of the Plan
with respect to each of the criteria in
§ 891.502 and § 891.503.

(2) The type of households (lower in-
come households which are elderly or
handicapped; large families; and other
families and type of housing (new, sub-
stantial rehabilitation, or existing) pro-
posed to be assisted with the supple-
mental allocation.

(3) The amount of housing assistance
available for supplemental allocations
and the number of Plans selected.

(4) The amount of housing assistance
currently allocated to Participating Ju-
risdictions that is committed.

(d) After the total amount of the sup-
plemental allocations for all the selected
Plans is determined, the allocations will
be distributed to the appropriate Field
Office Directors for reallocation among
Participating Jurisdictions covered by a
HAP. The Field Office Directors will con-
sult with APOs to determine the actual
distribution and program mix of units
on the basis of the Plan and other ap-
plicable administrative or statutory re-
quirements.

(It is hereby certified that the economic and
inflationary impacts of this regulation have

been carefully evaluated in accordance with
OMB Circular A-107.)

Effective date: This regulation shall
be effective June 23, 1976.
Davip S. Coox,
Assistant Secretary for Hous-

-ing Production and Mortgage
Credit-FHA Commissioner.

[FR Doc.76-18167 Filed 6-22-76:8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND .
URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Office of Assistant Secretary for Housing
Production and Mortgage Credit
|Docket No. N-76-551]

SUPPLEMENTAL SECTION 8
ALLOCATIONS

Closing Date for Submission of Reguests
for Supplemental Allocations Based
Upon Areawide Housing Opportunity
Plans
Notice is hereby given that in accord-

ance with 24 CFR Part 891, Subpart E,

requests are being accepted from Area-

wide Planning Organizations (APO’s) for

supplemental housing assistance alloca-
tions, Supplemental allocations shall be
made on the basis of approved Areawide
Housing Opportunity Plans (Plan) to
Participating Jurisdictions covered by
HAPs. For fiscal year 1976, supplemental

NOTICES

allocations shall be limited to $20 million
of housing assistance under Section 8
(including new construction, substantial
rehabilitation and existing) of the United
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.
1437). The amount of the supplemental
allocation granted by HUD shall not be
less than 20 percent nor more than 50
percent of the Section 8 housing assist-
ance funds otherwise allocated by HUD
for fiscal year 1976 to Participating Ju-
risdictions in accordance with the factors
specified in section 213(d) of the Housing
and Community Development Act of 1974
(42 U.S.C. 5301),

In order to receive consideration for
supplemental allocations pursuant to this
Notice, three copies of each request must
be received by the Assistant Secretary for
Housing Production and Mortgage Credit
by 5 p.m., Washington, D.C., time, July
12, 1976. The request shall be addressed
to:
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Assistant Secretary for Housing Production
and Mortgage Credit, Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, 451 Seventh
Street, S.W., Room 6100, Washington, D.C.
20410.

In addition, three copies of the request
shall be addressed to the Administrator
of the HUD Regional Office serving the
APO Participating Jurisdictions.

Those APO’s which may already have
submitted requests on the basis of the
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking appear-
ing on April 19, 1976, in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (pp. 16542-16543) may, at their
option, submit amendments or new re-
quests by July 12, 1976, in the manner
prescribed in this Notice.

Dated: June 11, 1976.

Davio S. Coox,
Assistant Secretary for Housing
Production and Mortgage
Credit-FHA Commissioner.

| FR Doc.76-18168 Filed 6-22-76;8:45 am|
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