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_ = SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS.... ... .. 19430 J
——
E% OLDER AMERICANS MONTH
? —— Presidential proclamation 19315
—
EARTH WEEK
Presidential proclamation.. . 19317
LAW DAY, U.S.A.
Presidential proclamation 19319

DROUGHT STRICKEN AREAS
USDA/FmHA prowdes specnal assistance; effective
4-13-77 ....... R 19322

GOVERNMENT OWNED INVENTIONS
Commerce/NTIS issues lists of inventions available for
domestic and possibly foreign licensing (7 documents).. 19366

19371
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
VA adopts new system of records; effective 4-6-77 . 19411
HUD adopts new system of records; effective 5-13-77.. 19406

FISH FROM CANADA
Treasury/CS determination to waive countervailing
duties (2 documents); effective 4-13-77.... 19326, 19327

CABOOSE CARS

DOT/FRA proposes minimum design specifications and

llllﬂ""“llll'...".;lth ¢

i

gg performance standards; comments by 5-30-77 19359
== CATTLE AND MEAT IMPORTS
—_— ITC announces investigation and hearing dates of 6-14,
T—— 6-28 and 7-12-77 19389
E FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN ACT 4
_— FEC establishes effective date of 4-13-77 for
_— ——1 regulations F 19324
E——1 F——
_———
= SPECIAL INFORMATION BOOKLET
e HUD/Office of Consumer Affairs and Regulatory Func-
% tions eliminates requirement to provide notice on inside
—_—— = rear cover; effective 4-13-77 19405
1 HUD/Office of Consumer Affairs and Regulatory Func-
&= == tions conforms special information booklets to recent
F&:E amendments 19327
- INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

FDIC proposes to simplify and update format of regula-
tions; comments by 5-13-77 . 19351
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

The six-month trial period ended August 6. The program is being continued on a voluntary basis (see OFR

notice, 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976). The following agencies have agreed to remain in the program:

Monday | Tuesday | Wednesday ’ Thursday Friday

NRC i USDA/ASCS | NRC USDA/ASCS
DOT/COAST GUARD | USDA/APHIS | DOT/COAST GUARD | USDA/APHIS
DOT/NHTSA © USDA/FNS DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS
DOT/FAA | USDA/REA ‘ "DOT/FAA USDA/REA
'DOT/OHMO ] csc | | por/oHmo cse
DOT/OPSO | LABOR | por/opso LABOR

B | HEW/FDA | 7 = H HEW/FDA

Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day
following the holiday.

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program
Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis:
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers
appearing on opposite page.

j

Phone 523-5240

Area Code 202

Published daily, Monday through Fridey (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Pederal
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 USC.
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution
s made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U8, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402

BN

LY
et
The Froezan Rzcistex provides a uniform system for making avallable to the public regulations and legal notices issucd
by Federal agencies. Theso include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having
general applicabllity snd legal offect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on flle for public Inspection in the OfMce of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earller filing is requested by the issuing agency.

The Proesar ReamsTes will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or 850 per year, payable
in advance. The charge for individual coples is 76 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as sctually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S, Government Printing Office, Washlngton,
D.C, 20402,

Thero are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the Froxman RecisTer,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries

may be made by dialing 202-523-5240.

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Subscriptions and distribution...... 202-783-3238 Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233
“Dial - a - Regulation” (recorded 202-523-5022 tions.

summary of highlighted docu- Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235
ments appearing in next day's Documents.
IS3URMs , so3_5000 |  Public Papers of the Presidents.... 523-5235
Schedu_lmg of documents for 23- Index £25 5235
publication.
Copies of documents appearing in 523-5240 | PUBLIC LAWS:
the Federal Register. Public Law dates and numbers. ... 523-5237
CorrectioNS sttt sssiniiis aassastaca 523-5286 SI|p Laws..__.. i O 523-5237
Public Inspection Desk...._...........c 523-5215 U.S. Statutes at Lar 523-5237
: : 7 e R
Finding - ATBS Sae s el T 523-5227 e el SRISe K 523 5037
: 2 . " a9 _

o Bneﬁngs. l:!ow 0. $ipa 0 PEI=hERe U.S. Government Manual ... 523-5230
Federal Register. i o S

Code of Fedarat Regutetons (cem: 523-Bce) | (UIOREON, Sy ot s
Finding Aids... 523-5227 Special Projectsi,. ..o 0.5 o rivrerrrorsmie 523-5240

HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

BANK CLEARING AGENCIES
FDIC establishes procedures to be followed by insured
nonmember State banks for appeals; effective 5-10-77

UNINSURED TIME DEPOSITS

FDIC allows for withdrawal before maturity without
penalty; effective 4-13-77

MEETINGS—
Commerce/NOAA: Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management
Council, 5-4 thru 5-6-77
New England Fishery Management Council,
thru 5-4-77
State Fish and Wildlife Dlrec!ors from coastal and
Great Lakes States, 5-19 thru 5-20-77
GSA: National Health Resources Advisory Commit-
tee, 6~9 and 6-10-77............
Regional Public Advisory Panel on Architectural and
Engineering Services, 4-28 and 4-29-77...
HEW/NIH: Artificial Kidney—Chronic Uremia Advlsoty
Committee, 5-16 thru 5-18-77.. ... Vo4 500, VL S0
Blometry and Epidemiology Contract Review Com-
mittee, 5-31 thru 6-1-77....
Board of Regents of the National lerary of Medi-
cine, 5-19 thru 5-20-77..... .
Breast Cancer Diagnosis Commuttee. 5-4 thru
5-5-77 ...
Breast Cancer Ep:demaology Commmee. 5-5-77..
Breast Cancer Experimental Biology Cwmmttee
5-5 thru 5-6-77..
Breast Cancer Treatmen! Committee, 5—-5—77
Cancer Control Intervention Programs Review Com
Mmittee B, 5-6 thru 5-7-77... sgss
Cancer Control and Rehabtlltabon Adv-sory Com
mittee, 5-3 thru 5-4-77.. -
Community Activities Subcommnuee. 5—2—77
Cost Reimbursement Subcommittes, 5-2-77...
Prevention Subcommittee, 5-2-77. ...
Cancer Immunobiology Committee, 5-23 thru
5-24-77 .
Cancer Immunotherapy COmmmee. 5-12-77 and
5-24 thru 5-25-77 (2 documents)...
Clearinghouse on Environmental Carcinogens. Data
Evaluation Subgroup, 5-31-77... e

5-3
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19325

19324

19365
193656
19365
19400
19400
18402
19402
19404

. 19401
19401

19401
19401

19401

. 19402
. 19402

19402
19402

19401
19401
. 19402

|
|

Dental Caries Program Ady
thru 6-17-77 .

Developmental Therapeuucs Committee, 5-26-77

Drug Development Committee, 5-6-77. .

Maternal and Child Heaith Research Committee.
6-2 thru 6-3-77

National Advisory Allergy and Infectious Diseases
Council, 5-25-77...

National Advisory Child Health and Human Develop
ment Council, 5-23 thru 5-24-77

National Advisory Council on Aging, 5-24 thru
5-25-77 ..

National Advisory Environmental Health Sciences
Council, 5-23 thru 5-24-77.. 3

National Advisory General Medical Sciences Coun
cil, 5-25 thru 5-26-77. A

National Advisory Research Resources Counc:l
5-19 thru 5-20-77... . ROA IR

National Cancer Advlsory Board:

Budget and Planning Subcommittee, 5-23-77
Centers and Construction Subcommittee,
5-22-77 .

Workshop on Current Research in Cardiac and
Vascular Disease in Relation to Diabetes Mellitus,
6-3-77

USIA: U.S. Advisory Commissmn on

4-27-77

Information,

CHANGED MEETINGS—
United States Advisory Commission on Interna-
tional Educational and Cufltural Affairs; (agenda
changed), 4-25-77

RESCHEDULED MEETINGS—

Commerce/NOAA: Facific Fishery Management Coun-
cil, 5-2 thru 5-3-77.

CANCELLED MEETINGS—
HEW/NIH: Contraceptive Evaluation Research Con-
tract Review Committee, 4-18-77... :
State: Government Advisory Committee on Interna-
tional Book and Library Programs, 4-21-77. . .
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19403
19401
19401
19403
19403
19404
19404
19404
19404
19403
19402

19402

. 19402

19411

19410

19366




PART 1:

NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM
HUD/FIA suspends communities for noncompnance 5
i RS |

HIGHLIGHTS—Continued
PART Il

BUDGET RESCISSIONS AND DEFERRALS

documents).. 9446-19452 | OMB submits report for April 1977 . 19453
THE PRESIDENT Notices Hearings, etc.:
Countervalling duty petitions: American TV & Communica-
g)‘:’"x“ﬂ' et 19315  Chains and parts, of cast iron, tions et &l ... __ 19379
< ar:'r‘ erx;( cans Month._________ 5 g iron or steel from Italy_ .. __ 19410 Broadcast Renewsal Applicant. . 19379
Ot e i e 1931 Cenla Broadcasting Co., Inc____ 19386
Law Doy, USAioocoicocnacons 19319 DEFENSE DEPARTMENT KNBA, INC. - oo 19387

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

Rules
Almonds grown in Callf . ____

Proposed Rules
Milk marketing orders:
Upper Midwest. .. ... . ___

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice; Farmers Home Administra-
tion; Forest Service; Soil Con-
servation Service.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Proposed Rules
Tariffs of air carriers and forelgn
air carriers, construction,
publication, ete.:
Rate change proposals; eco-
nomic data requirement elimi-
nated .

Notices

Hearings, ete.:
Continental Airlines, Inc..____

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See Economic Development Ad-
ministration; National Bureau
of Standards; National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administra-
tion; Natlonal Technical Infor-
mation Service.

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
Rules

Freedom of information; address
change: correction_____.______ 19320

CONSUMER AFFAIRS AND REGULATORY
FUNCTIONS, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT
SECRETARY

Rules

Real estate settlement procedures;

19355

19362

special Information booklet ___ 19327
Notices
Real estate seltlement proce-
dures; information booklet
amendments _____ . 19405
CUSTOMS SERVICE
Rules
Ligquidation of duties; counter-
valling duties:
Fish from Canada (2 docu-
RNES) i oS . 19326, 19327

Proposed Rules

Defense Contract Audit Agency
records, availability ... _____ 19356

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Registration applications,
controlled substances:

ete.;

Marinoff, Raymond G., M.D.__ 19407

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Import determination petitions:
Frangella Mushroom Farms,

1 b R RS AR e 19363
Leemar Knitting Mills, Inc____ 19364
Lewls Purses, INC - v v e e 10364
Perry Manufacturing Corp_ ... 19364

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Proposed Rules

Air gquality implementation plans;
various States, ete.:

Massachusetts __ ______________ 19359
Notices
Food additive petitions:

b4t iedlel ) RS e i 19373

Interregional Project 4. ... .. 19375
Pesticide applicator certification;

State plans:

Lo/ (1Y T RSN R o e Ul 19372

R e e et o A TS 07
Pesticides chemicals In or on raw

agricultural commodities; toler-

ances and exemptions; ete._.. 19374

Pesticides; specific exemptions and
experimental use permits:
Mobile Chemical Co_ ..
Monsanto Agricultural Products
01 YESIAISAEIS e S LTI |y |
0)0) 1o 1o & LS RGO gl 1 > | |
West Chemical Products, Inc. . 19375
Submittal of SIP revisions. .. _... 19378

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Drought stricken areas, special
BASINIRNINE L e e

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Rules
Cable television:
Systems; definition and creation

ol 'clnasa. T e o 1932
Notices
Mexican standard broadcast sta-
Mo e e e R AR e RS L 10300

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE

CORPORATION

Rules
Bank clearing agencles; applica-
tion for stay or review of ac-

2 D e TN

Interest on deposits:

Payment of time deposiis before
maturity; withdrawal penaity
eXception C o e

Proposed Rules
Information, disclosure. . ______.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Rules

Federal Election Campaign Act;
implementation, effective date_ 16324

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

Notices

Applications, eto.:
Perpetual Security Corp. ... ...

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Flood Insurance Program, Na-
tional:
Communities eligible for sale of
insurance (5 documents) . ... 19446-

19325

19324

19351

19360

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Notices
Agreements filed, ete.:

Agricultural Air Exports, Inc... 19391
City of Los Angeles & Overseas
T AL O e ATt et bines 19390
Mediterranean USA Great Lakes
Westhound Freight Confer-
1 R SR S e g s R 19391
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Notices
Emergency Natural Gas Act of
1977:
Emergency order (3 docu- ¥
) e et s 193986, 19287
Hearings, ete,: !
Alabama Power CO.veveeenn 19301

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co.. .- 19392
Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Corp. . 19392
Arkansas Power & Light Co..._ 19392
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp

(2 documents) ... 19392 19203
El Paso Alaska, et 8l .- 19393
Great Lakes Gas Transmission

6~ R e G 5 S L SR Lt 3o SASCT LA 19393
N'ntuml Gas Co. of

et al. S " 10394
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phillips, H. H,, Winnie A. Phil-

1ps, et 8le oo 19394
gsouthern Natural Gas Co_..._. 19395
Tennessee Gas Plpeline Co..... 19396
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line

COTD = o et et o en st 19397

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules
Caboose cars; minimum safety re-
guirements; inquiry. ...

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Proposed Rules
Interest on deposits:
Time and savings; pooling of
funds; withdrawn ..o oe
Notices
Applications, eto.!
Hamburg Financial, Inc. ...

10350

19398
19398
19398
19399
19399

19399
19400

Peoples Credit COv e e
Republic of Texas Corp. (2 doc~

) Y = e S Sl
Security Bancshares, Inc......

FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Environmental statements;
ability, ete.:
Klamath National Forest, King

Unit, Land Management Plan,
Gl e e e e

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE

Notices

Regulatory reports review; pro-
POBALS i e 19389

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Property management:
Federal; motor vehicle data re-
ports
Notices
Meetings:
National Health Resources Ad-
Visory Committee. . . ____.
Regional Public Advisory Panel
on Architectural and Engi-
neering Services. . . ________

avall-

19362

19328

19400

19400

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT
See also National

Health.
Notices
Meetings:
Consulting Group on Welfare
Reforin = st iy sy
Organization, functions, and au-
thority delegations:
Health Care Financing Admin-
istration, et al.; correction._

Institutes of

19405

19405

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See also Consumer Affairs and
Regulatory Functions, Office of
Assistant Secretary: Federal In-
surance Administration,

CONTENTS

Notices
Privacy Act; systems of records.. 19406

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
See Land Management Bureau.

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
Notices

Authority delegations:
Audit Division Director,
tional Office. o o

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

Notices
Import investigations:
Live cattle and certain edible
meat products of cattle ...

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
Notices
Hearing assignments. ... ...
Motor carriers:
Irregular route property car-
riers; gateway elimination. ..
Temporary authority applica-

19412

P R R AR TR e AR TS0 19424
Transfer proceedings. ... ... 19429
Petition filing:
Scott Truck Line, Inc_ . ____... 19429
Rerouting of traffic:
Chesapeake and Ohio Rallway .
(010 St e S S 19429

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
See Drug Enforcement Adminis-
tration.

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices
Withdrawal and reservation of

lands, proposed, eto,:
California

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION

Notices

Grants and contracts: appiica-
tions

19406

-

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE
Notices

Budget rescissions and deferrals. . 19453
Clearance of reports; list of re-
R L e et e 1 Bl

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS

Notices

COBOL compiler validation In
support of Federal information
processing standards 21 and

=21-1 19364

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH

Notices

Meetings:
Aging National Advisory Coun-
o IR e o IR 19404
Allergy and Infectious Diseases
National Advisory Council... 18403
Artificial Kidney-Chronlc Ure-
mia Advisory Committee. __ 19402

Cancer Institute, National; ad-
visory committees (3 docu-
ments) 19400,

Cardiac and Vascular Disease in
Relation to Diabetes Mellitus,
Current Research, Workshop.

Child Health and Human Devel-
opment National Advisory
Council

Contraceptive Evaluation Re-
search Contract Review Com-

19402

19402

19404

18402
Dental Caries Program Advi-
sory Committee_ .. .. __
Environmental Health Sciences
National Advisory Council. .
General Medical Sclences Na-
tional Advisory Council._ __
Maternal and Child Health Re-

19403
10404
19404
19403
19404

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Meetings:
Gulf of Mexico Fishery Man-
agement Council. . .. ___ 19365
New England Fishery Manage-
ment Council. . ____ 19366
Pacific Management
Council and Scientific and
Statistical Committee_______ 19366
Btate fish and wildlife directors;
coastal and Great Lakes
1 R AR A e T A 19365

NATIONAL TECHNICAL INFORMATION
SERVICE

Notices

Inventions, government-owned;
avallability for licensing (7
documents) 19366-19371

Products and services, sales;
Spain; position availability____ 19372

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Notices

Hearings, ele.:
CG Municipal Bond Fund, Inc. 19409
Ormont Drug & Chemical Co_.. 19409

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
Notices

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

Sunflower County Recreation,
Flood Prevention, and Drain-
age RC&D Measure, Miss. ..

STATE DEPARTMENT
Notices

Meetings:
International Book and Library
Programs Advisory Commit-
tee;

19362
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CONTENTS

International Educational and UNITED STATES INFORMATION AGENCY
Cultural Aflalrs Advisory :
Commission ... o 10410 .
Meetings:
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT Information Advisory Commis-
See Federal Rallroad Administra- slon ... IS Nt et kD 10411
tlon.
- ’
TREASURY DEPARTMENT VEl'-E.\ANS ADMINISTRATION
See Customs Service; Internal Notices
Revenue Service. Privacy Act; systems of records. . 19411

list of cfr parts affected in this issue

The following numerical guide is a list of tho 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 Prorosep RULES: 40 CFR
PROCLAMATIONS e 19350 PpProrosen RULES:
T PP RS s 19315 809 e 19351 TRSERIT R = 19350
T T A v, SE St SR, ST o USG5 Ly ) 14 CFR
4499 A UBCRE S T W .- 18319 Pacrossn. BOLE 41 CFR

PROPOSED RULES! 5 Ay
7 CER g T o Ll 19385 101388 .. SN TUIT R - 19328
981. - P S sy 1l e B g
1388 o AT o 19322 19 CFR 45 CFR 4
PrOPOSED R ULES" 159 (2 documents) _____.___19326,19327 1005 o o . 19329

1068. e e - - 19350 24 CFR 47 CFR

1914 (5 documents________. 19446-19452
11 CFR BB 00 o T T AT T 19327 B e e e 19348
R L S » .. 19324 o o
12 CFR 32 CFR A _
3920, . 10324 PRroPOSED RULES: PROPOSED RULES!
342. e Lt e M IO 7+ Y T MR LTS, (o 10f ¢ SRRl e o e . 19359
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING APRIL

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 April.

1 CFR
O 1. e e e ettt L TLS
3 CFR
PROCLAMATIONS:
§52 (See PLO 5616) - ... 18859
4485 (See Proc: 4495) v e e 18053
U5, S A e e s o e i e AT UOY
G406 . - e e e T — e - 118855
0T e e R S QA S 1
P R G e LA oA PR U ) I
$499. ... R 19319
MEMORANDUMS
Aprll -1, A e e e e s 18269
4 CFR
415.. e s e T X 885Y
5 CFR
213 IR e [ B Sy N AT 17411,
17414, 18082, 18607, 18608, 19147
480 . T e s 18608
718 o e s e == A D AT
7 CFR
230 S o’ o D _woaee 18587
354. BB SRS AR SRt b |
722 ——— e 1 IATAS 1 605D
B2 - e e ettty 17414
728 ST e e e A L (Y ]
v PO, e e d R 17419
) ) | SOPCREEEs D0 et S R ST et 17420
794. 4 e S e e 2 A T4
D05 .. . e N 18271
007 e P R O 18387
010 . oo .... 17420, 18055, 18587
| 7 ¢ SRS o Bt -0, {13 Ak Al s Je B 17422
U e e 18271
) AL e 18321
) WL T L e N T 18857
1063 . o e SRSt o T 17423
 { (11 PO o e 17423
) [\ ¢ SRS 2 L A L e e e 17423
{1y | IR = T D 17423
1421 S e e s e L OO
1888, LI U R S S 19322
Prorosed RULES:
28 i it e 17456
M0, s S o D S 17457
908, e 17457. 178719
918, o S e T T AN T e 18621
M8 ST 19148
] EEESRt e  EER TY
06 s S e 17458
089 R Y 17463
1008, = S P AR R 18950
1008.. 2. L mamm et W 19350
MaL s e it 19149
14285 el | S 19149
8 CFR
100 PSS WS AT e by O
9 CFR
;§x< e e e A b e e e i TTAIA
381 ey :gggg
10 CFR
e e 18387
Prorosgn RuULES:
o e L o i 17470
Bl s VN e T 17470
11 CFR
Ch.1
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12 CFR
B e o e e Gt 19123
- e el = Ml 17865, 18056, 19124
b v SRR L SRS ERIA N il A AR 19324
ke AL A e i 4 19325
Y o e R R P B R s e I SN 18057
Proroseo RULES:
L e A e . L 0300
Rt SO S S A 18351
B e e e ey ety 18404
B R i s e 17483
LIRS e, LS s 17483
13 CFR
O I o ot S ey it Sl ... 18388
14 CFR
1 B I S S O s 17865-17868,
1838818390, 18857, 18858
B e e s L O 18390
¢ S e P e 17868, 17869, 18859
D e i D L St s 18391
s b B R R RS o S SO N = 18394
b et S R e e e e S S e 18394
) b7 Dt SR RN I S b . 18394
v § RO AR NG e I R IR G 19125
GO0 e e e i et e 17436
I e e o e s o 17869
Prorosen RuLes:
SRS 17879, 17880, 18405, 18861
) § [ Sl e w 18406, 18861
R e bt by b St s 18407
o e e e 19355
) U SR L Vs AR L TR 18282
o, AT S e T e St 17484
399 ... — e - 18282
15 CFR
B N S S AN e 18397
B U o s e e e e R A 18398
oy i T ST B O SO SR ST 18398
R e i, 18401
16 CFR
) b S S NS SRS G U
)1 St e MRS e TR e 18067
1800 R T 18850
17 CFR
| RPN SN S e S P 19126
PrROPOSED RULES!:
A e s e s i M e Bt 18246
sy IR CR R Y 18246
o A s eI Ot )
18 CFR
e R ot s bt S s st s 17448
S i vor P ey L 17448
Prorosep RULES:
WP AR S T e 19154
19 CFR
) | B IR 185687, 19127, 19326, 19327
20 CFR
2L e SR S e e 18058

A e e s Rty S R RS T

20 CFR—Continued
T R B ST PRRA AT R A vy [

A e T L o IO R 17440
Prorosep RULES:
( 1, SR ENRTIAS YN DSl 17484, 17881
L R e I La e 17485
1y R R R SRS T2 17486
20 CFR
Prorosep RULES:
1 P A e S O F T L ) [ L
21 CFR
: (B aT ISR O I T e (L
B e s e e 19127
b AN == ST TR S 19127, 19134
b R O S L S O 18610
by by O L RN R4 O A TR (A 18811
B e e e e e e 19137
A0 s R R R o a R o 19142
* vt e S T S R 18058
B e s et e 18058
T e e e e e B 18059
O i N e e 18059, 18060, 18614
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reminders

(The items in this st were editorially compiled as an nid to Frornat Recister users. Inclusion or exclusion from this st has no legal
significance. Since this lst {s intended as a reminder, 1t does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

" HEW/SRS—Determination of income and
resources of spouses and parents avail-
able to applicants for or recipients of
medical assistance..... .. 2684; 1-13-77

Interior/ BIA—San Carlos Indian Irrigation,
Ariz.: revision and rates 13821;
3-14-77

Next Weel's Deadlines for Comments
On Proposed Rules

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
Agricultural Marketing Service—

Celery grown in Florida; marketing
agreement and order; comments by
4-18-77. ... 17458; 4-1-77

Raisins produced from grapes grown
in California; marketing agreement
and order; comments by 4-22-77,

17463; 4-1-77
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service—

Flue-cured tobacco acreage allotment

and marketing quotas; comments

by 4<19-77....... 16633; 3-29-77
1978 wheat marketing quota pro-

gram; determinations; comments

by 4~18-77.......... 17456; 4-1-77
Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service—

Animals to be imported on a lottery
basis; methods and procedures for
issuance of import permit; com-

ments by 4-19-77..__ .. 10013;
2-18-77
Animal welfare; revised regulations on
health certifications, etc.; com-
ments by 4-18-77 . 14126;
3-15~77
Animal welfare, transportation stand-
ards for certain warmblooded ani-

mals; comments by 4-22-77.
15210; 3-18-77

Commaodity Credit Carporation—

Flue-cured tobacco; modification of

price support eligibility provisions;
comments by 4-19-77__.

Farmers Home Administration—
Pianning and performing development

work; assistance eligibility require-

ment; comments by 4-20-77.
15317; 3-21-77
Office of the Secretary—

Records and related services: fee

schedule; comments by 4-20-77.

15708; 3-23-77

Rural Electrification Administration—

National Electrical Safety Code, adop-
tion of 1977 edition; comments by
.. 16163; 3-25-77

4-18-77_..

16636;
3-29-77

Soil Conservation Service—
Operation and maintenance; support
activities; comments by 4-22-77,
15709; 3-23-77
Public information and right to pri-
vacy; availabllity of information;
comments by 4-18-77 . 3311;
1-18-77

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Exemption of air carriers for military
transportation; minimum rates; com-
maents by 4-21-77.._ 18282; 4-6-77

One-stop inclusive tours; advance book-
ing substitution requirements; com-
ments by 4-18-77.... 12066; 3-2-77

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

Employment in exempted service; dis-
qualification and dismissal; comments

by 4-21-77...... ... 15417; 3-22-77
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
Economic Development Administra-
tion—

Grant rate for electric and gas facility
project; comments by 4-18-77.
14860; 3-17-77
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration—
Caribbean monk seal; proposed en-
dangered status; comments by
4-18-77.cccoooo... 9403; 2-16-77

COST ACCOUNTING STANDARDS BOARD

Procurement practices, contract cover-
age; cost accounting standards; com-
ments by 4-18-77.... 9389; 2-16-77

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

tations; approval and promulgation of
implementation plans; fomments by
8-20-77 . s 15344; 3-21-77
Air quality implementation plans; Mis-
souri compliance schedules; com-
ments by 4-21-77... 15432; 3-22-77
California gasoline vapor recovery regu-
lations; approval and promulgation of
implementation plafs; comments by
A-20-77.
15344; 3-21-77
Texas; approval and promulgation of
implementation plans; comments by
4~20-77................. 15343; 3-21-77

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION

FM broadcast stations table of assign-
ments; Ga.; reply comments by
4-21-77.....oonnec....... ®157;: 1=24-77
FM broadcast stations in Gillette, Wyo.,
- changes in table of assignment; reply
comments by 4-18-77. . 10858;
2~-24-77
FM broadcast stations in McConnelsville,
Ohio; changes in table of assignment;

reply comments by 4-18-77.
10857; 2-24-77
Prime time access rules—top 50 mar-

kets; comments by 4-22-77.
18287; 4-6-77
[First published at 42 FR 10860,

Feb. 24, 1977)

Standard, FM and television broadcast
stations, multiple ownership; com-
ments by 4-22-77.... 16161; 3-25-77

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION

Energy Supply and Environmental Co-
ordination Act of 1974; Implementa-
tion; comments by 4-~-20-77.

15320; 3-21-77

Supplemental State energy conservation

plans; comments by 4-22-77.
16150; 3-25-77

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

Leans on security of real estate and
pledged savings accounts; comments
by 4-18-77.. ........... 14883; 3~17-77

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Proprietary vocational and home study
schools; advertising, disclosure, cool-
ing off and refund requirements; com-
ments by 4-18-77.... 9184; 2-15-77

Ryder System, Inc.; consent agreement;
cease and desist; comments by
4-18-77................. 10047; 2-18-77

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Federal Supply Service—

Utiiization, donation, and disposal of
persgnal property containing ra-
dium; comments by 4-20-77.

12892; 3-7-77

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

DEPARTMENT
Food and Drug Administration—
Critena for evaluation of the health
aspects of using fiavoring sub-
stances as food ingredients; com-
ments by 4-19-77_____ . 10065;
2-18-77
Diagnostic x-ray equipment; perform-
ance standard; comments by
4-22-77................ 17494; 4-1-77
Laetrile; administrative rulemaking
proceedings; reply comments by
84-22-77............. 10066; 2-18-77
Laser products; amendment of per-
formance standard; comments by
B A s carersopes 17495; 4-1-77
Medical devices; California applica-
tion for exemption from preemption
of requirements; comments by
4-18-77.. ... .. 9186; 2-15-77
Public Health Service—

Health manpower programs: com-
ments by 4-21-77. 15433;
3-22-77

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

Fish and Wildlife Service—
Determination of critical habitat for
the palila; comments by 4-18-77.
55729; 12-22-77

Indian Affairs Bureau—

Flathead irrigation project; operation
and maintenance rates; comments
by 4-20-77..... .. 15340; 3-21-77
Law enforcement standards for po-
lice and detention programs; train-
ing requirements; comments by
4-21-77.... 15429; 3-22-77
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Use of water on Indian reservations;
comments by 4-18-77...... 14885;
3-17-77

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
information disclosure, exemption of
records systems from provisions of

Privacy Act; comments by 4-18-77.

15075; 3-18-77
Information disclosure, exemption of
records systems from provisions of

Privacy Act; comments by 4-18-77.

15072; 3-18-77
LABOR DEPARTMENT
Occupational Safety and Health Admin-
istration—

State plans for enforcement of stand-
ards; submission and consideration
of Federal program changes; com-
ments by 4-21-77.... ... 15430;

3-22-77
Wage and Hour Division—

Patient workers in hospitals and
institutions, employment at sub-
minimum wages; comments by
4-18-77. 15224; 3-18-77

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Human uses of byproduct material;
specific licenses to individual physi-
cians and institutions; comments by

4-18-77....cccoerurrewr... 12185; 3-3-77
SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

Metric system of measurements, imple-
mentation; and miscellaneous amend-
ments; comments by 4-18-77.

15077; 3-18-77
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Business combination transactions;

short form registration; comments by
10855; 2~-24-77

Stock appreciation rights; clarification;

comments by 4-18-77..._ ... 15921;
3-24-77

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Smal! business investment companies;

comments by 4-20-77......... 15334;
3-21-77
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Coast Guard—

Beverly Harbor, Salem, Mass, en-
largement of special anchorage
area; comments by 4-20-77 .

12890; 3-7-77

Dana Point Harbor, Calif,, special
anchorage area; comments by
B-20=77.ioiaaan 12890; 3~7-77
Drawbridge operations; Sarasota
County, Fla; comments by
4-19-77.eenenn 8385; 2-1-77
Mackerel Cove, Maine; special an-
chorage area; comments by
L b 2 S 12202; 3-3-77

St. Simons Island, Ga., special an-
chorage; comments by 4-20-77.
12889; 3-7-77

Federal Aviation Administration—
Federal airways between Wolbach,
Nebr. and Neola, lowa; comments
by 4-18-77........ 14884; 3-17-77
Israel Aircraft Industries Model 1123
airplanes; airworthiness directive;
comments by 4-18-77 ... 12190;
3-3-77
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Transition area, Bartlesville, Okla. and
Bucyrus, Ohio (2 documents); com-
ments by 4-18-77............ 14884;

3~-17-77

Transition area; designation of State
of Vermont; comments by 4-19-77.

15335; 3-21-77

* Transition area, Welch, Okla.; com-

ments by 4-18-77............ 14885;

3-17-77

airways; designation;

15335;

3-21-77
Materials Transportation Bureau-—

Air transportation of small quantities
of materials exhibiting very low
levels of radistion; comments by
4-22-77.............. 16459; 3-28-~77

National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
Istration—

Financial assistance to participate in
administrative proceedings rule;
comments by 4-20-77....... 2864;

1-13-77

Uniform tire quality grading; temper-
ature for testing; comments by
4-18-77.............. 12207; 3-3-77

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Internal Revenue Service—

Income tax, taxable years after
Dec. 31, 1975; repeal of certain reg-
ulations; comments by 4-18-77.

12199; 3-3-77

VOR Federal
comments by 4-20-77..

Next Week's Meal)ngs' I

ACTUARIES, JOINT BOARD FOR

ENROLLMENT

Joint Board on Actuarial Examinations

Advisory Committee, Chicago, Il

{partially closed with restrictions),

4-19-77 17923; 4-4-77

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
Agricultural Marketing Service—

Shippers Advisory Committee, Lake-

land, Fla. (open), 4-19-77.
17935; 4-4-77
Agricultural Research Service—

Poultry Improvement Pian, National,
General Conference Committee,
Washington, D.C. (open), 4-20 and
4-21-77............ 15357; 3-21-77

National Arboretum Advisory Council,
Washington, D.C. (open), 4-17
through 4-19-77. 15449; 3-22-77

Forest Service—

Deschutes National Forest Advisory

Committee, Bend, Oreg. (open),
17149; 3-31-77

Fremont National Forest Grazing Ad-
visory Board, Lakeview, Oreg.
(open), 4-21-77.... 17503; 4-1-77

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL

FOUNDATION

Arts National Council, Washington, D.C.
(closed), 4-23 and 4-24-77.

16685; 3-29-77

Music Advisory Panel, Washington, D.C.
(closed), 4-21 and 4-22-77.

17542; 4-1-77

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
Colorado Advisory Committee, Denver,
Colo. (open), 4-23-77.......... 1862¢;
4-8-77
Florida Advisory Committee, Miami, Fla,
(open), 4-22-77.... 16644; 3-29.77
lowa Advisory Committee, Des Moines,
lowa (open), 4-21-77.......... 17507:
4-1-77
Missouri Advisory Committee, Columbig,
Mo. (open), 4-21-77.. 17508; 4-1-77
New Hampshire Advisory Committee,
Concord, N.H. (open, 4-19-77.
13573; 3-11-77
Ohio Advisory Committee, Cincinnati,
Ohio (open), 4-23-77....... .. 16167:
3-25-77
Oklahoma Advisory Committee, Okla-
homa City, Okla. (open), 4-21-77.
16167; 3-25-77
Vermont Advisory Committee, Mont-
pelier, Vt. (open), 4-18-77.... 13574;
3-11-77
West Virginia Advisory Committee, Hunt-
ington, W. Va. (open), 4-21-77.
16167; 3-25-77
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
Domestic and International
Administration—
Computer Peripherals, components
and related test equipment Tech-
nical Advisory Committee, Wash-
ington, D.C. (partially closed),
14762, 3-16-77
National Bureau of Standards—
Federal Information Processing Stand-
ards Task Group 15, Gaithersburg,
Md. (open), 4-20-77........ 13326,
3-10-77
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration—

Business

Atlantic  herring, Peabody, Mass.
(open), 4-19 and 4-20-77.
18119; 4-5-77

Caribbean Fishery Management Coun-
cil and Scientific- and Statistical
Committee and Advisory Panel, St.
Croix, U.S. Virgin Islands (open
with restrictions), 4-18 through

4-21-77.............. 16463; 3-28-77
Western Pacific Fishery Management
Council, Pago Pago, American
moa (open), 4-19 through
2T S niats 16651; 3-29-77
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Bona fide hedging transaction or posi
tion meetings, Chicago, Ill., Minneap-
olis, Minn. and Kansas City, Mo
(open), 4-20 thru 4-22-77.

16611; 3-28-77
DEFENSE DEPARTMENT

Air Force Department—

Chemical Propulsion Advisory Com:
mittee, Lancaster, Calif. (open with
restrictions), 4-20 and 4-21-77.

17514; 4-1-77

Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc Com-
mittee on Aeronomy, Scott Air Force
Base, Ill. (open), 4-18-77.

15360; 3-21-77
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Army Department— -

JANNAF Interagency Propulsion Com-

mittee, Dover, NJ (open), 4-19-77.
17167; 3-31-77

Military History Research Collection
Advisory Committee, Carlisle Bar-
racks, Pa. (open), 4-22-77.

7982; 2-8-77
Navy Department—

Chief of Naval Operations Executive
Panel Advisory Committee, Wash-
ington, D.C. {(closed), 4-19 and
4-20-77 oo Y7897; 4477

Office of the Secretary—

Defense Intelligence Agency Scientific
Advisory Committee, San Diego,
Calif. (closed), 4-20 and 4-21-77.

15360; 3-21-77

Defense Science Board Tesk Force
on Counter-Communications, Com-
mand Control (C%), Washington,
D.C. (closed), 4-19 and 4-20-77.

17897; 4-4-77

Defense Systems Management Col-
lege Board of Visitors, Fort Bel-
voir, Va. (open with restrictions),
4=20=T77...ccocsnninnsn 13044; 3-8-77

DDR&E High Energy Laser Review
Group, Livermore, Calif. (closed),
4-18 and 4-19-77. . ... . 13341;

3-10-77

Wage Committee, Washington, D.C.
(closed), 4-19-77.. 9200; 2-15-77

Women in the Services Defense Ad-
visory Committee, Washington, D.C.
(open), 417 thru 4-21-77.

14899; 3-17-77

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Chemical substance inventory report-
ing requirements; Washington, D.C.
(open), 4-18-77... 15433; 3-22-77
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and

Rodenticide Act Scientific Advisory

Panel; Bayse, Va. (open), 4-22 thru

4-24 and 4-28 thru 4-30-77.

18422; 4-7-77
National ambient air quality standard
for lead, Washington, D.C. (open),

4-18-77..ccocc....... 15728; 3-23-77

Science Advisory Board, Environmental

Heaith Advisory: Committee, Cincin-

nati, Ohio (open), 4-19 and 4-20-77.

\ 17516; 4-1-77

Science Advisory Board, Environmental

Poltutant Movement and Transforma-

tion Advisory Committee, Washington,

D.C. {open), 4-20-77 18425;

4-7-77
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Personal Use Radio Advisory Committes,
Washington, D.C. (open), 4-20 and
4-21-77.. 18125; 4-5-77

Radio Technical Commission for Marine
Services, King of Prussia, Pa. (open
with restrictions), 4~18 thru 4-21-77.

17518; 4-1-77
FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION

Environmental Advisory Committee,

Washington, D.C. (open), 4-22-77.
18126; 4-5-77

REMINDERS—Continued

Rate Design Initiatives Subcommittee of
the State Regulatory Advisory Com-
mittee, Washington, D.C. (open with
restrictions), 4-18-77......._.... 15362;

3-21-77

Weatherization assistance for low-income
persdns; FEA Regional Offices (open),
4-18 thru §-22-77.. 17470; 4-1-77

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

Federal Savings and Loan Advisory Coun-
cil, Washington, D.C. (open), 4-17
thru 4-20-77.......... 13343; 3-10-77

FEDERAL REGISTER OFFICE

Educational workshop on how to use the
Federal Register, El Paso, Tex. (reser-
vations required), 4-18-77._... 14889;

[ 3-17-77
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Regional Public Advisory Panel on
Architectural end Engineering Serv-
ices, Washington, D.C. (open), 4-21
and 4-22-77..............17525; 4-1-77

Regional Public Advisory Panel on
Architectural and Engineering Serv-
ices, Boston, Mass. (open), 4-22-77.

17179; 3-31-77
HEALTH, EDUCATICN, AND WELFARE

DEPARTMENT

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health

Administration—

Community Alcoholism Services Re-
view Committee, Bethesda, Md.
(open), 4-22 through 4-24-77.

16190; 3-25-77

Interagency Committee on Federal
Activities for Alcohol Abuse and
Alcoholism, Rockville, Md. (open),
4-19-77. .. ... .. 1657; 3-30-77

Minority Advisory Committee, Rock-
ville, Md. (open), 4-20 through
4-22-77...... ... .. 16857; 3-30-77

Education Office—

Accreditation and Institutional Eligibil-
ity Advisory Committee, Alexandria,
Va. (open), 4-20-77.......... 18130;

4-5-77

Food and Drug Administration—

Contraceptive and other Vaginal Drug
Products Panel, Rockville, Md.
(open), 4-22 and 4-23-77.

14175; 3-15-77

Dentifrice and Dental Care Panel,
Rockvilie, Md. (open), 4-20 and
42177 15471; 3-22-77
[First published at 42 FR 14175,

Mar, 15, 1977]

General Hospital and Personal Use
Device Classification Panel, Wash-
ington, D.C. (open), 4-18 and
4-19-77.............. 14175; 3-15-77

Hematology Device Classification

Panel, Washington, D.C. (open),

°  4-18 and 4-19-77.. . . 14175;
3-15-77

Immunology Device Classification
Panel, Washington, D.C, (open),
4-18 and 4-19-77, 14175;
3-15-77

Medical Radiation Advisory Commit-
tee, Division of Training and Medi-
cal Applications Subcommittee,
Rockville, Md. (open), 4-18 and
4-19-77. 16674; 3-29-77

Obstetrics and Gynecology Advisory
Committee, Rockville, Md. (open),
4-22-77............. 14175; 3-15-77

Subcommiftee on Development of
Guidelines for Evaluation of Hepa-
totoxicity of the Gastrointestinal
Drugs Advisory Committee, 4-18

and 4-19-77.... ... 12515; 3-4-77
[First published at 42 FR 3348,
Jan, 18, 1977]

Health Care Financing Administration—
Alternate Professional Standards Re-
view Organizations, Baton Rouge,
La. (open), 4-20-77......... 17525;
4-1-77

Health Resources Administration—

Applied Statistics Training Institute
Task Force, Rockville, Md. (open).
4-19 and 4-20-77 17180;

3-31-77
National Institutes of Health—

Cancer Control intervention Programs
B Review Committee, Bethesda,
Md. (open), 4-18 and 4-19-77.

12264; 3-3-77

Chemical Selection Subgroup of the
Clearinghouse on Environmental
Carcinogens, Bethesda, Md. (open),
4-18-77....... ... 12264; 3-3-77

Clinical Applications and Prevention
Advisory Committee, Bethesda,
Md. (partially closed), 4-21 and
4-22-77..... ....... 15971; 3-24-77

Clinical Cancer Program Project Re-
view Committee, Bethesda, Md.
(open and closed), 4-21 through
4-23-77............. 13604; 3-11-77

Commission for the Control of
Huntington's Disease and its con:
sequences, Atlanta Ga. (open),
4-23-77.... .. 16858; 3-30-77

Commission for Control of Hunting:
ton's Disease and its conse:
quences, Denver, Colo., 4-19-77.

19900; 2-24-77

Contraceptive Evaluation Research
Contract Review Committee (open),
4-18-77.............. 12926; 3-7-77

Experimental Design Subgroup of the
Clearinghouse on Enviranmental
Carcinogens, Bethesda, Md. (open),
4-19-77. .. 12264; 3-3-77

National Cancer Advisory Board and
President’s Cancer Panel, Bethesda,
Md. (partially closed with restric.
tions), 5-23 and 5-24-77,

15971; 3-24-77

National Cancer Communications

Conference, Chicago, Iil., 6-20 and
17530; 4-1-77
Office of the Secretary—

Fund for Improvement of Postsecond:
ary Education, Board of Advisors,
Washington, D.C. (open and
closad), 4-17 and 4-18-77.

18133; 4-5-77

President’s Committee on Mental
Retardation, Washington, D.C.
(open), 4-18 and 4-19-77.

17182; 3-31-77
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Services and Facilities for the Devel-
opmentally Disabled National Ad-
visory Council, Washington, D.C.
(open), 4-19 thru 4-21-77.

15972; 3-24-77
HISTORIC PRESERVATION ADVISORY
COUNCIL
Public information meeting, Pawnee,
Okla., 4-18-77........ 14746; 3-16-77
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
National Park Service—

Historic Preservation Easements; pro-
posed acceptance, Louisa, Va.
(open), 4-22-77.. 16677; 3-29-77
[First published at 42 FR 15146,

March 18, 1977]

National Parks Historic Sites, Build-
ings and Monuments Advisory
Board, Washington, D.C. (open),
4-18 through 4-20-77...... 16677;

3-29-77
JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
Law Enforcement Assistance Administra-
tion—

Law Enforcement/Private Security Re-
lationships Committee, Arlington,
Va. (open), 4-21 and 4-22-77.

17188; 3-31-77
NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION
Applications Steering Committee, Space

Processing Ad Hoc Advisory Commit-

tee; Gaithersburg, Md. (open with

restrictions), 4-20 and 4-21-77.

16879; 3-30-77

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
Legislation and Regulation Committee of
the Science Information Activities

Task Force, New York, N.Y. (open),

B-19-77. ... onieninees 17542; 4177

Metallurgy and Materials Advisory Panel,
Washington, D.C. (open), 4-18 and
4-19-77............-... 16685; 3-29-77

Research Applications Policy, Advisory
Committee, Washington, D.C. (open),
4-18 and 4-19-77.. 15377; 3-21-77

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee,

Subcommittee on Emergency Core

Cooling Systems; Washington, D.C,

(open), 4-22 through 4-23-77.

18466; 4-7-77
OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE, NATIONAL

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting, Washington, D.C. (open), 4-18
and 4-19-77.......... . 17542; 4-1-77

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE

COMMISSION

Meeting, Washington, D.C. (open), 4-20
and 4-21-77..... .. 17580; 4-1-77

REMINDERS—Continued

National Market Advisory Board, Wash-
ington, D.C. (open) (2 documents),
4-18 and 4-19-77 . 5170; 1-27-77

17555; 4-1-77
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Birmingham District Advisory Council,

Birmingham, Ala. (open), 4-22-77.
17199; 3-31-77

Fargo District Advisory Council, Fargo,

North Dakota (open), 4-21-77.
17199; 3-31-77

Lower Rio Grande Valley District Ad-
visory Council, Kingsville, Tex.,
4-19-77 ... ... 15484; 3-22-77

Nashville District Advisory Council,
Crossville, Tenn. (open), 4-20-77.

13179; 3-9-77

Philadelphia District Advisory Council,

Kulpsville, Pa. (open), 4-21-77.
16011; 3-24-77

San Diego District Advisory Council, San

Diego, Calif. (open), 4-21-77.
16011; 3-24-77

Seattle District Advisory Council, Seattle,

Wash., 4-21-77 15485; 3-22-77
STATE DEPARTMENT

Government Advisory Committee on
International Book and Library Pro-

. grams, Washington, D.C. (open),
4-21-77... 16204; 3-25-77

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Sub-
committee on Safety of Life at Sea,
Washington, D.C. (open), 4-21-77.

13876; 3-14-77
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

Coast Guard—

Academy Advisory Committee, New
London, Conn. (open with restric-
tions), 4-18 through 4-20-77.

15393; 3-21-77

Radio Technical Commission for Aero-
nautics (RTCA) Special Committee
133-Airborne Weather and Ground
Mapping Pulsed Radars, Washing-
ton, D.C. (open with restrictions),

4-20 and 4-21-77 , 16013;
3-24-77
National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-

istration—

Evaluation of adequacy of highway
safety standards, Washington, D.C.
(open), 4-20-77.. 17199; 3-31-77

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Reform of International Monetary Sys-
tem Advisory Committee (closed),

4-19-77. 17558; 4-1-77

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
Wage Commiee, Washington, D.C.
(closed), 4-21-77 ... 14800; 3-16-77

Next Week's Public Hearings l

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Water pollution: general pretreatment
regulations, Chicago, IlIl. (open),
4-19-77.................. 13842; 3-14-77
Water pollution; general pretreatment
regulations, Washington, D.C. (open),
4-21-77.....corr oo, 13842; 3-14-77
FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES BOARD
Greater Miami Forelgn-Trade Zor'e, Inc.,
Miami, Fla. (open), 4-21-77.
15755; 3-23-77
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT
Education Office—

Vocational education, State programs
and Commissioner's discretionary
programs; San Francisco, Calif
(open), 4-22-77.... 18584; 4-7-77

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
National Park Service—

Historic Preservation Easements, pro
posed acceptance; Louisa, Va.
(open), 4-22-77.. 15146; 3-18-77

Office of the Secretary—

Oil shale leasing; major modification
to development plan, Meeker, Colo.
(open), 4-19-77 . 13608; 3-11-77

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Fresh cut flowers, San Francisco, Calif,
15474; 3-22-77

[First published at 42 FR 10347,
Feb. 22, 1977]

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION

ADMINISTRATION

Share draft programs; establishment and
implementation; Washington, D.C
4-19-77.................. 15427; 3~22-77

TREASURY DEPARTMENT

Internal Revenue Service—

Excise taxes; special provisions for
manufacturers and retallers, Wash
ington, D.C. (open), 4-22-77.

13840; 3-14-77

List of Public Laws

Nore: No public bills which have becomo
Iaw were received by the Office of the Federal
Register for inclusion In today's List OF
Pusric Laws
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presidential documents

Title 3—The President
PROCLAMATION 4497

Older Americans Month, 1977

By the President of the United States of America
A Proclamation

Nearly 33 million Americans are at least 60 years old, and the number is growing

by 500,000 a year.

Older Americans can provide our youngsters with an awareness of their heritage,
and with a sense of family continuity.

And older Americans can pass on to our children not only the knowledge and
wisdom that come with age, but also the values that guided our forebears in building
a great republic,

We must find ways to assure that older citizens will continue to lead useful and
productive lives. And we must find ways to use their experience, judgment and ability,

NOW, THEREFORE, I, JIMMY CARTER, President of the United States of
America, do hereby designate the month of May, 1977, as Older Americans Month.

I call upon all Federal, State and community agencies, educators, the com-
munications media, the clergy, and concerned organizations and individuals to do all
that lies within their power to help assure that our older citizens have an adequate
personal income, access to housing facilities responsive to their needs, adequate services
such as health care and transportation, fair employment opportunities, and opportu-
nities for continued involvement in our Nation’s activities, Let each of us resolve to
do all that is possible to guarantee to these Americans that their later years will be
rich, secure and filled with the dignity that is, and ought 1o be, the birthright of all
Americans.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this eleventh day of
April, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-seven, and of the Inde-
pendence of the United States of America the two hundred and first.

e —

3 ~<’/fﬂ/7 Rfeq

[FR Doc.77-10965 Filed 4-11-77 ;4 :08 pm)]
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THE PRESIDENT
PROCLAMATION 4498

Earth Week, 1977

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

Since the beginning of this decade, we have begun to recognize that our planet’s
capacity for satisfying the needs of mankind has limits. We have begun to see that
we are its stewards, not its masters, Human activities, even well-intentioned ones, can
inflict deep and lasting damage to the earth, the air, and the living plants and animals
on which we depend. Protection of the environment is a debt we owe to ourselves and
to those who will follow us.

During this same decade we have seen the effects of our activities grow increas-
ingly severe, In the poorver nations, population growth on limited land has placed
pressure an the environment, In the industrialized world, patterns of production and
consumption have increased pollution, begun to deplete resources, and generated
hazardous substances which the earth does not naturally assimilate.

Some have questioned whether we can afford to pay the costs of reducing pollu-
tion, protecting our health, and preserving our national heritage. The truth is that
environmental controls are consistent with a sound economy, and if we ignore the care
of our environment our economy will eventually suffer,

It is appropriate, as spring brings warmth and the flowering of life, that we cele-
brate Earth Week. The concerns which it symbolizes must become a part of our private
and public philosophies.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, JIMMY CARTER, President of the United States of
America, do hereby designate and proclaim the week beginning April 17, as Earth
Week, 1977. 1 call upon officials and employees of all levels of government, business
leaders, the communications media, and all Americans to join me in making environ-
mental protection a fundamental concern that underscores all our actions.

In particular, I ask all educators to consider introducing an ecological perspec-
tive into every scholastic or academic discipline to encourage future application by
graduates to protect the health of our planet.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto sct my hand this twelfth day of
April, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-seven, and of the Inde-
pendence of the United States of America the two hundred and first,

=z (ZA

[FR Doc.77-11030 Filed 4-12-77;11:51 am]
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THE PRESIDENT
PROCLAMATION 4499

Law Day, U.S.A., 1977

By the President of the United Stales of America

A Proclamation

The rule of law protects our individual rights and defines our indi-
vidual responsibilities.

Our commitment to the law deepens when we know that justice will not be
delayed, denied, or dispensed with favoritism.

QOur respect for the law grows when we are confident that it will remain a true
champion of our basic liberties,

The duty of the legal profession is to help rather than to hamper the pursuit of
these goals,

And the duty of each citizen is to work peacefully to bring about any changes in
the law or its administration that might be needed to assure fair and objective treat-
ment for all.

If our legal heritage is to be preserved, laymen and lawyers alike must understand
and appreciate the role of our courts, and work to strengthen and infprove our legal
system,

To encourage the American people to reaffirm their commitment to the rule of
law, the Congress has requested the President to issue a proclamation calling upon the
American people to celebrate the first day of May of each year as Law Day, U.S:A.
(75 Stat. 43, 36 US.C. 164).

NOW, THEREFORE, I, JIMMY CARTER, President of the United States of
America, call upon the American people to celebrate Sunday, May 1, 1977, as Law
Day, U.S.A., and to reflect upon their individual and collective responsibilities for the
effective administration of the law.

I call upon the clergy, educators; the communications media, the courts, the legal
profession, and all interested individuals and organizations to mark this twenticeth
annual nationwide observance of Law Day, U.S.A. with programs and ceremonics as
befits our Nation's devotion to the principle of equal justice for all, To that end, T call
upon all public officials to display the flag of the United States on all government
buildings on that day.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twelfth day of
April, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-seven, and of the Inde-
pendence of the United States of America the two hundred and first.

-<’//77/7

IFR Doc.77-11051 Filed 4-12-77;11:55 am]
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19321

rules and requilations

REGISTER issue of each month,

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general spplicability and legal effect most of which are
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510,
The Code of Federal Regulations is soid 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 OR : FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

PART 981—ALMONDS GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Amendment of Various Subparts

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule. ,

SUMMARY: This rule makes some
changes in the administrative proce-
dures of the marketing order for Cali-
fornia almonds, The changes involve the
marketing order quality and volume con-
trols, and financial operations. Some of
the changes simplify procedures as rec-
ommended by the Almond Board of Cali-
fornia, while others reflect conforming
changes required by an amendment of
the marketing order.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 16, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:
Charles R, Brader, Deputy Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C,,
20250, (202) 447-3545.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The October 13, 1976, issue of the Fro-
EiAL Recister contained a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking to delete § 981.300 in
Subpart—Budget of Expenses and Rate
of Assessment (7 CFR 981.300; 981.326;
41 FR 37761), and to amend Subpart—
Administrative Rules and Regulations (7
CFR 081.441-881.481; 42 FR 3159, 5341,
5677) by deleting $§ 981.453 and 981.481
and revising §§ 981.450, 981,455, 981.467,
981472, 081473 and 981.474. The sub-
parts are issued under the marketing
agreement, as amended and Order No.
981, a5 amended (7 CFR Part 981; 41 FR
26852, 27827, 536850). The marketing
agreement and order are collectively re-
ferred to in this document as the “order".
The order is effective under the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937,
45 amended (7 U.8.C. 601-674) . The pro-
posals were based on & unanimous rec-
ommendation of the Almond Board of
California.

The notice afforded interested persons
X}“ opportunity to submit written data,
views, or arguments with respect to the
Proposal; the Almond Board of Califor-
nla submitted the one comment received,
The comment took exception to several
changes in the wording of the proposals
recommended by the Board. The Board
contends that in some cases, the word-

ing proposed by it was clearer. To the
extent necessary and appropriate, sev-
eral changes from the wording con-
tained In the Notice, have been made.
The changes are noted in the following
discussion of the rules.

The amendment of the order, effective
July 1, 1976, made several changes which
require corresponding conforming
changes in two subparts. Therefore,
$§ 981.300 and 981.481, which pertain to
an operating reserve and to refund of as-
sessments, are deleted since the amend-
ment of § 981.81 makes these rules un-
necessary. Also, § 981.453 is deleted since
the corresponding order provision, § 981.-
53, has been deleted.

The order now permits the kernel«
weight of almonds disposed of by a
handler for crushing into oil, or for poul-
try or animal feed, to be excluded from
his receipts and exempted from reserve
obligations and assessments, so long as
the handler qualifies as, or delivers such
almonds to, an exempt outlet, Prior to
the order amendment, such exemption

wns given only after the end user of the

almonds had disposed of them. There-
fore, paragraph (c) of §981.450, which
deals with certification by the receiver
(user), is deleted. The remaining provi-
slons in § 981450 are combined into one
paragraph and revised to allow the ex-
emption for deliveries to dealers in nut
wastes, 50 long as the dealers are accept-
able to the Board.

Paragraph (a) of § 981.455 requires in-
terhandler transfers to be reported to
the Board and prescribes the form to be
used. This paragraph is revised to reduce
the amount of information required to be
shown on the form and the number of
copies of the form to be submitied.

The notice proposed that paragraph
(b) of § 981.455 be revised to restrict the
amount of reserve credit one handler may
transfer to another handler, and to pro-
hibit transfer of reserve credit to satisfy
& handler’s inedible disposition obliga-
tion incurred pursuant to § 981.42(a), In
its comment, the Board stated that the
proposal iacked clarity and was subject
to misinterpretation. Therefore, para-
graph (b) has been revised to make it
clear that (1) a handler may transfer
credit for reserve disposition to another
handler only if this disposition is in ex-
cess of the transferring handler’s reserve
obligation, and (2) the handler may
transfer all or part of this credit.

Section 981.467 is amended by deleting
provisions pertaining to the physical set-
agide of reserve, and by revising provi-
sions pertaining to the agency agree-
ment for the disposition of reserve al-
monds. However, based upon a Board
comment, and consistent with the
change in § 981 455(b), the words “credit

may be transferred” in the final clause
of the concluding sentence In § 981.467
(b), as proposed, has been replaced with
the words “disposition may be credited.”

Section 981.472 has been rewritten
without substantive change to improve
understanding of its provisions. Section
981473 Is revised by deleting obsolete
provisions. changing information re-
quired of handlers on redetermination
reports, and making other changes in
the reporting requirements for greater
flexibility.

Section 981.474(a), pertaining to ship-
ments of almonds, is revised to conform
with the order changes with respect to
the method of establishing the salable
and reserve percentage. On the basis of
the Board’s comment that the proposal
would be costly and unnecessary, the
wording proposed In the notice is
changed. The second sentence in para-
graph (a) Is revised to require handlers
to maintain files of shipment invoices—
not to file invoices (with the Board), as
proposed.

Section 081.474(h) is added to require
submission by handlers of appropriate
reports periaining to exports. Also,
§ 981 474(¢) Is added to cover reports of
diversion to noncompetitive outlets, and
to permit the Board to waive this report-
ing requirement under certain circum-
stances. The proposal in the notice would
have permitted the Board to walve the
requirement to file ABC Form 13 for
diversion of almonds to noncompetitive
outlets which the Board had “previously
declared eligible for reserve credit”. In
its comment, the Board said the proposed
wording might have Incorrectly required
it to waive the reporting requirement on
diversion to outlets previously approved
but no longer acceptable to the Board.
Therefore, the wording of paragraph (¢)
is revised to permit the Board to waive
the reporting requirements when the
diversion of almonds is to a noncompeti-
tive outlet acceptable to the Board.

Finally, “Control" is deleted wherever
it appears in those sections which, under
the proposal, would be revised, The order
amendment changed the name of the
Board from the “Almond Control Board"
to “Almond Board of California®.

After consideration of all relevant
matter presented, including that In the
notice, the comment received and the
recommendation submitted by the Board,
and other available information, it is
found that to amend the administrative
rules and regulations as herein set forth
will tend to effectuate the declared policy
of the act.

Accordingly, Subpart—Budget of Ex-
penses and Rate of Assessment and Sub-
part—Administrative Rules and Regula-
tions are amended as follows:
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§ 981300 [Deleted]

1. Section 981,300 is deleted.
2. Section §81.450 is revised to read as
follows:

§981.450 Excmpt dispositions,

As provided in § 981.50 any handler
disposing of almonds for crushing into
ofl, or for poultyry or animal feced, may
have the kernel weight of these almonds
excluded from his receipts, and exempt
from program obligations so long as the
handler qualifies as, or delivers such
almonds to, a crusher, a feeder, or a
dealer in nut waste; the crusher, feeder,
or dealer are acceptable to the Board;
each delivery is made directly to the
crusher, feeder, or dealer, by June 30 of
the crop year; and each delivery is certi-
fied to the Board by the handler on ABC
Form 8.

§981.453 [Deleted)

3. Section 981.453 Is deleted.
4. Section 981.455 is revised to read as
follows:

§981.455 Interhandler transfers.

(a) Transfers of almonds. Interhan-
dler transfers of almonds pursuant to
§ 981.55 shall be reported to the Board
on ABC Form 7. The report shall con-
tain the following information: (1) Date
of transfer; (2) the names and plant
Jocations of both the transferring and
receiving handlers: (3) the variety of
almonds transferred; (4) whether the
almonds are shelled or unshelled; and
t5) the name of the handler assuming
reserve and assessment obligations on
the almonds transferred. ABC Form 7
shall be signed by the transferring han-
dler and by the receiving handler if the
latter Is assuming the obligation(s).

(b) Transfers of reserve credits, If a
handler has reserve disposition in excess
of his reserve obligation, all or part of
his excess disposition may be credited to
another handler. The transferred credit
shall not exceed the quantity needed
by the receilving handler to cover his re-
serve obligation. The Board shall com-
plete the transfer upon receipt of an
ABC Form 11 executed by both han-
dlers. No transfer of reserve credits shall
be made to satisfy a handler's inedible
disposition obligation incurred pursuant
to § 981.42(a).

5. Section 9881.467 is revised to read as
follows:

£ 981,467 Disposition in rescrve outlets
by handlers.

(@) Agents of Board. Beginning with
July 1 of any crop year, a handler may
become an agent of the Board pursuant
to § 981.67 for the purpose of disposing
of reserve almonds of such crop year in
the authorized outlets. The agency chall
be established upon a handler executing
a reserve agreement (ABC Form 12), ap-
plicable to export or diversion, or both,
containing terms and conditions specl-
fied by the Board.

(b) Reserve credil. Credit in satisfac-
tion of a reserve obligation shall not ex-
ceed the accrued reserve obligation

derived by applying the reserve percent-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

age to the quantity of almonds received
by a handler for his own account during
the crop year. Disposition by an agent
of the Board in eligible reserve outlets
within a crop year in excess of his re-
sérve obligation shall be held to be &
disposition of salable almonds. When-
ever such disposition has been inspected
and certified, if required, and has com-
plied with the terms, conditions, and
documentation applicable to disposition
of reserve almonds as determined by the
Board, the disposition may be credited
against any reserve obligation subse-
quently incurred by the handler during
that crop year, or the disposition may be
credited pursuant to § 981.4556(b) against
ge reserve obligation of another han-

er.

6. Section 981.472 is amended by re-
vising the first sentence of paragraph
(a) and by revising (b) in its entirety.

§981.472 Report of almonds reccived.

(a) Each handler shall report to the
Board on ABC Form 1 the total pounds
of almonds, unshelled and shelled, by
varieties, received by him for his own ac-
count within any of the hereinafter pre-
scribed reporting periods. * * *

(b) For the reporting periods July 1
through December 31, and January 1
through March 31, each handler shall
submit & summary report to the Board,
within 30 days after the end of the re-
porting period, which shall show the
quantity of almonds received for the han-
dler’s own account by county of produc~
tion and such varleties as may be re-
quested by the Board.

7. Section 981 473 is revised to read as
follows:

§981.473  Redotermination reports.

Each handler shall furnish for use by
the Board in redetermination of the ker-
nel welght of almonds recelved for his
own sccount and for marketing policy
considerations, the information listed
and described In this section. Such in-
formation shall be reported within the
applicable times specified in § 981.73 on
forms provided by the Board.

(a) Handler carryover. A report of the
weight of all almonds, whether un-
shelled or shelled, whereover located,
held by the handler for his own account,
whether or not sold.

(b) Reserve. A report of all reserve al-
monds, net weight, which have been dis-
posed of in the manner provided in
§ 581.66 and 981.67.

(¢) Delivered sales. A report of salable
almonds sold and delivered, showing the
weight, and whether unshelled or shelled,
except those disposed of pursuant to the
requirements for reserve disposition, or
to crushing or feed outlets, or used in al-
mond products.

(d) Almond products. A report of all
almonds used by the handler in the man-
ufacture of any almond product as de-
fined in § 981.15.

(@) Transfers. A report of almonds
transferred to another handler showing
the weight of each lot transferred and
whether unshelled or shelled,
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(f) Undelivered sales. A report of all
almonds sold but not delivered, showing
the weight of such almonds and whether
they are unshelled or shelled.

8. Section 981.474 is revised to read as
follows:

§981.4714  Report of shipmenis,

(a) Each handler shall report all ship-
ments of almonds, unshelled and shelled
and by classification, on ABC Form 25. In
support of this report, the handler shall
keep invoices on the shipments, or such
other documentation as may be accepta-
ble to the Board. The reports shall he
filed with the Board within five business
days after the close of each month of the
Crop year,

(b) At the time of each export sale
each handler shall report it to the
Board on ABC Form 18 and upon
delivery into export shall report this on
ABC Form 19. If any export is not made
directly by the handler, he shall send
the ABC Form 19 to the broker-exporter
and request him to make the report to
the Board. These forms shall include the
number and type of container, net
weight, variety and whether unshelled
or shelled, time of export and destina-
tion. In years of minimum export prices
applicable to reserve almonds, ABC
Form 19 shall include the grade and size
the inspection certificate number, the
price and any terms defining the price

(c) In any crop year when reserve
almonds are diverted to noncompetitive
outlets, such handler shall report his
intentions to divert on ABC Form 13 and
the completion of diversion on ABC
Form 14. Upon notice to all handlers the
Board may waive the requirements to
file ABC PFPorm 13 for diversion of
almonds to noncompetitive outlets which
are acceptable to the Board.

§981.48 [ Deleted)

9. Bection 981.481 is deleted.
(Secs. 1-10, 48 Stat. 31, as amended: 7
601-074.)

Dated: April 8, 1977,

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Acting Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division

|FR Doc.77-10774 Flled 4-12-77.8:45 am

USL

CHAPTER XVIII-—FARMERS HOME ADMIN
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF AGRI
CULTURE

Subchapter G—Miscelianeous Regulations

[PmHA Tostruction 4403)

PART 1888—SPECIAL ASSISTANCE T0O
DROUGHT STRICKEN AREAS

Addition of Part

AGENCY: Farmers Home Administia-
tion, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: USDA-FmHA lssues regu-
lations to provide special assistance 0
farmers and ranchers suffering from ex-
treme drought conditions. This regula-
tion is necessitated by the needs of
drought affected areas. FmHA recog-
nizes that many rural areas have suffered

13, 1977




substantial losses and hardships due to
abnormal drought conditions and that
speclal assistance Is needed because of
diminished water supplies.

DATE: This addition Is effective on
Aprll 13, 1977. Comments must be re-
ceived on or before May 13, 1977,

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to the Office of the Chief, Directives
Management Branch, Farmers Home
Administration, US. Department of
Agriculture, Room 6316, South Building,
Washington, D.C., 20250. All written
comments made pursuant to this notice
will be available for public inspection at
the address given above,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Denton E. Sprague,
4597).

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:
USDA-FmHA amends Chapter XVIII,
Title 7 Code of Federal Regulations, Sub-
chapter G, “Miscellaneous Regulations,”
to add & new Part 1888, “Special Assist-
ance to Drought Stricken Areas,”
(3% 1888.1-1888.50) . The purpose of this
new Part 1888 is to establish Agency
policy for making loans to farmers and
ranchers, who may have suffered sub-
stantinl losses and hardships as a result
of abnormal drought conditions. Areas
of eligibllity for financial assistance will
be designated by the President, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the FmHA
State Director, subject to conditions set
forth in § 1888.12. It s the policy of this
Department that rules relating to pub-
lic property, loans, grants, benefits, or
contracts shall be published for comment
notwithstanding the exemptions in 5
UBC. 553. This addition, however, is
not published for proposed rulemaking
since the purpose is to provide needed
financinl assistance to farmers and
ranchers, who may have suffered losses
ind extreme privation as a result of ab-
normal drought conditions, and any
delay in administering this assistance
would be contrary to the public interest.
However, comments will be accepted and
material thus submitted will be evalu-
ated and acted upon in' the same manner
as if the document were a proposal. How-
eéver, this addition will remain effective
untll amended in order to permit the
bublie business to proceed expeditiously.
Accordingly, n new Part 1888, us added,
Is set forth below.

Sec

1838.1

(202—447-

Purpose.
18882 Policy,
1884.3 | Reserved |
18884 Areas of eligibility.
1B88.6-1688.11 [Reserved)
1888.12  Emergency loans.
1883.13-1888.16 [Reserved |
1B88.17 Termination provisiona,

1886.18-1888.19 uuurvm{h -
!883.20 Request for obligation of funds.
1888 21-1888 50 | Reserved)

AtTioRITY: 7 USC. 1089, delegation of
Muthority by the Secretary of Agriculture
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7 CFR 223, delegation of authority by the
Assistant Secretary for Rural Development,
7 CFR 2.70.

§ 1888.1 Purpose.

This Part prescribes the policies, pro-
cedures, and guldelines of the Farmers
Home Administration (FmHA) for pro-
viding special assistance to farmers and
ranchers, suffering from extreme
drought conditions,

§ 1888.2 Poliey *

FmHA recognizes that many rural
areas have suffered substantial losses
and hardships due to abnormal drought
conditions and special assistance is
needed because of diminished water sup-
plies. FmHA will utilize existing author-
ities and regulations to provide the as-
sistance authorized by this Part to meet
the needs of these areas.

§ 1888.3 [Reserved]
§ 1888.4  Arcas of eligibility.

Loans under this Part are to be made
in the following areas:

(a) Areas currently designated by the
President, the Secretary of Agriculture,
or the FmHA State Director as emer-
gency loan areas because of drought.

(b) Those areas subsequently desig-
nated because of drought in accordance
with § 1832.10 of this chapter.

§ 1888.5-1888.11 [Reserved]
§ 1888.12 Emergency lonns,

(a) Production .losses. (1) Drought
production losses, Farmers, ranchers and
“persons engaged in aquaculture (includ-
ing private domestic corporations and
partnerships) otherwise eligible may be
eligible for 5% interest rate loss loans
under this provision when due to the
drought provided:

(i) They are unable to plant all or &
portion of their normal crops, including
feed crops, or are unable to graze pas-
tures, or

(1) They will be unable to produce all
or a portion of their normal perennial
crops already growing such as fruits and
nuts, or

(ill) They will be precluded from har-
vesting all or part of the crops they have
planted.

(2) Decrease in production. Drought
production losses must represent a de-
crease In production of at least 20 per-
cent below normal in a basic farming
enterprise to establish eligibility, See
Subpart A of Part 1832 of this chapter.

(3) Amount of EM loan. The amount
of the drought production loss (which
will establish the amount of the 5 per-
cent interest loan) will be calculated by
determining normal Income in accord-
ance with Subpart A of Part 1832 of this
chapter and subtracting therefrom the
amount of any income that may be de-
rived from the disaster-affected enter-
prise(s), plus the costs which will not be
incurred because of the drought. Such
costs will be derived from ourrent crop
enferprise budgets prepared by State
Agricultural Extension Service econo-
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mists which are based on normal farm-
ing conditions in the designated drought
nrea.

(4) Additional loans for actual pro-
duction losses. Additional loans for ac-
tual production losses later determined
at the end of the crop season will be
made at the 5 percent interest rate in
accordance with Subpart A Part 1832 of
this chapter. The amount of any drought
loss loan must be deducted from any
additional actual production loss loans
made to borrowers based on losses from
the same disaster to the same enter-
prise(s) for which an applicant later
qualifies,

(5) Physical loss loans. Loans for
physical losses may be made at the 5
percent Interest rate in accordance with
Subpart A Part 1832 of this chapter.

(b) Annual operating and major ad-
justment loans. Farmers, ranchers, and
persons engaged in aquaculture (includ-
ing private domestic corporations and
partnerships) found eligible for loss
loans as prescribed in this part may be
eligible for major adjustment and op-
erating loans at the prevailing market
rate of interest, in accordance with Sub-
part A Part 1832 of this chapter.

(¢) Procedure for loan making and
servicing. Loans shall be made and serv-
iced in accordance with Subpart A Part
1832 of this chapter except as modified
in this section of this Part.

§ 1888.13-1888.16 [Reserved)
§ 1888.17 Termination provisions.

(a) Any assistance provided under
this Part must be for an applicant with
an application on file and found eligible
on or before September 30, 1977,

(b) Projects or measures should be
completed by no later than November 30,
1977. Under special circumstances or
hardship situations an extension of
completion time may be granted by the
PmHA Administrator,

§ 1888.18-1888.19 [Reserved)
§ 1888.20 Request for obligation of
funds,

(a) Loans and grants approved under
this part will be identified with the ap-
propriate disaster designation number
and as special drought loans by typing
in “D" between "EM Loans Only” and
*24 Disaster Code” in Part II of Form
FmHA 440-1, “"Request for Obligation
of Funds.”

(b} The Finance Office will not proc-
ess Form FmHA 440-1 for loans approved
under this part thaf are not coded with
a disaster designation number In Part
IT of the form.

§ 1888.21-1888.50 [Reserved]
Effective date: This addition is effec-
tive on April 13, 1977.
Dated: April 8, 1977,

Frang W. Navuion, Jr.,
Acting Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration.

(PR Doc77-10765 Filed 4-12-77,8:45 am] |
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Title 11—Federal Elections

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION

[Notice 1077-23]
PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS
AGENCY: Federal Election Commission.

ACTION: Final Regulation.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes the
effective date for Commission regulations
implementing the Federal Election Cam-
palgn Act of 1971, as amended, that were
published earlier. The delay in setting
the effective date is the result of the
Congressional review period required by
statute for Commission regulations,

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 13, 1877.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:
Daniel J, Swillinger, Assistant General
Counsel, (202-523-4060).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Commission, by this notice, is pro-
mulgating its regulations interpreting
the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, s amended. The regulations were
published in proposed form on May 26,
1976, June 25, 1976 and July 9, 1976 In
the FrpzraL Recister. The regulations
were adopted by the Commission and
transmitted to the Congress on August 3,
1976, as required by 2 US.C. § 438(c),
and 26 U.S.C. §§ 9009(b) and 9038(b).
The regulations were published in the
Frornal RecIsTER on August 25, 1976 at
41 FR 35932. Because the 30 legislative
day review period did not run prior to
Congressional adjournment, the regula-
tions were resubmitted to the Congress
on January 11, 1977, containing amend-
ments to the August 25 version published
on September 10, 1976, at 41 FR 38522
and October 18, 1976 at 41 FR 45952 and
subsequently adopted by the Commission.

The 30 legislative day period having
run on March 30, 1977, the Commission
now promulgates the regulations as pub-
lished on August 25, as amended by the
notices of September 10 and October 18.
Reprints of the Feoerau RecisTer publi-
cation may be obtained from the Com-
mission’s Office of Public Information,
1325 K Street, NNW., Washington, D.C.
20463, (202) 523-40868,

VErNON W. THOMSON,
Chairman for the Federal
Election Commission.
11 CFR Chapter I is adopted, effective
April 13, 1977, as published on August 25,
1976 (41 FR 35932). with the following
changes: '

PART 102—REGISTRATION AND ORGANI-
ZATION OF POLITICAL COMMITTEES
~ 1. Section 102.9 is amended by revising
(e) (3) (ii1) ; the introductory text of (c)
(4): and (¢) (4) (i) to read as follows:

£ 1029 Accounting for contributions

and expenditures.

. - - - .
(c) - "
). 2=9-°
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(iif) The particulars of the expend!-
tures: and

(4) When a receipted bill is not avail-
able, the treasurer may keep—

(i) The biil, Involce or other contem-
poraneous memorandum of the trans-
action supplied to the committee by the
payee containing the same information
as referred to in paragraph (3) of this
paragraph.

2. The second sentence of § 10210 is
revised as follows:

£ 102,10 Peny cash fund.

* * * If a petty cash fund i{s main-
tained, it shall be the duty of the treas-
urer of the political committee to keep
and maintain a written journal of all
disbursements, including the particulars
of each disbursement from the fund.
Such a change would make this section
consistent with § 102.9(c) (3) (1ii) as re-
vised in subparagraph (1) above, * * *

PART 104—REPORTS BY POLITICAL
COMMITTEES AND CANDIDATES

3. In § 104.2(b) (9), the text beginning
with “together with the amount, date,
and purpose * * *" is deleted and the
following substituted therefor:

§ 104.2 Form and content of reports.
) * = * |

(9) * * * together with the amount,
date and particulars of each such ex-
penditure and the name, address of, and
office sought by, each candidate on whose
behalf such expenditures were made.

. . . . -

PART 114—CORPORATE AND LABOR
ORGANIZATION ACTIVITY

4. Paragraph (¢)(2) of §1144 Is re-
vised as follows:

§ 1141 Nonpartisan communications,
1 c ) » » L J

(2) A corporation or labor organiza-
tion may distribute or reprint (in whole)
any registration or voting information,
such as instructional materials, which
have been produced by the officlal elec-
tion administrators for distribution to
the general public. A corporation or labor
organization may distribute official reg-
{stration-by-mail forms fo the general
public if permitted by the applicable
State law. The registration forms must
be distributed in & nonpartisan manner,
and the corporation or labor organiza-
tion may not, in connection with the dis-
tribution, endorse, support, or otherwlse
promote registration with a particular
party.
.

PART 134—EXAMINATIONS AND
AUDITS; REPAYMENTS
5. Paragraph (¢)(2) of § 1343 is re-
vised ss follows:

6 1343 uq‘&lh of .Ni'nliun-; re.
payment.,
'c) g 9 e »

(2) If on the last day of candidate eli-
gibllity there are net outstanding cum-
paign obligations, any matehing funds
recelved thereafter may be retained for
a period not exceeding 6 months after the
end of the matching payment period in
order to liguidate those obligations. How-
ever, as of the date when the amount or
amounts of matching funds recetved
after ineligibility equal(s) the amount of
the candidate’s net outstanding cam-
paign obligations, the candidate shall be
obliged to repay to the Treasury that por-
tion of any unexpended balance remain-
ing on that date in the candidate's ac-
counts tess the matching payments so
received) which bears the same ratio to
such balance as the total amount recelved
from the matching payment sccount
bears to the aggregate of all constribu-
tlons and maiching funds deposited in all
the depositories through that date. Re-
payment shall be made within 30 days
thereafter, but not later than 6 months
after the end of the matching payment
period.

[FPR Doc.77-10890 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am |

Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTEE. IlIl—FEDERAL DEPOSIT
INSURANCE CORPORATION
SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS AND
STATEMENTS OF GENERAL POLICY
PART 329—INTEREST ON DEPOSITS

Withdrawal Prior to Maturity of a Time De-
Which Has Become Uninsured by
rtue of @ Bank Merger

AGENCY: PFederal Deposit Insurnnce
Corporation.

ACTION: Final Rule.

SUMMARY: This rule allows for with-
drawal prior to maturity of all or part of
a time deposit, without penalty, in those
cases where, as the result of a bank
merger, a depositor has deposits which
have become partially uninsured. Also, in
view of the fact that this rule constitules
the third distinet exception to the with-
drawal penalty provisions of FDIC's reg-
ulations, the text of these provisions has
been slightly reworded for the sake of
clarity. The FDIC is taking this action
in response Lo public inquiry.

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 13, 1977

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CON-
TACT:

F. Douglas Birdzell, Bank Regulation
Section, Legal Division, Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, Washington
D.C. 20429, 202-389-4324.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

For some time the federal financial su-
pervisory agencies have been considering
the advisability of allowing & partial cx-
ception to the withdrawal penaities
which otherwise apply to the prematur
withdrawal of time deposits where, 5
the result of & bank merger, a deposiiar
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has deposits which have become partially
uninsured. After consultation with the
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System and the Federal Home
Loan Bank Board, the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation has decided to
provide an exception from the with-
drawal penalties in merger situations.

However, the exception will be Imited
to the withdrawal of no more than the
uninsured amount in the resulting bank,
the extent of insurance being determined
by reference to Parts 330 and 331 of
FDIC's regulations governing the insur-
ance of deposit accounts, including trust
funds.

A few brief Nlustrations will help to
clarify the exception:

(1) Assume that John Doe has a 840,000
time deposit in bank A and s $10,000 time de-
posit in bank B, Banks A and B merge; the
regult belng bank AB. John has a total of
$50,000 in bank AB. As a result of the merger,
$10,000 Is uninsured. John will be entitled
o withdraw $10,0000 of the $50,000 without
penalty, thereby reducing his deposit in bank
AB to the $40,000 maximum covered by de-
posit Insurance.

(2) Assume that John Doe has a 840,000
time deposit In bank A and his wife, Mary,
has a $40,000 time deposit In bank B. As a ro-
mit of the merger, John has a $40,000 time
deposit In bank AB and Mary has a £40,000
time deposit in bank AB. Nelther John nor
Mary will be entitied to withdraw any funds
prior to maturity, without penalty, since
thelr depoaits in bank AB are both fully in-
sured. The same result would follow If John
had held a 840,000 time deposit in his own
name in bank A and John and Mary had held
A $20,000 joint time deposit in bank B, since
individual and joint accounts are separately
Ingured.

(3) Assume that John Doe has a $100,000
Hime deposit in bank A and a $100,000 time
depoait in bank B. The uninsured portion
In cach bank s $80,000, or $120,000 in the ag-
gregate, As a result of the merger John has
200,000 In bank AB. The uninsured amount
has thus increased to $160,000. John will be
allowed to withdraw up to 840,000 from AB
without penalty: that amount constituting
the difference between the pre-merger unin-
sured amount of $120,000 and the post-
merger uninsured amount of $160,000.

As noted In the Summary this is the
third exception to the withdrawal penal-
tles contained In § 329.4(d) of FDIC's
regulations (12 CFR 329.4(d) ). However,
1o substantive changes have been made
In any of the other exceptions. Those
&xceptions allow withdrawal prior to
maturity, without penalty, in certain in-
stances upon the death of the depositor
or where the deposit consists of funds
??n:inbuwd to an IRA or a Keogh Plan

ind.

12 CFR. Part 3290 is amended by de-
leting the last three sentences of § 320.4
d} and substituting the following sen-
tences in their place:

§329.4 Payment of time deposits he-
fore maturity,
» - » » .
(1) Penal o)
Posits be/orct:taot:rm??gn‘t ol
The prohibitions contained in this
Paragraph (d) shall not apply to the
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withdrawal of all or part of a time de~
posit prior to maturity under any of the
following circumstances: (1) On the
death of any owner of time deposit funds.
An “owner” of time deposit funds is any
individual who at the time of his or her
death has full legal and beneficial title to
all or a portion of such funds or, at the
time of his or her death, has beneficial
title to all or a portion of such funds and
full power of disposition and alienation
with respect thereto, including but not
limited to a power of revocation with re-
spect to any trust of which the funds
comprise all or part of the assets,
whether or not such owner is acting as
trustee; (2) where the time deposit con-
sists of funds contributed to an Individ-
usl Retirement Account established pur-
suant to 26 US.C. 408 or to 'a Keogh
(H.R. 10) plan established pursuant to 26
U.S.C. 401 and the individual for whose
benefit the account is maintained is 5914
years of age or older or has become dis-
abled within the meaning of 26 U.S.C.
T2(m) (7); or (3) where the funds con-
stituting the time deposit consist of
funds transferred to a new or resulting
insured nonmember bank as the result of
the merger of Insured banks, ' but only
to the extent that the funds sought to be
withdrawn were insured prior to the
merger and have become uninsured as a
result thereof, and provided that notice
of withdrawal is given the new or result-
ing bank not later than twelve months
after consummation of the merger,

- » » -

.
‘(lﬂ US.C, 1819; 12 US.C, 1828(g).)

Since the above amendment relaxes a
restriction imposed by prior regulation
and does not interfere with existing or
future contractual relations between in-
sured banks and their customers, the re-
quirements of Sections 553(b) and 553
(d) of Title 12 of the United States Code
and Sections 302,1, 302.2 and 3025 of
FDIC's Rules and Regulations with re-
spect to notice, public participation and
deferred effective date were not followed
by FDIC's Board of Directors in connec~
tion with its promulgation. Although the
Board of Directors decided that a pre-
promulgation notice and comment pe-
riod would not serve a useful purpose, it
will review all post-promulgation com-
ments and suggestions and will consider
revising the amendment, if necessary, in
light of the comments and suggestions
submitted,

By order of the Board of Directors,
April 5, 1977.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
Atay R. Miuren,
Ezxecutive Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-10838 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am]

Hh-4 The term “merger” includes all forms
of corporate consolidations which are consid-
ered de facto mergers under applicable stat-
ute or case law,
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PART 342—APPLICATIONS FOR A STAY
OR_REVIEW OF ACTIONS OF BANK
CLEARING AGENCIES

Adoption of Final Regulation

AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This Part establishes pro-
cedures to be followed by insured non-
member State banks who are appealing
from an adverse action by a bank clear-
Ing agency. These banks have had this
right of appeal for over a year. This Part
is Intended to provide a specific proce-
dure for these appeals.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 10, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Gerald J. Gervino, Legal Division, Fed-

eral Deposit Insurance Corporation,

r;:nhlngton. D.C, 20429. (202-389-
4).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On page 28544 of the FepxraL REGISTER
of July 12, 1976, there was published a
proposal to add a new Part 342. The Part
sets procedures for appeals by insured
nonmember State banks from adverse
actions of bank clearing agencies. It re-
quires that requests for stays of adverse
actions be in writing and include a state-
ment as to why a stay should be granted.
It also establishes certain formal require-
ments in connection with a subsequent
appeal. Interested persons were given 30
days in which to comment upon the pro-
posed Part. No written comments have
been received and the proposed Part is
hereby adopted without change and is
set forth below.

By Order of the Board of Directors,
April 5, 1977.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
Arax R, MrLren,

Ezxecutive Secretary.

Sec.

342.1 Scope of part.

3422 Applications for stays of disciplinary
sanctions or summary suspensions
by a bank clearing agency.

3423 Applications for review of final descl-
plinary sanctions, denials of partici-
pation, or prohibitions or limita-
tions of access to services imposed
by bank clearing agencies,

AvrTaoriry: Secs. 17A, 19 and 23 of the

Securitios Exchange Act of 1934; 15 USC.

T8q-1, 788 and T8w,

§ 342.1 Seope of part.

This part is issued by the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation (the “Cor-
poration™) pursuant to sections 17A, 19
and 23 of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 as amended (15 U.S.C. 78) (the
“Act”). It applies to applications by
banks insured by the Corporation (other
than members of the Federal Reserve
System) for a stay or review of certain
actions by clearing agencles registered
under the Act for which the Securities
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and Exchange Commission 1s not the

appropriate regulatory sagency under
section 3(a) (34) (B) of the Act (“bank
clearing agencles™).
£ 342.2 Applications for stays of disci-
sanctions or SUMMAry suspen-
sions by a bank clearing agency.

If any bank clearing agency imposes
any final disciplinary sanction pursuant
to section 17A(b) (3)(G) of the Act, or
summarily suspends or limits or prohib-
its access pursuant to section 17A(b) (5)
(C) of the Act, any person aggrieved
thereby for which the Corporation is the
appropriate regulatory agency may file
with the Corporation, by telegram or
otherwise, & request for a stay of imposi-
tion of such action. Such request shall
be in writing and shall include o state-
ment as to why such stay should be
granted,

§342.3 Applications for review of final
disciplinary sanctions, denials of nar-

! ticipation, or prohibitions or limita-
} tions of access 10 services imposed by

bank clearing agencies,

(a) Proceedings on an application to
the Corporation under section 19(d) (2)
of the Act for review of any final discipli-
nary sanction, denial or conditioning of
participation, or prohibition or limitation:
with respect to access to services offered
by & bank clearing agency shall be gov-
emed by this section.

(b) An application for review pursuant
to section 19(d)(2) of the Act shall be
filed with the Corporation within 30 days
after notice thereof was filed pursuant
to section 19(d) (1) of the Act and re-
ceived by the aggrieved person applying
for review, or within such longer period
as the Corporation may determine. The
Executive Secretary of the Corporation
shall serve & copy of the application on
the bank clearing agency, which shall,
within ten days after receipt of the ap-
plication, certify and file with the Cor-
poration one copy of the record upon
which the action complained of was
taken, together with three copies of an
index to such record. The Executive Sec-
retary shall serve upon the parties cop-
fes of such Index and any papers subse-
quently filed.

(¢) Within 20 days after receipt of a
copy of the index, the applicant shall
file a brief or other statement in support
of his application which shall state the
specific grounds on which the application
§s based, the particular findings of the
bank clearing agency to which objection
is taken and the relief sought. Any ap-
plication not perfected by such timely
brief or statement may be dismissed as
abandoned.

(d) Within 20 days after receipt of the
applicant’s brief or statement the bank
clearing agency may file an answer
thereto, and within 10 days of receipt
of any such answer the applicant may flle
a reply. Any such papers not filed within
the time provided by paragraphs (b),
k(c).or(d) of this section will not be
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received except upon special permission
of the Corporation.

(e) On its own motion, the Corpora-
tion may direct that the record under
review be supplemented with such addi-
tional evidence as it may deem relevant.
Nevertheless, the bank clearing agency
and persons who may be aggrieved by its
actions shall be obliged to present all evi-
dence that they deem relevant In the
proceedings before the bank clearing
agency, and no such person shall be en-
titled to present additional evidence un-
less he shows to the satisfaction of the
Corporation that such additional evi-
dence is material and that there were
reasonable grounds for his fallure to pre-
sent such evidence In such proceedings.
Any request for leave to present addi-
tional evidence shall be filed prompily
s0 as not to delay the disposition of the
proceeding.

(f) Oral argument before the Corpora-
tion may be requested by the applicant
or the bank clearing agency as follows:
(1) By the applicant with his brief or
statement or within 10 days after receipt
of the bank clearing agency's answer, or
(2) by the bank clearing agency with Its
answer. The Corporation, in its discre-
tion, may grant or deny any request for
oral argument and, where it deems it ap-
propriate to do so, the Corporation will
consider an application on the basls ol
the papers filed by the parties, without
oral argument,

(g) The rules of practice contained in
Part 308 shall apply to review proceed-
ings under this rule to the extent that
they are not Inconsistent with this sec-
tion. Attention is directed particularly to
£ 308.20 of these regulations relating to
the form of papers and number of copies
to be filed.

1FR Doc 7710887 Filed 4-12-T7;8:45 am|]

Title 19—Customs Duties
CHAPTER |—UNITED STATES CUSTOMS
SERVICE

[TD. Ti-107]

PART 159—LIQUIDATION OF DUTIES
CERTAIN FISH FROM CANADA

Countervailing Duties To Be Im Un-
der Section 303, Tariff Act of 1930, as
Amended, by Reason of the ent or

Bestowal of a Bounty or Grant Upon the
Manufacture, Production or Exportation
of Certain Fish From Canada

AGENCY: Customs Service, Treasury.

ACTION: Pinal countervailing duty de-
termination.

SUMMARY : This notice is to inform the
public that a countervailing duty investi-
gation has resuited in a determination
that the Government of Canada has
given benefits which constitute bounties
or grants under the countervailing duty
jaw on the manufacture, production or
exportation of certain fish, However,
countervailing duties will be walved due
to actions by the Government of Canada
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to reduce significantly the bounty or
grant,

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 13, 1877,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Vincent P. Kane, Duty Assessment Di-
vision, U.S. Customs Service, 1301
Constitution Avenue NW. Washing-
ton, D.C. 20220 (202-566-5492).

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION On
October 7, 1978, a “Preliminary Counter-
vailing Duty Determination™ was pub-
lished In the Froeral Recister (41 FR
44196) . The notice stated that it prelim-
inarily had been determined that bene-
fits had been received by Canadian ex-
porters of certain fish which may con-
stitute bounties or grants within the
meaning of section 303 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (19 US.C. 1303) (re-
ferred to in this notice as “the Act™) .

Fish imports covered by this investi-
gation are classifiable under items 110.-
3560, 110.3565, and 1105545, Tariff
Sctl;!,dule! of the United States Anno-
tated.

The notice stated that the programs
under which these benefits were con-
ferred included payments to fishermen
and processors for catches and produc-
tion of first quality fish and fish prod-
ucts under the Groundfish Temporary
Assistance Program. A program prellm-
inarily determined not to be a bounty
or grant within the meaning of the Act
included the payment of financial os-
sistance the construction of cer-
tain fishing vessels built and registered
in Canada. The notice further stated
that before a final determination would
be made consideration would be given to
any relevant data, views, or argumenis
submitted in writing, on or before No-
vember 8, 1976 with respect to the pre-
liminary determination.

After consideration of all information
received, it s determined that exports
of certain fish from Canada are subject
to bounties or grants within the mean-
ing of section 303 of the Act. Further
Inquiry into the vessel assistance pay-
ments has resulted In & determination
that these payments do constitute boun-
ties or grants within the meaning of the
Act, In view of the fact that benefits
in relation to total fish sales are more
than de mnimis and that over 75 percent
of Canada's fish production is exported.

Payments under the Groundfish Tem-
porary Assistance Program were discon-
tinued on January 1, 1977, on exports of
the fish and fish products which are
within the scope of this investigation.
Consequently, there are no longer any
payments belng made under this pro-
gram to items subject to the investign-
tion which would constitute bounties or
grants within the meaning of section 303
of the Act,

A e ISk 1 the mib-

e sub-
that the dutiable fish, w i
rectly or indirectly from Canada, if €0~
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tered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after April 13, 1977,
will be subject to payment of countervall-
ing duties equal to the net amount of any
pounty or grant determined or estimated
to have been paid or bestowed.

Effective April 13, 1977 and until fur-
ther notice, upon the entry for consump-
tlon or withdrawal from warehouse for
consumption of such dutiable fish from
Canada, which benefit from these boun-
ties or grants and are subject to this
order, liquidation shall be suspended
pending declarations of the net amounts
of the bounties or grants paid.

Any merchandisé subject to the terms
of this order shall be deemed to have
benefited from a bounty or grant if such
bounty or grant has been or will be
credited or bestowed, directly or indi-
rectly, upon the manufacture, produc-
tion or exportation of such dutiable fish
from Canada.

Notwithstanding the above, a “Notice
of Waiver of Countervailing Duties” is
being published concurrently with this
order which covers fish from Canada
subject to this investigation in accord-
ance with section 303(d) of the Act. At
such tme as the walver ceases to be
effective, in whole or iIn part, 8 notice
will be published setting for the deposit
of estimated countervailing duties which
will be required at the time of duty, or
withdrawal from warehouse, for con-
sumption of each product then subject
to the payment of countervailing duties.

§15947 [Amended]

The table in § 159.47(1) of the Customs
Regulations (19 CFR §159.47(1)) is
amended by Inserting after the last en-
try for Canada the words “Certain Fish”
in the column headed “Commodity”, the
number of this Treasury Decision in the
column headed “Treasury Decision”, and
the words “Bounty Declared—Rate” in
the column headed “Action”,

(Sec. 303 of the Act, (R.B, 251, sccs. 303, ns
fmended, 624; 48 Stat, 687, 759, 88 Stat. 2050;
10 USC. 86, 1303, ns amended, 1624).)

Approved: April 5, 1971,
Vernox D. Acree,
Commissioner of Customs,

Jonx H, Haneen,
Acting Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

PR Doc.77-10747 Plled 4-12-77:8:45 am |

{T.D. 77-108)

PART 159—LIQUIDATION OF DUTIES
CERTAIN FISH FROM CANADA

Detm&nat'io;tgggder Section 303(d), Tar-
[ , as Amended,
Countervailing Duties v

AGENCY: Department of the Treasury.

guC'lI'ION: Walver of Countervailing
Y.

SUMMARY: This notice is to Inform the
public that g determination has been
hade to walve the countervailing duties
'L:m would otherwise he by sec-
; gn 303 of the Tariff Act of 1930. The
bo'uuten duties are waived on

unties or grants paid by the Canadian

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Government on the manufacture, pro-
duction or exportation of fish,
The waiver is being issued, among
other reasons, because of actions by the
Government of Canada to reduce signif-
icantly the bounty or grant. The waiver
will expire on January 4, 1979 unless re-
voked earlier.

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 13, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Richard B. Self, Office of Tariff Af-
fairs, U.S, Treasury Department, 15th
and Pennsylvania Avenue NW,, Wash-
ington, D.C. (202-566-8256),

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: In
T.D. 77-107, published concurrently with
this determination, it has been deter-
mined that bounties or grants within the
meaning of section 303 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C, 1303),
are being paid or bestowed directly or in-
directly, upon the manufacture, produc-
tion or exportation of certain fish from
Canada.

Section 303(d) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as added by the Trade Act of 1974
(Pub. L, 93-618, January 3, 1975), au-
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury
to waive the imposition of countervailing
duties during the 4-year period begin-
ning on the date of enactment of the
Trade Act of 1974 if he determines that:

(1) Adequate steps have been taken to
reduce substantially or eliminate during
such period the adverse effect of a
bounty or grant which he has deter-
mined is being paid or bestowed with re-
spect to'any article or merchandise;

(2) There i3 a reasonable prospect
that, under section 102 of the Trade Act
of 1974, successful trade agreements will
be entered into with foreign countries
or instrumentalities providing for the
reduction or elimination of barrlers to
or other distortions of intermational
trade; and

(3) The imposition of the additional
duty under this section with respect to
such article or merchandise' would be
likely to serlously jeopardize the satls-
factory completion of such negotiations.

Based upon analysis of all the relevant
factors and after consultations with in-
terested agencies, I have concluded that
steps have been taken to reduce substan-
tially the adverse effects of the bounty
or grant. Specifically the Government of
Canada has removed a direct subsidy
payment to Canadian fish processors
under the Groundfish Temporary As-
sistance Program for those categories of
fish covered by this investigation which
are exported. This resulted in a 97 per-
cent reduction in the bounty or grant.

After consulting with appropriate
agencies, including the Department of
State, the Office of Special Representa-
tive for Trade Negotiations, and the De-
partment of Commerce, I have further
concluded (1) That there is & reasonable
prospect that, under section 102 of the
Trade Act of 1974, successful trade
agreements will be entered into with for-

elgn countries or instrumentalities pro- .

viding for the reduction or elimination
of barriers to or other distortions of in-
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fernational trade; and (2) That the im-
position of countervailing duties on cer-
tain fish from Canada would be likely
to seriously jeopardize the satisfactory
completion of such negotiations,

Accordingly, pursuant to section 303
(d) of the Tarifl Act of 1930, as amended
(19 U.S.C, 1303(d)), I hereby walve the
imposition of countervailing duties as
well as the suspension of liquidation
ordered in T.D, 77-107 on certain fish
from Canada.

This determination may be revoked, in
whole or in part, at any time and shall
be revoked whenever the basis supporting
such determination no longer exists. Un-
less sooner revoked or made subject to a
resolution of disapproval adopted by
elther House of the Congress of the
United States pursuant to section 303(e)
of the Tarlfl Act of 1930, as amended (19
U.S.C. 1303(e) ), this walver of counter-
vailing duties will, in any event, by stat-
ute cease to have force and effect on
January 4, 1879,

On or after April 13, 1977, of a notice
revoking this determination in whole or
in part, the day after the date of adop-
tion by either House of Congress of a
resolution disapproving this “Waiver of
Countervailing Duties”, or January 4,
1979, whichever occurs first, countervail-
ing dutles will be assessable on certain
fish imported directly or indirectly from
Canada in accordance with T.D. 77-107
published concurrently with this deter-
mination.

§ 15947 [Amended]

The table In § 159.47(f) of the Customs
Regulations (19 CFR § 158.47(1) is
amended by Inserting after the last en-
try from Canada under the commodity
heading “Certain Fish" the number of
this Treasury Decision in the column
heading “Treasury Decisfon”, and the
words “Imposition of countervailing du-
ties waiver” in the column headed “Ac-
tion”,

(R.S. 251, secs 303, ns amended, 624; 48 Stat.
687, 760, 88 Stat. 2061, 2052; 10 USB.C, 66,
1303, ns amended, 1624.)

Joun H. Hanrer,
Acting Assistant Secretary

of the Treasury.
Apnrt 5, 1977.

[FR Doc.77-10746 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

Title 24—Housing and Urban
Development

CHAPTER XX-—OFFICE OF ASSISTANT
SECRETARY FOR CONSUMER AFFAIRS
AND REGULATORY FUNCTIONS, DE-
PARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. R-77-304]

PART 3500—REAL ESTATE
SETTLEMENT PROCEDURES ACT

Requirements for I information
Boomh

AGENCY: Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This rule eliminates the re-
quirement that lepders provide the Equal
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Credit Opportunity Act notice on the in-
side rear cover of the Special Informa-
tion Booklet required by the Real Estate
Settlement Procedures Act. This change
makes the RESPA Special Information
Booklet comply with recent changes in
the ECOA regulations.

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 13, 1977,

ADDRESSES: Rules Docket Clerk, Office
of the Secretary, Room 10141, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, 451 7th Street SW., Washington,
D.C. 20410, Telephone: 202-755-6703.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-

TACT:
Charles Fleld; Director Real Property
Practices Staff, Office of Consumer Af-
fairs and Regulatory Functions, De-
partment of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, Washington, D.C, 20410,
(202-755-5860) .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
. This Department {ssued final regulations
on June 4, 1976, implementing the Real
Estate Settlement Procedures Act of
1974 (RESPA), 41 FR 22702. One of the
requirements set forth in those regula-
tions dealt with the Equal Credit Oppor-
tunity Act (ECOA) notice and the de-
livery of that notice on the inside rear
cover of the Special Information Book-
let, also required by RESPA; both were
to be delivered at the time of loan appli-
cation, 24 CFR 3500.6(a). The Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve has
recently amended Regulation B, which
implements ECOA, altering the notice
delivery requirements; 12 CFR 202.9 re-
quires that the ECOA notice need only
be provided when a creditor takes ad-
verse action regarding an application for
credit, This makes current RESPA re-
quirements inconsistent with new ECOA
procedures,

It is the purpose of this rule, therefore,
to amend Part 3500 to eliminate that in-
consistency. Since the adoption of this
rule conforms HUD regulations to other
agency requirements which were adopted
after public comment the Department
has determined that notice and public
comment concerning this amendment is
unnecessary. Moreover, it was consid-
ered important to provide as much ad-
vance notice of this amendment as pos-
sible to allow for printing changes in the
Special Information Booklet which
makes reference to the now-obsolete no-
tice requirement. (Textual amendments
are dealt with under separate notice pub-
lished this date, April 13, 1977)

A Finding of Inapplicability of section
102(2) (¢), National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969, has been made with re-
gard to this rule in accordance with
HUD Handbook 1390.1. A copy of the
Finding of Inapplicability is available
for public inspection during regular bus-
iness hours at the Rules Docket Clerk at
the above address. Further, it is hereby
certified that the economic and inflation
impacts of this rule have been carefully
evaluated in accordance with OME Cir-
cular A-107.
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§ 3500.6 [Amended]
Accordingly, Part 3500 is amended by
deleting the last sentence in § 3500.6(a).

(Section 7(d) of the Department of Housing
and Urban Development Act, 42 US.C. 3535
(a).)

Issued at Washington, D.C. on April 5,
1977,

Raxporen S, KiNoes,
Acting Assistant Secretary jor
Consumer Affairs and Regu-
latory Functions.

[PR Doc.77-1088¢ Plled 4-12-77:8:45 am|

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property
Management

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS

SUBCHAPTER G—TRANSPORTATION AND
MOTOR VEHICLES

[FPMR Amdt. G-30]

PART 101-38—MOTOR EQUIPMENT
MANAGEMENT

Reporting Motor Vehicle Data to GSA

AGENCY: General Services Administra~
tion.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This regulation codifics the
provisions of FPMR Temporary Regula-
tion G-22, published September 2, 1975
(40 FR 40215), which require Federal
agencies to report motor yehicle data to
GSA on Standard Form 82-D, Agency
Report of Sedan Data. The information
received by GSA in these reports Is used
to develop and maintain energy con-
servation policles and guldelines for the
operation, procurement, and replace-
ment of motor yehicles, Because the con-
servation of energy is a matter of con-
tinuing importance, this regulation has
been developed to establish this report-
ing requirement on a permanent basis,

EFFECTIVE DATE: This regulation is
effective April 13, 1977,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-

TACT:
Mr. John 1. Tait, Director, Regula-
tions and Procedures Management
Division, Office of Customer Service
and Support, Federal Supply Service,
General  Services Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20406, 703-557-1914.

The table of contents for Part 101-38
is amended to include the following new
and revised entries:

101-38,100-1 Reporting forms,

101-38.102 Preparation of forms.

101-38.4001-1 Standard Form 82-D, Agen-
¢y Report of Sedan Data.

Subpart 101-38.1—Reporting Motor
Vehicle Data

1. Section 101-38.100-1 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-38.100-1 Reporting forms.
Federal agencies shall use Standard
Form €2, Agency Report of Motor Vehi-
cle Data, and Standard Form 82-D,
Agency Report of Sedan Data, to report

vehicle Inventory, cost, and operuting
data to GSA. Interagency Report Con-
trol Number 1102-GSA-AN has been g
signed to these reporting requirements
(Standard Forms 82 and 82-D are {11y
trated in §§ 101-38.4901 and 101-38.4601.
1, respectively.)

2. Bection 101-38.100-2 is revised aus
follows:

£101-38.100-2 Federal Motror Velicl,
Fleet Report.

From the data submitted by Pederal
agencies on Standard Forms 82 and 82-
D, GSA will compile the "“Federal Motor
Vehicle Fleet Report.” This report & a
summary of the data submitted on these
forms and is used to evaluate and ana-
lyze operations and management of the
Federal fleet. GSA supplles copies of this
report to Federal agencies and to other
organizations as requested.

3. Section 101-38.102 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-38.102 Preparation of forims.

The Standard Forms 82 and 8§2-D are
each divided into two sections, Section
1 of each form is for reporting data re-
lating to agency-held and -rented vehi-
cles. Federal agencies are 1o report data
in section I as holding agencies. using
agencles, or both, as appropriate. Section
II of each form 15 for reporting data for
large fleets of agency held vehicles. De-
talled instructions for preparing these
forms are located on the reverse of each
form.

4. Section 101-38.102-1 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-38,102-1

submission.

Each Federal agency, as holding
agency, using agency, or both, shall sub-
mit Standard Forms 82 and 82-D to GSA
not later than 75 days after the end of
the fiscal year.

5. Section 101-38.102-2 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-38.102-2 Reporting domestic and
foreign vehicles,

Agencies shall report data for domestic
fleets and foreign fleets on separnie
Standard Forms 82 and 82-D.

Subpart 101-38.49—Forms and Reports

Section 101-38.4001-1 is added as fol-
lows:

§ 101-38.4901-1 Standard Form 82-D,
Agency Report of Sedan Data.

Norx—The form Ulustrated in §10i-
$8.4901-1 is filed with the original document
(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 300; 40 USLC, 486(c)/)

Nore—The Goneral Services Adminisirs
tion has determined that this document doos
not coutain s major requiring prep:
aration of an Infistton Impect Statement
under Exeoutive Order 11821 and OMB Cl-
cular A-107.

Dated: April 1, 1977.

Rosert T. GRI¥FFIN,
Acting Administrator
of General Services,

[FR Doe.77-10704 Piled 4-12-77:8:45 o]

Reporting  period and
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Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER X—COMMUNITY SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

PART 1005—FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
ACT REGULATIONS

Change of Regional Office Address
Correction

In FR Doc. 77-9194, appearing on
page 16625 In the issue for Tuesday,
March 29, 1977, In the second paragraph
bemeath the signature, the address now
listed as “Box 3608" should be changed
to read “Box 36008".

Title 47—Telecommunication

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

[Docket No. 20661; FCC 77-206]
PART 76—CABLE TELEVISION SERVICES

Definition of a Cable Television System and
Creation of Classes of Cable Systems

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: The Federal Communica-
tions Commission amends its definition
of a cable television system to define n
system In terms of technical considera-
tions, reduces the number of rules cover-
Ing cable television systems with less
than 500 subscribers, and clarifies its
exemption from regulation for systems
serving multiple unit dwellings. These
dotlons are taken to reduce confusion
created by the old definition of a cable
televiston system and to reduce the
regulatory burden on small cable tele-
vision systems.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 16, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

James A. Hudgens, Policy Review and
Development Division, Cable Tele-
vision Bureau, Federal Communica-
tlons Commission, Washington, D.C.
20554 (202-632-6468).

Adopted: March 9, 1977.
Released: April 6, 1977,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. BACKGROUND

L. By Notice of Proposed Rule Making
1n Docket 20661, FCC 75-850, 54 FCC 2d
25 (1975) the Commission announced
Its intention to review and possibly mod-
lfy $76,51a) of its rules, which defines
4 "Cable Television System” as follows:

Cable television system (or CATV syxtem).
Any facllity that, in whole or In part, re~
ceives directly, or Indirectly over the air,
And amplifies or otherwise modifies the
Hgnals transmitting programs broadcast by
one or more television or radio stations and
distributes such signals by wire or cable to
subscribing members of the public who pay

»

;:f.:;cn service, but such term shall not
iancy L}
fewor

: {1) nuy such facility that scrves
s than 50 subscribers, or (2) any such
"‘“i“? that serves only tho residents of
Ohe or more apartment dwellings under com-
:‘%ﬁ ownership, control, or management,
u!‘- commercial establishmenta located on

'€ premises of such an apartment house.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Norz.—In general, each separate and dis-
tinot eommunity or municipal entity (In-
cluding unincorporated communities within
unincorporated areas and single, discrete,
unincaorporated areas) sorved by cable tele-
vision focllitios constitutes a separate cable
telovision system, even if there is a single
headend and identioal ownershipnof facilities
extending into several communities, See o.g.
Telerama, Ine., 8 FCC 24 585 (1086); Mission
Cable TV, Ine, 4 POC 2d 236 (19698).

2, As delineated in the Notice, the
reasons for this review of the Commis-
sion's definition of a cable televizion sys-
tem are two-fold: first, over eleven years’
experience with the present language
has resulted in numerous requests for in-
terpretations, and clariflcation 5 In or-
der, and, secondly, the Cable Television
Re-Regulation Task Force has recom-
mended to the Commission that the oc-
casion of the clarification be used as a
vehicle for certain deregulatory relief.
The Task Force has suggested that some
of the burdens of our cable television
rules may be removed from small systems
either through a change In the defini-
tion or through the adoption of a sepa-
rately defined class of small systems to
which only limited parts of the rules
would apply, and has further suggested
that additional regulatory relief may
be accomplished through modification
of the “separate community™ aspect of
the definition and through increased use
of the “headend” concept.

3. Accordingly, the Notice stated that
this proceeding would furnish an op-
portunity for reviewing all aspects of our
definition of a cable television system
and, in the course of the redefinition
process, serve as an appropriate vehicle
for considering the following matters as
well:

Recognition In the rules that cable
television systems, as technical and eco-
nomic units, do not stop at precise po-
litical community boundaries, and, ac-
cordingly, a consideration of regulatory
relief and possible changes in the defini-
tion's “separate community” and “head-
end"” concepts; .

Clarification of our /definition vis-a-vis
“MATV" systems serving multiple family
dwelling units; a consideration of ap-
propriate regulation for systems serving
large units; and a clarification of other
aspects of the definition such as pay-
ment; and

Rellef for small cable television sys-
tems from Inappropriate and burden-
some regulation through a change in
the existing 50 subscriber exemption or
the creation of a category of small cable
television systems to which only limited
regulation applies, or some combination
of both of these, and a related considera-
tion of the possible creation of a “recep-
tion only" class of cable systems.

4. Over 50 separate parties, represent-
ing a broad range of interests, filed com-
ments and/or replies in this proceeding.!

t'We note that several parties were unable
to make timely filings of thelr Initial com-
ments hereln; in view of the fact that the
malls were partially responsible for this re-
sult and becauss such comments were filed
many weeks prior to the replies herein, we

shall grant Iate acceptance of theso sub-

missions,
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The major cable and broadcasting trade
assoclations submitted their views—Na-
tional Cable Television Association,
Community Antenna Television Associa-
tion, National Association of Broad-
casters, and the Association of Maxi-
mum Service Telecasters. The ABC Tele~
vision Network submitted both comments
and reply comments. The National As-
sociation of Theatre Owners participated
in this proceeding as did major program
suppliers—MCA, Inc, and a joint filing
on behalf of Columbia Pletures, MGM,
20th Century-Fox, and United Artists,
Five state cable associations participat-
ed-—Arizona, California, Florida, Ken-
tucky, and Nebraska. State and local
regulatory agencies were represented-—
the State of Minnesota Cable Communi-
cations Board, the New York State Com-
mission on Cable Television, and San
Diego County. Numerous cable multiple
system operators made filings herein as
did numerous television station licensees
and the South Carolina Educational
Television Network. And, significantly,
many small, independent cable operators
submitted their views. Lengthy submis-
slons were made on behalf of the Citizens
for Cable Awareness in Pennsylvania
and the Philadelphia Community Cable
Coalition. Technically oriented organi-
zatiops also participated; RCA Cor-
poration, Jerrold Electronics Corpora-
tion, Theta-Com, and Comlab Corpo-
ration (U.S. Communities, Inc.) submit-
ted their views, as did the Manufactured
Housing Institute, a trade association
representing 80 manufacturers of mo-
bile and modular homes, Comments were
submitted on behalf of Mark Winkler
Management, Inc., the operator of a
large apartment complex in Alexandria,
Virginia, and by a California real estate
consultant. Comments also were filed by
a cable television audlence ratings orga-
nization, VideoProbelIndex, Inc. Many of
these participants directed their com-
ments only to one or two of the issues
treated herein, while others discussed the
entire panoply of subjects,

SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN

5. Based on an evaluation of the com-
ments received and our experience, we
have determined {o redefine what con-
stitutes a cable television system and
to create a class of small cable systems
for regulatory purposes. The actions
taken today may be briefly summarized.

The term “cable television system" will
be redefined to reflect the technological
and functional characteristics common
to all such systems.

Although the revised definition will
reflect the “headend” concept, the re-
mainder of the rules will not be amend
ed Ipso facto to apply on a systemwide,
rather than a per-community basis. To
clarify the applicability of those rules
intended to apply on a per-community
basis, the term “system community unit"
will be added to the rules.

The signal carrisge rules will con-
tinue to apply on a community-by-com-
munity basis, In cognizance of the bur-
den borne by system operators re-
quired to carry different signal comple-
ments on different units of a technical-
ly-integrated system, we have articulated
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the criteria we will apply In judging re-
quests for walvers. These include:

Whether the affected community (ies)
could feasibly obtain cable television
service without grant of the requested
waiver; i

Whether the remainder of the system
could be constructed if the affected seg-
ment were not;

The number and type of inconsistent
signals proposed for carriage;

Whether the inconsistent signals' car-
riage s mandatory in any segment of the
system;

The percentage of the local broadeast-
er's total service area affected;

The local broadeaster's financial con-
dition, if put in issue in the proceed-
ing;

The extent to which the market has
already been penetrated with cable car-
riage of the signal(s) in question;

The extent to which the system may
contemplate future expansion involving
similar waivers,

Section 76.54 of the rules will be
amended to permit the taking of one
prescribed audience survey per system,
rather than per community, to show that
a signal is significantly viewed.

To facilitate the natural extension of
existing systems, we shall apply the
cross-ownership proseriptions of Section
76.501 on a per-system basis.

The franchise standards and certifi-
cation rules will continue to apply on a
per-community basis.

Systems serving only subscribers in
one or more multiple unit dwellings
under common ownership, control, or
management and those with fewer than
50 subscribers will remain unregulated.

A class of smaller systems having be-
tween 50 and 499 subscribers will be cre-
ated to which only & limited number of
regulations will apply. These systems will
remain subject to the mandatory signal
carriage rules, will continue to have cer-
tain information reporting obligations,
and will remain subject to compliance
with the Commission's technical stand-
ards. They will be exempt from the re-
quirement that technical standard per-
formance tests be performed, from the
distant signal carriage limits, from the
franchise standards, from the public in-
spection file requirements, and from the
requirement that a certificate of compli-
ance be obtained. Other rules already do
not generally apply to systems of this
size (network nonduplication, syndicated
exclusivity, and access requirements) or
are expected to have little impact on
systems in this class. Systems exceeding
500 subscribers will not be grand-
{fathered, will have to come into full com-
pliance with the rules for larger systems,
and must be certified prior to serving
the 500th subscriber,

Simultaneously with the release of this
Report and Order a Further Notice of
Proposed Rule Making Is being issued
to consider and obtain additional com-
ment on whether the new lmited regu-
lations now applicable to systems of be-
tween 50 and 499 subscribers should be
extended to systems of between 500 and
999 subscribers.
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6. We shall present a subject-by-
subject summary of the comments deal-
ing with each of these matters, analyze
them and set forth our conclusions. We
will consider first the question of whether
the rules should apply to each system
as a technical and operational unit rather
than to each cable community separately.
Second, we will consider the question of
whether a de-regulated class of small
cable systems should be created. Finally,
we will consider questions relating to
the scope of the definition and whether
systems serving the residents of apart-
ment bulldings and similar establish-
ments should be brought within the
scope of the rules,

II. “CommuxNITY" VERSUS
DEFINITION

7. The first aspect of our definition to
be discussed is the “Note", which pro-
vides that for definitional purposes each
separate community shall be considered
to be served by a separate cable televi-
sion system, regardless of whether that
“system” s simply a segment of a
larger, technically-integrated [facility
serving several communities. At Para-
graph 40 of the Notice, we explained sev-
eral reasons why this approach had been
considered necessary. First, we sought to
assure the efficacy of our signal carriage
rules, and particularly to prevent the
spread of grandfathered, or otherwise
inconsistent, signals from one portion
of a technically-integrated system to
subsequently-built extensions thereof,
Additionally, the adoption of rules re-
quiring a complement of access channels
for each community located in & major
television market required that a cable
facility be separated into its community
components, as did the adoption of rules
on franchise standards. However, com-
ments received by the Re-Regulation
Task Force questioned the advisability
and necessity of retaining the “separate
community” provision. Accordingly, we
elicited comment as to whether and how
a cable television system might be re-
defined integrally, in terms of its tech-
nical configuration, rathér than sever-
ally, in terms of the individual commu-
nities served.

COMMENTS SUPPORTING
DEFINITION

8. Virtually all of the commenters fa-
vored amending the definition of a cable
television system to incorporate, for some
purposes, & technical or headend defini-
tion as opposed to a community defini-
tion. Most would abolish the separate-
community doctrine entirely, while sev-
eral would retain it for purposes of
compliance with our signal carriage
rules. Several of those favoring its dele-
tion would place specific mileage of pop-
lation lmitations on the definition for
signal carriage purposes.

9. Only two commenters expressed ap-
parent reservations about adoption of the
headend concept for definitional pur-
poses. The Kentucky CATV Association,
with whose remarks Vilas Cable, Inc.,
generally agrees, posits that a techni-
cally-integrated cable facility does not

“Hran-Exp"

“HEADEND''

nec constitute a "system" as the
subscribing public understands it; in-
stead, these commenters emphasize that
communities identify with their individ-
ual “system" instead. This reservation
over system nomenclature as not shared
by other cable interests commenting, who
support & shift to the headend concept
on the grounds that it reflects the reali-
ties of system planning and construction.
In support of this argument, several of
the commenters point to our recent
amendments of the exclusivity, access
and reporting rules, all of which now
utilize the headend concept.” Manhattan
Cable Television, Inc.. and Cablevision
Systems Corporation, among others,
argue that these recent rule amendments
exemplify the fact that the headend con-
cept Is & more realistic basis on which
to build the rules. The Minnesota Cable
Communications Board states that it re-
gards every community served off a sin-
gle headend as constituting part of one
cable communications system, and de-
clares that this method has proven ad-
vantageous in facilitating franchise
planning and in extending service to
rural communities, The New York State
Commission on Cable Teleyision, which
has also adopted a headend-type defini-
tion, concurs in its practicality and urges
us to amend our definition accordingly.

10. Other proponents of the headend
concept have concentrated their argu-
ments on the disadvantages of the sepa-
rate community concept, and urge that it
be abandoned. Central New York Cable
TV points out that the Commission’s pri-
mary concern in adopting the separate
community provision was to preyent the
extension of grandfathered or otherwise
inconsistent signals from smaller com-
munities to larger ones. However, Central
New York argues that the separate com-
munity provision has actually had the
opposite effect, and has instead prevented
existing systems from serving smaller,
outlying communities that cannot be eco-
nomically served by a separate system
or by the existing system providing s
different signal complement. Welch An-
tenna Company and Cablevision Systems
Corporation agree with Central New
York that deletion of the separate com-
munity provision would be unlikely o
cause mass system extension with in-
consistent signals because the commu-
nities already served are the large ones,
and because extension of service bevond
a B5-amplifier cascade is technically dif-
fleult because of progressive signal de-
gradation. ;

11. Different proposals for redefining
a cable television system in terms of
the headend concept have been submit-
ted. Cablevision Systems Corporation

tSee First Report and Order in D«}"_M‘
19005, FOO 75-413, 62 FOC 2d 5m’&3-}‘;
o !

(1075). Our access riles were amended sub-

w0 of the commentd 0
Report and Order in Docket
76-448, 59 FCC 24 378 (1978)-
Order in Docket 10968
24 1090 (1974)

£

;
i
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suggests that the present note be modi-
fied to provide that “in general,” a com-
monly-owned and technically-integrated
cable factlity serving more than one com-
munity from a single headend, either by
cable or microwave, constitutes a single
sable television system. Allen's Cable TV,
m a comment jointly filed with 68 other
cable systems, would redraft the note
1w provide that cable television facilities
sploying & single headend with an in-
wegrated distribution system, or a pri-
mary headend with subheadends or hubs
connected to the primary headend by
means of cable and/or other radio sig-
pale, and which are operated under com-
mon ownership and control, constitute
4 cable television system. While favor-
ing & headend-type definition. Theta-
Com maintains that the definition should
pe peutral with respect to technical con-
figuration, thus assuring system opera-
tors the freedom to choose that which
offers subscribers the best service.

12. A number of the proponents have
rsponded at length on the question of
whether and how the adoption of a
headend-type definition can be recon-
elled with other aspects of our rules,
most particularly our signal carriage
rules, At one end of the spectrum, Storer
Cable, Inc., would preserve the separate
community concept for signal carriage
purposes, Becker Communications would
alzo retain the separate community ap-
pronch for signal carriage purposes and
further suggests” that, where the ques-
tlon of different signal carriage in a por-
tion of u system is presented, the Com-
missionn evaluate the need for unified
signal carriage on the basis of the type
of technical integration, the number of
Inconsistent signals involved, the size of
the community, and so forth. Becker rec-
ommends that the rules be amended to
require submission of all such pertinent
documentation whenever it is proposed
10 extend an existing system into a com~
munity where its signal complement
would be inconsistent with the rules.
Where the record shows that the new sys-
tem could not be constructed unless its
signal carriage were the same as that
tarrled In other portions of the system,
Becker proposes that the new segment
be permitted to carry the same comple-
ment of signals. Where & system serves
communities located in different televi-
slon markets, Becker recommends that
the signal carriage rules applicable to the
fystem’s  headend apply throughout.
Sammons Communications and several
other multiple system operators, filing
Jomny, coneur in these remarks, Cable-
¥ision Systems Corporation would require
different levels of service only where the
System serves communities located in two
different major markets, and would do
5 cnly on an ad hoc basis. It proposes
that the applicable signal carriage rule
b determined on the basis of the total
irea served by the system, rather than
an the rules applicable to the headend
fommunity or the community ‘with the
largest population. Others recommend
Specific formulns to resolve signal car-
rlage issues In place of the separate com-
munity provision, Allen’s TV Cable et al.
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suggest that signal carringe be equalized
throughout all areas of a system within
20 miles of the headend and having a
population no greater than 10,000. Allen’s
notes that 20 miles is the natural limit
of a cable system using either CARS LDS
miorowave equipment or amplifiers, and
the 10,000 population figure s the equiv-
alent of 3,500 subscribers, the cutofl
figure for compliance with our new access
rules. Communications Properties, Inc,,
would permit the same signals to be car-
ried by a system within a 25-mile radius
of the original community served, and
would place a limit of 500 subseribers on
such extensions. As an alternative to its
main proposal, Cablevision Systems
Corporation would limit the definition of
a system for slgnal carriage purposes to
a 40-mile radius of the lead community.
At the opposite end of the spectrum, the
Arijzona Cable Television Association rec-
ommends that the headend concept be
used for all regulatory purposes, and that
the extension of grandfathered signals
into small adjacent communitics be per-
mitted. The Florida CATV Association,
Susquehanna Broadceasting Corporation,
and Cablecom-General, Inc., agree, and
Cablecom and Florida state that the
certification procedure will provide an
adequate method of monitoring system
development for potential abuses without
the more substantial inhibition contained
in the separate community limitation.
Indian River Cablevision would allow all
technically-integrated systems to carry
the same signal complement throughout,

~unless the system is transmitting signals

from its headend to a distant point
simply to avoid bullding a separate
headend.

13. A less obvious question raised is
whether a change should be made in the
method whereby special surveys may be
taken to show that signals are signifi-
cantly viewed in a community. Currently,
where a system serves two or more com-
munities § 76.5¢ (b) and (c) of the Rules
requires that prescribed audience surveys
be taken in every affected community to
determine whether the unlisted signals
are significantly viewed there. Video-
ProbeIndex, one company performing
audience surveys, points out that this
application of the separate community
limitation can be unduly burdensome to
some system operators, Specifically, VPI
states that taking the required survey
costs $30 per home, a cost that does not
vary with the size of the community
being surveyed. Thus, VPI avers that
systems serving smaller communities
bear a disproportionate burden in
taking such surveys, and declares that
the results of surveys in small communi-
ties are not always adequate even under
the best of circumstances. VPI urges that
such surveys are probably unnecessary
because most cabe television systems
have an effective radius of only 15 to 20
miles; therefore, under normal circum-
stances the signals significantly viewed
in a system'’s headend community will be
significantly viewed at its extremities as
well. Therefore, VPI recommends that
we amend our rules to permit the taking

of one survey for a technically-integrated
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system where (1) a contiguous or nearly
contiguous franchise area, with a radius
of 15 or 20 miles, is served by a single
headend, and (2) the individual com-
munities served do not exceed 5,000
households. The New York State Com-
mission on Cable Television concurs with
VPI's assessment and advocates that
signals significantly viewed in one county
be deemed significantly viewed in any
community outside or adjacent to it if
the affected communities are =erved by
a technically-integrated system.

14. Several of the commenters, includ-
ing the County of San Diego, Central
New York, and Cablecom-General, urge
that we amend our rules on certification
to permit the filing of one application for
certification per system instead of per
community. These commenters would
continue the present requirement of Sec-
tion 76.31 that a franchise or other ap-
propriate authorization be submitted for
each community to be served. Allen’s
Cable TV et al. are in basic agreement,
but urge that where one community
cannol grant a franchlise the system oper-
ator should be bound by the terms of the
franchise granted by the community
from which the system s expanding or
another adjacent franchise area. Only
where no franchising authority exists in
the area, Allen’s et al. insist, should the
operator’s adherence to an alternative
proposal be required. CSC recommends
that an abbreviated application, with
franchise, be filed for extensions of
existing systems,

COMMENTS OPPOSING DELETION OF SEPARATE
COMMUNITY PROVISION

15. As previously stated, most of the
commenters favor adoption of the head-
end concept for definitional purposes but
several vigorously oppose deletion of the
separate community provision. For in-
stance, the American Broadceasting Com-
pany proposes that the headend concept
be adopted for purposes of calculating
exemption levels under our various rules,
as we have done with respect to our ac-
cess and reporting requirements rules.
The Association of Maximum Service
Telecasters concurs in these remarks.
Specifically, ABC and AMST suggest
that “technical integration™ be defined,
as In the note to Section 76.161, as in-
tegration accomplished by a local cable
or microwave interconnection; satellite
or microwave networking to geograph-
ically separated systems would not con-
stitute technical integration. The named
parties would retain the separate com-
munity concept, however, arguing that It
Is necessary to preserve the integrity of
the signal carriage rules, AMST and
MCA, Inc. observe that the extension of
grandfathered signals from one commu-
nity to another was intended to be pre-
cluded regardless of the relative size of
the communities. Indeed, AMST notes
that many operators serve very small
communities from separate headends,
and fears that allowing the extension of
grandfathered signals may unduly prej-
udice franchisee selection in the exten-
sion community, The licensees argue
that complex mileage zone formulas
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to limit inconsistent signal carrlage
throughout an integrated system are un-
workable, and that the headend con-
cept is at odds with the market zone con-
cept. Pinally, AMST argues that other
rule revisions based on the headend con-
cept are no basis for weakening the sig-
nal carrisge rules; the signal carriage
rules look to specified areas and their
populations, rather than cable systems
happening to be in them. ABC and the
licensees woulld, however, contemplate ad
hoc walver of the signal carriage rules if
& headend-type definition were adopted.
The licensees would require a special
Justification and a showing of minimal
adverse impact on local broadcasters;
similarly, ABC would be “liberal” in
granting walvers of the signal carriage
rules where a showing of minimal ad-
verse impact is made.

DISCUSSION

16. The Commission’s definition of &
cable television sysiem possesses three
distinot elements. It first sets forth the
essential  technological characteristics
shared by all cable television facilities:
namely, they receive television broad-
cast signals, amplify or otherwise mod-
ify them, and distribute the signals to
subscribers. It then specifies several cat-
egorical exclusions. Facilities possessing
the stated technological characteristics
but lacking 50 paying subscribers are ex-
empted, as are so-called MATV (master
antenna television) facilities serving the
residents and commercial establishments
of commonly-owned apartment facilities.
A last qualification is imposed in the
separate ocommunity provision (See
“Note,” § 76.5(a) )

17, Obviously these qualifying ele-
ments do not determine whether or not
a given facility is a cable television sys-
tem in & technical sense. They reflect
instead certain public interest judgments
made by this Commission with respect
to regulating cable television systems.
For instance, cable facilities serving 50
or fewer subscribers were presumed (o
be too small and too few in number to
engender any realistic concern over
their potential impact on local over-the-
alr television, either singly or in the ag-
gregate, and thus the relative burden
such systems would bear in complying
with our rules would be excessive and
unnecessary. For this reason such cable
facilities were exempted from our defi-
nition, not because they could not rightly
be defined as “systems,” but because we
had determined that it would not serve
the public interest to regulate them as
such. The separate community concept
was adopted for policy reasons to insure
compliance with signal carriage rules
and was incorporated in the definition
when we adopted the current rules in
1972 for purposes of compliance with the
new access and franchise rules as well

18. Based on our experience with the
existing definition and a consideration
of the comments filed in this proceeding
we have decided to make a number of

changes in the definition to resolve some
ambiguities and make more understand-
able the terminology employed. The
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principal change is to delete from the
definition the Note following it which
specifies that each community will be
treated as having a separate cable sys-
tem. For those rules that we will con-
tinue to apply on a community-by-
community basis a new cable “system
community unit” defintion will be in-
cluded in the rules, (Para., 20, infra.)
The new general defintion is as follows:

Casre TELEVISION SYSTEM

A nonbroadcast facility conslsting of a
set of transmission paths and associated
signal generation, reception, and control
equipment, under common ownership
and control, that distributes or is de-
signed to distribute to subscribers the
signals of one or more television broad-
cast stations, but such term shall not
include (1) any such facility that serves
fewer than 50 subscribers, or (2) any
such facility that serves or will serve
only subscribers in one or more multiple
unit dwellings under common ownership,
control or management.

Aside from eliminating the separate
community note, a number of other
changes which we believe are useful have
also been made, The reasons for some of
these changes, such as the deletion of the
phrase “who pay for such service”, as
well as reasons why some of the changes
suggested were not made are discussed
further in this Report in reiation to the
question of what sotion should be taken
with respect to apartment house MATV
type systems, Other changes were an
effort to be more technically precise and
do not at this time have major substan-
tive consequences. Thus, substitution of
“assoclated signal generation, reception,
and contro! equipment” is a simple but
technologically precise way of describing
the hardware components of “any facil-
ity that, in whole or in part, recelives
directly or indirectly over the air, and
amplifies and otherwise modifies * * *
(television broadcast) signals” This
more general terminology thus describes
the hardware in question In comprehen-
sive terms, making it unnecessary to in-
clude a variety of specific terms such as
single and primary headends, subhead-
ends, hubs, and so forth, in an sttempt
to achieve the same inclusiveness, Be-
cause it was not definitionally significant
we have also eliminated carriage of radio
broadcast programming as an element
of the amended definition. The chief
function of most cable television sys-
tems, at present, Is the retransmission of
television broadcast signals and, indeed,
it is upon this “ancillary to broadcast-
ing" function that our jurisdiction over
cable television was first exercised.”
Many cable systems do not carry radio
broadcast signals, and none of those that
do features them as {ts primary service
offering. The same situation presently
pertains to carriage of cablecast pro-
gramming, We therefore find it appro-
priate not to include the provision of
either radio broadcast or cablecast pro-

' United Siates v. Southwestern Cable
Company, 362 U.S. 1567 (1968). See also U.S. v.
Midwest Video Corp., 406 US. 649 (1672).

gramming as an essential constituent of
a cable television system. Naturally,
should the type of service offercd pre.
eminently by cable television systems
change in ensuing years to feature either
radio broadcast or cablecast program-
ming, we may revisit our definition and
amend it appropriately.

19. Another important amendmeoent o
our definition is accomplished by sub-
stituting the term “a set of transmission
paths™ for “by wire or ecable” The
amended language has the advantege of
anticipating new developments in system
interconnection, thus obviating the need
to revisit the definition to make con-
tinuing adjustments. The new defini-
tion's neutrality respecting technical
configuration will allow system operators
the flexibility to design the type of sys.
tem best suited to the needs of sub-
scribers in a given area while permitting
us the latitude to fashion all or any part
of our rules to apply to any current or
future type of cable television system, as
the public interest may require. To as-
sure that the technological neutrality of
the amended definition is not interpreted
to include such non-cable television
broadcast station services as Multipoint
Distribution Systems, common carrier
network-to-afliiate station program
transmission links, telephone lease-back
arrangements, or other specialized com-
mon carrier services, we have adopled &
separate definition of “subscriber,” as
follows:

Subseriber: A member of the peneml
public who receives broadcast progromming
distributed by & cable telovislon system and
does not further distribute 1t.

The term “subscriber” Includes the
occupants of one or more multiple-
occupancy buildings who recelve signals
distributed by an MATYV system that 15
interconnected to a cable television sys-
tem for this purpose. Where a cable tele-
vision system’s rates for this service are
charged on a bulk-rate basis, the actual
number of subseribers served shall con-
tinue to be computed in the manner
prescribed in Section 1.1116 (b) of the
Commission’s rules,

20. Having determined that it is appro-
priate to define a cable television sysiem
in technical terms, we also find it useful
to define, for purpose of those rules
which will continue to be applied on &
community-by-community basis, a term
describing that part of a system which
is located within a single community
This definition is as follows:

System Community Unit (communily
unit): That portion of a cable televieon
systom that operates or will operate within
n separnte _and distinct communlity or
municipal entity (Inclading unincorporated
communities within unincorported #eas
and Including single, diacrete uninoorpor ated
nreu). -

21. Effect of redefinition on other rulss
The various sections of the cable e
vision rules adopted in 1972 continue.
of course, to reflect the definitiod
adopted at that time, and thus treal the
term “system” as being coextensive with
“community.” In deleting the separai
community concept from the definition,
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we may affect the applicability of one or
more of these other rules, Moreover, in
amending the medium of interconnec-
tion in the definition from “wire or
cable” to “a set of tra on paths,”
we potentially render all cable facilities
interconnected by  privately-owned
microwave one system for regulatory
purposes. This, In turn, could have an
offect on the applicability of the access,
exclusivity, and equal employment op-
portunity rules, the jurisdictional limits
of which are based on the size of a tech-
nleally-integrated system as & whole.

22. Signal carriage rules. Our first area
of concern is the extent to which our
signal carriage rules may be affected by
deletion of the separate community con-
cept from the definition. We must em-
phasize that this change in the definition
does not change the signal carriage rules
at sll. By their own terms our
carriage rules are applicable on a com-
munity-by-community * basis, and de-
leting the separate community proviso
from the definition does not affect that.
We do not agree with the views of several
of the proponents that identical signal
carringe ought to be permitted through-
out all portions of any technically-
Integrated system regardless of the ap-
plicable signal carriage rules.

Over-the-air television relles on local
audience support for its continued exist-
ence. Where a portion of this audience
resides In communities served by a cable
television system, the limitations con-
tained in our signal carriage rules are
designed to assure the local broadcaster’s
continued viability by providing for car-
riage of the local station on the system
while limiting the number of distant sig-
nals imported to that whose competition
the local station presumably can with-
stand. Accordingly, retention of the sep-
arate community concept in our signal
carriage rules is necessary.

23, We are not insensitive to the bur-
den borne by the system operator where

'Common carrler microwave service inter-
connecting commonly-owned cable television
factiities cannot render the facllities to be
one system. Our revised definition specifies
that the “transmission paths and associsted
« Hgnal generation, reception and control
fquipment” must be “under common owner-
ship and control*™

'The meaning of the term “community’ 48
uted In the ruless a matter which we have
idicated must be determined on n case-by-
i basls depending on the ciroimstances
Jvolved, See Second Report and Order in

Cket 16071, FCC 66-220, 2 FOC ad 725, para.
140 (1964). The definition is usually colnel-
dent With a munieipal boundary, but that is
?u!_minys the case. See Telerama, Ino, 3 FCC
.{ :'»85 (1966) and Mission Cable TV, Inc., 4
fl.c 24 238 (1968) (the cases cited in the
;1‘::'0~ 1o the present cable television system
- inition) . See also Calpert Telecommunica~

ons Corp, PCO 74-1005, 49 FOC 24 200
ln.om. Because the term community s used
:P_secnnu 307(b) of the Communicstions

"+ there has been some Judicial and Com-

context. See eg.,
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different signal carriage rules apply in
different communities served by one
technically-integrated system, The
necessity of obtaining and maintaining
the equipment required to provide dif-
ferent levels of service within one system
is translated Into added costs incurred by
the system operator and passed along to
subscribers. The assumption necessarily
made in imposing such burdens on the
system ls that they are required to insure
that the local broadeaster will not suf-
fer a worse burden of adverse competi-
tive impact,

24, In & series of opinions centering on
the issue of whether to waive our signal
carriage rules in such instances to permit
the carringe of Inconsistent signals in all
portions of a techuically-integrated sys-
tem, we have sought to apply the test of
balancing the burden of compliance with
the public-interest need for compliance.
In each situation we have ascertalned the
cost of compliance and, where it is dis-
proportionate either because the system
is very small," or because trapping out the
inconsistent signals is technologically
difficult and prohibitively expensive,’ and
because the potential impact of Incon-
sistent signal carriage is minimal' we
have granted walvers, The problems
posed In determining whether or not to
waive our signal carriage rules to permit
carriage of the same signal complement
throughout a technically-integrated sys-
tem thus existed under our old definition,
and they will persist under the new. Be-
cause deletion of the separate community
provision likely will increase attention to
the grounds for walver, we find it ap-
propriate to discuss briefly the difficulties
we percelve in the signal-trapping proc-
ess and enunciate the factors we will con-
sider in evaluating whether a waiver of
the rules is warranted.

25. The problem of deleting, or “trap-
ping," inconsistent signals from a seg-
ment of a system varies, depending on
the system'’s technical configuration, its
channel array, and whether signals have
to be deleted and/or added to comply

with the applicable signal carrisge rule. -

The cost of the traps similarly varies, and
so does their effectiveness, For instance,
traps may cost as little as $10 per chan-
nel in the low-band channels, but these
inexpensive traps have significant draw-
backs. These traps typically allow all the
audio portion of the programming and

*See, eg. Micro-Cable Communications
Caorp. d/b/a Florida Cablevision (8t Lucle
Village, Floridn), FCC 75-45, 50 FCC 2d 804
(1975).

T See, e.g., Hoosler Hills Cable Co. (Orleans,
Ind.), FOC 75-205. 51 FCC 2d 1137 (1078),
Eranting recons. of FCC 74-842, 48 FCC 2d
138 (1974); Sammons Communications, Ine.
d/b/a Turlock Cabdlevision (Unincorporated
ares 7 of Stanislaus County, Cal.), FCC 74~
973, 48 FCC 2d 1105 (1974), granting recous.
of FOC 73-362, 40 FCC 2d 462 (1073).

*See, eg., Hoosier Hills and Micro-Cable,
supra; see also Clearview Cable TV (Lynn
Haven, Fla.), FOC 75-1266, 56 FCC 24 739
(1975).
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some residue of the video to be received.
Thus, not only I5 the programming not
totally deleted, but the system operator
receives complaints and requests for
service from subscribers who believe
their receivers are malfunctioning. For
this reason, many operators do not use
them. To completely delete both audio
and video, the price of the traps increases
to between $1,000 and $4,000 per channel.
Where deletion of signals from channels
in the higher band is involved, however,
the cost of full video and audio trapping
Jumps to a minimum of $3,000 to $4,000
per channel. These devices are prone to
malfunction when the weather changes
suddenly; to assure satisfactory per-
formance regardless of climatic condi-
tions, it Is likely that a subheadend must
be Installed. Installation of a subheadend
in turn entails construction of a building
to house the necessary equipment, and
the costs of land acquisition and con-
struction generally make compliance to
this extent an Impossible burden for
many systems.” Where compliance with
the signal carriage rules would require a
signal to first be deleted and then rein-
troduced, a subheadend is again required.
In this situation, the usual subheadend
costs mentioned are increased by the cost
of microwave or cable to transmit the
signal to the subheadend and processors
with which to reintroduce it into the
system. These total costs would be pro-
hibitive for all but the very largest of
systems.™

26. In deciding whether to waive our
signal carriage rules to eliminate the
necessity of trapping, we attempt to
analyze each situation by applying the
traditional balancing test of cost of com-
pliance versus necessity of compliance.
That is, the cost of trapping is estimated
and then contrasted with the necessity
for compliance as demonstrated by the
likelihood of the inconsistent sienals
producing an adverse impact on local
broadeasting. From this perspective it is
apparent that the {ssue we seek to isolate
is whether the burden of compliance on
the cable operator is warranted, regard-
less of its magnitude, Thus, the fact that
in certain situations traps may cost less
than $1,000 to provide may not be deter-
minative. Even where the cost is not ex-
cessive, the unevenness of the trap’s per-
formance—coupled with the possibility
that the inconsistent signals’ carriage
will cause little or no impact on local
broadcasting—could make installing the
traps needlessly burdensome. Because
the specific factors weighed in reaching
a decision on whether or not to waive the
signal carriage rules have not been com-
prehensively articulated to date, we find
it appropriate in the context of this dis-
cussion to do so.

27. We first look to the cost of compli-
ance to predict whether the affected area

¥ See Hoosier Hills, supra.

" See Pioncer Cableviston Corporation (Vil-
lage of Endicott, New York), FCC 75-1140,
56 PCC 2d 111 (1975); see also Sammons,
supra.
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could feasibly obtain cable service with-
out grant of the requested waiver.” In
so doing we shall eliminate at the outset
those systems having such a large sub-
scriber potential that compliance with
the rules is not only attainable but also
necessary, because of the potentially sub-
stantial impact on local broadcasting.*
A related factor which we would also
consider is whether construction of the
remainder of a technically-integrated
system would be possible If the affected
area were not constructed because the
walver request was denled. This, of
course, is the converse of the first prop-
osition: if denial of the waiver would
result in a system’s not being construct-
ed, there Is no reason to differentiate
between whether the portion of the sys-
tem that will fall is the portion with the
inconsistent signals or that on which sig-
nal carriage would have been consistent.

28. Where the system likely would not
be built absent walver, we must inquire
further whether so extreme a result Is
nevertheless necessary to protect local
stations, Conversely, even where the cost
of cable system compliance would not be
prohibitive, it is proper to inquire
whether even that relatively small bur-
den s warranted in the public interest.
Thus, we shall Jook further to see the
number and nature of inconsistent sig-
nals proposed for carriage, and whether
their carriage is mandatory in eny other
community served by the system. Waiv-
ers seeking carriage of larger numbers of
inconsistent signals, for example, might
be harder to sustain than those proposing
carriage of only one Inconsistent signal,
or & signal subject to substantial deletion
under our network or syndlcated exclu-
sivity rules. We shall also ascertain the

proceeding, and the likelihood of its being
able to withstand the proposed distant
signal importation.” The weaker the lo-
cal station the more important it may be
that inconsistent signal carriage be pre-
vented regardless of the cost to the sys-
tem operator; conversely, where the local
station s very strong, it may be need-
Jessly burdensome to require the system
operator to sustain the burdens of sub-
seriber dissatisfaction, lower penetration,
and technical unevenness entailed in
providing even the simplest traps. Fi-
nally, we shall consider the extent of
existing market penetration with the in-
consistent signals, and whether the sys-

n See, e.g., Hoosier Hills, supra. "The mini-
mum standard of proof for walvers of this
type would be specific and substantiated data
clearly showing that the cholce Is between
(inconsistent signal carriage) for the oxpan-
sion system or no service at all * « *~ Pioneer
Cablevirion, supra at 115,

1 Spe, eg., Telco Cablevision of the Town-
ship of Ocean, Ine. (Township of Ocean, New
Jersey), FCC 75-168, 57 FCC 2d 578 (1975).

"With respect to noncommercial educa-
tional television stations, somewhat different
considerations may be involved. See og.,
Colby-Bates-Bowdoin Edwucattonal Telecast-
ing Corp. v. F.C.C., Case No. 7571425 (1st Cir,,
April 20, 1876,)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

tem plans any further expansion of such
signals. In the latter respect, we shall
seek to prevent a system’s using one
waiver as grounds for bootstrapping it-
self into successive walvers.” Similarly,
where previous market penetration with
inconsistent signal carriage can be shown
to have produced a marked adverse ef-
fect upon a local licensee, we will deny a
walver request, however meritorious it
may otherwise appear.™

29. Analyzing each request for walver
of our signal carriage rules in accord-
ance with the factors enumerated above
should produce & rational and consistent
balancing of the Interests of the system
operator wishing feasibly to extend ex-
isting service to outlying communities
and local broadcasters fearing sizable
cable encroachments on their markets,
In granting such waivers in the past, we
consistently have held that the petition-
ing cable system bears the burden of
making & convincing showing on the cost
of compliance and the lack of public in-
terest therefor.” This will continue to be
0. We expect applicants for waivers to
submit specific and verified factual data
on the cost of complying with our rules,
and to show how this cost is excessive.
Where the cost of compliance is not such
that compliance is impossible, but simply
unwarranted because the danger of ad-
verse economic impact to local broad-
casters is slght, we will require the ap-
plicant to offer facts sufficient to prove
this point. Above all, we will require ap-
plicants for waivers to demonstrate by
means of maps or other persuasive
showings that the waiver requested will
not be followed by others for the same
system. We are concerned that our
waiver procedure not be subverted into
a means of achieving successive walvers
which would not have been granted if
requested at one time. To this end, we
shall require that applicants for walver
document the fact that, in requesting a
waiver, the entirety of the system’s
planned development has been consid-
ered and that no further extensions of
the same system, requiring further waiv-
ers, are contemplated. At a minimum, we
will expect the applicant to submit his
master construction plan, illustrating ex-
{sting communities and planned future

“In granting waivers of this nature we
regularly require a showing that the number
of potential subscribers affected is clearly de-
fined and that the same arguments will not
load to unlimited extension of the Inconsist-
ent sigoals. See, eg., Pioneer Cablevision
Corporation, supra.

» Simlarly, where carriage of o signal con-
sistent with our Rules can be shown lkely to
produce a deleterious effect on a local broad-
caster, certification will not be granted. Big
Yalley Cablevision, Ine., PCO 73-1245, 44 FCC
24 3 (1973), modifying FCC 73-187, 38 FCC
2d 642 (1973); recons, denfed FOC 74-047, 48
FOC 24 94 (1074), remanded for further pro-
ceeding, Big Valiey Cablevision, Inc, v. FCC,
Civil No. 74-1961 (D.C. Cir. January 12, 1976).
Compare Clearview Cabdle TV (Lynn Haven,
Fla.), PCC 75-1268, 56 FOC 2d 739 (1975).

» See, e.g., Micro-Cadle Communications
Corp. d/b/a Valley Telecasting Co. (Somer-
won, Arizona), FCC 74-428, 46 PCC 2d 613
(1974): Lime Cablevigion Co. (Elida, Ohlo),
PCC 74-1300, 52 FCC 2d 1016 (1974).

development. This will be regarded ay o
conclusive representation of the full ex.
tent of planned system construction, ang
it will be retained and referred to in the
event a future waiver is requested, Appli-
cants seeking successive walvers must
submit, in addition to the verified factual
data discussed previously, clear and con-
vincing proof that the need for the fur-
ther waiver could not have been foreseen
at the time the original walver request
was filed. Although these standards may
appear rigorous, we deem them neces-
sary. Our signal carriage rules are the
core _ot our regulatory program for cable
television, and thus we find this burden
‘of proof justified. Of course, local broad-
casters remain free to object to any
walver request,

30. Syndicated and network program
exclusivity rules. The syndicated and
network program exclusivity rules are
like the signal carriage rules in that they
apply to systems on a community-by-
community basis, but differ in that sys-
tems having fewer than 1,000 subscribers
are exempt from compliance, This reg-
ulatory approach is sound, we think, be-
cause it protects local broadcasters {rom
the possible adverse impact of cable car-
riage of duplicating signals while placing
the burden of protection on those cable
facilities having sufficient size to bear
it. The question of whether or not to
waive the excluslvity rules to permit a
technically-integrated system to pro-
vide a signal with the same degree of
protection t 15 similar In
some respects to the question of whether
to waive the signal carriage rules In like
situations. In both situations we apply
the same balancing test of cost of com-
pliance versus necessity for compliance,
because the costs and burdens of signal
trappings are involved in both In-
stances.”

31. Significantly viewed signals, As In
the case of the signal carriage rules,
eliminating the te community
limitation from the definition will pro-
duce no effect on § 76.54 (b) and (¢) of
the rules, which prescribe the method
for showing that stations in operation in
1972 but not listed in Appendix B of the
Reconsideration, are significantly viewed
in the cable community. Like the signal
carriage rules, this section specifies com-
pliance on & community-by-community
basis. Unlike the signal carriage rules,
however, we find the separate com-
munity requirement in § 76.54 (b) and
(¢) serves no overriding public purpose
We are persuaded that: (a) the cost
saving to the cable operator myolved In
making this change may be significant
(b) the information gained through
having a separate suryey for each com-
munity s not great; and (¢) there is 10
inherent bias in this change, eitber fof
the introduction of more signals or 107

i See, 0.8, Hamburg TV Cabie, Inc. (Ham:
burg, Pennsylvania), FOC T4-376, 46 ¥CC 24
552 (1074); TelePrompTer of Florido, Inc.
(Polk County, Florida), FCC 76-106, 51 FCC
24 195 (1975): Harrisburg Cablevision (M-
dletown, Pennsylvanda), FCC 74-200, 45 FCL

‘2d 863 (1874),
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s reduction in the number of signals
jikely to achieve significantly viewed
status. The surveys taken will, in any
event, remain considerably more specific
than the county data which we relled on
m the Cable Television Report and
order, and which is the standard unit
of data commonly employed by television
stations and advertising agencles. For
these reasons, plus the additional fact
that techinology imposes a practical limit
on the reach of all systems, we are per-
waded to permit such technically-
integrated systems to take one survey per
syster rather than one survey per com-
munity in complying with §76.5¢4 (b)
and (¢), and these paragraphs will be
amended aecordingly.

In the absence of objections thereto,
we shnll presume the results valid for
each community served by the system.
Of course, any of the parties served with
notice of the prospective survey pursuant
to §76.54(¢c) remain free to voice any
objections or reservations to the system
operaior, and may renew them subse-
quently in the context of an objection to
an application for certification to carry
the disputed signal. We will presume the
regularity of the resulfs of surveys taken
In accordance with these procedures.
Thus, objections to the results of such
surveys must allege facts sufficlent fo
rebut the presumption of regularity.

32, Franchise standards. EUminating
the separate community concept from
the definition could render the applica-
bility of §76.31 ambiguous, In that this
section requires a “system” to have an
appropriate local authorization. We shall
amend § 76.31 to the extent necessary to
clarify its continued applicability on a
community-by-community basis, This,
of course, 1s entirely consistent with the
purpose of that section as well as with
eficient administrative practice. We re-
quire that a franchise or other appro-
priate non-federal authorization be ob-
tained prior to processing an application
for certification to insure the integrity
of our certification procedure, to assure
that all necessary non-federal require-
ments have been met by the applicant
before this Commission’s authorization
¥ granted. Matters of preeminent federal
concern are established by § 76.31 for

“lusion in the franchizse, Because fran-
ises are usuyally granted by each com-
munity served by the system, we shall
continue the applicability of § 7631 ona
per-community basis.™ Whether the

————

"Consideration of possible substantive

:h:nr: es In Section 7631 s currently the
D fec

of a separats proceeding; Notice of
Proposed Rule Making In Docket 21002, FCO
g ) PCC 2d (1978) . Pursuant

onjunction with an application for
certification, altha the franchise stand-
frds of Section 76.31 remain in effect. Id. at
pams. 36. This polley also applies to the sub-
mision of aiternative proposals for com-
pllance with the substance of Section 76.31
w ‘:l'.\mnonn wWhere no franchising authority
j‘;“’-:- See ¢.4., Mahoning Valley Cablevision,
& Ustintown Townabip, Ohlo), FCO 73-347,

PCO 24 430 (1973); Better-View Cable
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ifranchises granted to systems having
fewer than a stated number of sub-
scribers should be held to striet com-
pliance with the provisions of § 76.31, or
to some lesser standard, s a different
question, addressed at para, 64 infra.
33. Certification process. Deleting the
separate community limitation from the
definition also affects §§ 76.11 and 76.13,
which require “systems’ to apply for and
be granted certificates of compliance. Ab-
sent clarifying language, these sections
could be read to intend that one appli-
cation for certification be filed per sys-
tem rather than per community, 85 pres-
ently done, and indeed several comment -
ers urge this to be desirable. However,
because we are retaining the separate
commumnity approach insofax as the ap-
plicability of our signal carriage and
franchise rules are concerned, we find it
most practicable administratively to re-
tain the requirement that a separate ap-
plication for certification be filed for
each dommunity served by a system. Be-
fore making this determination we care~
fully explored the possible effects of per-
mitting one conzolidated application to
be filed and of issuing one certificate of
compliance to grant it either totally or,
if necessary, in part, This approach im-
presses us as unwildy, Issuing one cer-
tificate of compliance for several com-
munities, with several corresponding ex-
piration dates and perhaps different sig-
nal complements, could prove impossibly
confusing, particularly if the certificate
were required to be amended to add or
delete signals, include new communities,
and so forth. In sum, given the fact that
our key signal carriage and franchise
rules aire still applicable on a community -~
by-community basis and that, for this
reason, issuance of separnte certificates
of compliance is also advisable, we find
that allowing the filing of consalidated
applications would not promote ease of
administration or be cost-effective for
the Commission or for the applicant. We
shall therefore retain our present appli-
cation procedure.” We should emphasize
that our procedure of certificating cable
felevision systems on a community-by-

community basis does not, in itself, an-

Vision, (Green District, Oregon), FCC 74-
1065, 46 FCC 2d 103 (1974): Village CATV,
Inc., (Bella Vists Village, Arkansas) , POC 74~
642, 47 PCC 24 052 (1074); Leacom, Inc.,
(Playas, New Mexico), FCC 74-1358, 50 FCC
2d 381 (18974): Sanwick Cabievision, Ing,
(Sudden Valley, Washington), FCC 74-888,
42 FCC 2d 015 (1974); See also V-R Corpora-
tion of Virginia. (Unincorporated portions of
Carroll County, Virginia), FCC 75-385, 52
FCC 24 719 (1970).

* A technical change will be made {n the
certification rules to make it clear that we
will continue the policy of not regquiring a
certificate for those community units with
fewer than 50 subscribers even though these
are part of & system with more than 50 sub-
seribers. We will also not require these
“fewer than 50 subscriber’ units in opera-
tion prior 1o the effective date of these rule
changes to otherwise comply with the signal
carriage limitations until the 50th subscriber
is connectedt. Newly commencing operations
will be required to comply from the oltset
unless otherwise exempted,
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swer whether the cable facility In ques-
tion constitutes one or several systems
for purpeses of complying with other
sections of our rules, such a8 access, £x~
clusivity, ete. Where a particular certi-
fication or special relief proceeding spe-
cifically raisés this substantive issue we
shall resolve it as deseribed gt parn. 38,
infra.

34. Cross-ownership. Section 76.501
prohibits the cross-ownership of co-
located television brondceast stations and
cable television systems, Section 76.501
fa) (2) prohibits co-ownership of a tel-
evision broadeast station whose predicted
Grade B contour overiaps “in whole or
in part the service area of the system
(Le,, the area within which the system
is serving subscribers)," and § 76.501(8)
(3) prohibits cross-ownership between o
system and & television transiator station
“licensed to the community of such sys-
tem."” Both of these provisions reflect the
separate community concept. We now be-
lieve it appropriate to use the new in-
tegrated system definition for purposes of
the cross-ownership rules. The principal
result of this will be to permit those sys-
tems with existing cross-interests that
are not subject to the divestiture require-
ment to fill out their operations by de-
veloping contiguous communities that
are a logical part of their operations
from a technical point of view,

While we recognize that some addi-
tional cross-owned cable service may re-
sult as a consequence of this change, we
believe whatever adverse consequences
might result from this are more than
outweighed by the potential benefits to
the publie in the form of more economi-
cal and eficient service from the techni-
cal completion of existing cross-owned
sysiems,

35. Technical standards. Deletion of
the separate community proviso from the
definition could also affect the applica-
bility of our technical standards, § 76.601
et seq. In this respect we wish to note
that a pending rulemaking proceeding
will resolve the issue of which technical
unit appropriately constitutes a “sys-
tem" for purposes of measuring compli-
ance with our technical standards. No-
tice of Proposed Rulemaking in Docket
20766, FCC 76-310, 58 FCC 2d 1035
(1976) . Accordingly, the action taken to-
day in amending the definition of a cable
television system is not determinative of
the applicability of § 76.601. This Issue
will be resolved separately in the pending
rulemaking proceeding.

36. Access, exclusivity and nonduplica-
tion, and equal employment opporiunity
rules. In saine respects our rules already
unticipate the appropristeness of apply-
ing some rules, not to each cable system
as defined by community boundaries, but
to each system as & technical or eco-
nomic unit., The channel capacity and
nccess rules apply to:

Any conglomerate of commonly-owned and
technically-integrated cable television sys-
tems having a total of 3500 or more sub-
scribers * * * Sectiona 76.252 and 78.256.

Likewise, we have exempted from com-
pliance with the syndicated program ex-
clusivity and network nonduplication
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rules: “cable systems serving fewer than
1,000 subscribers or * * * a conglomerate
of commonly-owned and technically-
integrated systems serving fewer than
1,000 subscribers.” Sections 76.95(h) and
76.161. Some parts of the equal employ-
ment opportunity rules refer to employ-
ment units as well as cable television sys-
tems. Section 76.311(b) (3) . For purposes
of our Annual Financial Report (Form
326) a consolidated form, in certain cir-
cumstances, may be filed for systems
under common ownership and managed
as & single operating entity. No change
in the substantive application of these
rules is contemplated by the revised
definition, although they will be
amended where appropriate to conform
them to the new terminology we are now
adopting. Any EEO amendment should
await the outcome of the pending pro-
ceeding in Docket 20829 (60 FCC 2d 618).

37. The rules do not now require sys-
tem operators to file an annual report
(FCC Form 325) for any system com-
munity unit serving fewer than 50 sub-
scribers. With the adoption of a head-
end-oriented definition and with the
creation of different classes of systems
based on total number of subscribers
served, it has become most important for
regulatory purposes that our records re-
flect as accurately as possible the size of
each system in its entirety. Without re-
ceiving annual reports on every com-
munity a system serves, the Commission
would have no means of ascertaining the
total number of subscribers any system
actually has. We therefore find it appro-
priate to require henceforth that an
annual report be filed for each system
community unit regardiess of the num-
ber of subscribers served. We do not be-
lieve that the augmented filing require-
ment will place an undue burden on the
system operator, since In most cases only
the first two portions of the form, con-
taining information on the community
and number of subscribers served and
signals carried, need be completed and
returned; the more extensive informa-
tion on ownership may simply be cross-
references to the complete “master”
form filed for the chiel community
served by the system. Therefore, because
the extra filing burden is minimal and
because the information obtained is nec-
essary for the new regulatory program
we are adopting, we shall require the
fililng of an annual reporting form for
each system community unit served.™*

38. Interconnection Problems. Under
the new definition of system, it should
pe clear that all trunk and distribution
cable operating off one headend Is a
single cable television system. More diffi-
cult definitional problems arise when
contiguous population centers are served
by cable facilities connectéd by micro-

»AIn conjunction with the amendments
to the rules indicated at paragraphs 18-37
and consistent with our recent adoption of
a separate definition of "system operator”
(FCC 76-1110, adding new Sectlon 76.5(11) ),
we shall further amend the rules to sub-
stitute the torm “system operator” for “sys-
tem,” wherever appropriate,
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wave facilities, or Interconnected by
cables that relay only a small part of the
overall communications each distributes
to its subscribers. In particular, the im-
proved technical performance, added
flexibility, and costs saving enabled by
use of multi-channel local microwave
distribution systems now make it com-
mon for systems to be constructed with
multiple headends or subheadends con-
nected by microwave radio links. If these
facilities are under common ownership,
are technically integrated, are reason-
ably contiguous, and are generally man-
aged as a unit, we believe it appropriate
to define them as parts of a single sys-
tem. We recognize that certain cases will
arise where the applicabllity of the defi-
nition may not be clear. There may be
commonly-owned facilities many miles
apart that share common microwave
service and may, in some respects, re-
ceive common management services,
Within the bounds specified, we believe
it appropriate to leave the initial judg-
ment to the system operator as to how
the facilities involved conform to the
definition. This judgment will be subject
to review either in the certificate of com-
pliance process or, if raised, In special
relief or enforcement proceedings to as-
sure that the judgment made is a rea-
sonable one,

III. EXCEPTIONS TO THE DEFINITION

39, Historically, we have excluded from
the cable television system definition
and, hence, from the coverage of our
cable television regulations certain types
of facilities which like cable systems are
engaged in the distribution by wire of
television broadcast signals to members
of the public. Those operations with
fewer thgn 50 subscribers have been ex-
cluded, as have facilities serving apart-
ment buildings and those where there
is no payment for the service provided.
In our view, certain exemptions are en-
tirely proper. Accordingly, we consider
below not only whether to continue in
effect the previous exceptions but also
the new proposals for regulatory relief
set forth In the Notice herein. The fol-
lowing broad areas will be treated: the
element of payment; the appropriate ex-
emption level; the creation of a class of
small cable systems; consideration of a
“reception only” class of system; and the
appropriate regulatory approach for
Master Antenna Television (MATV)
Systems serving multiple family dwelling
units,

PAYMENT

40. Since 1966, the cable television defi-
nition has applied only to systems dis-
tributing signals “to subscribing mem-
bers of the public who pay for such serv-
fces.” ™ Over the years we have inter-
preted this language to include indirect
as well ns direct payment. As.we sum-
marized in the Notice:

In short, we have not found the manner
of payment to be of jurisdictional signifi-
cance. For definitional purposes, it does not

» Second Report and Order In Dockets
14895, 16233, and 15871, PCC 66-220, 2 FCC
24 725 (1968).

matter whother the payment ls separate or
combined with a general service, recreationa)
or rental fee, whether tho payment is made
directly or through some Intermediary such
a8 n homeowners assoclation, whether the
payment is In the form of a capital contri-
bution or service fee, or whether the bulk
payment 1§ made for & number of subscribers
rather than an individual psyment for such
subscriber,

However, we further observed in our No-
tice that several parties had suggested
the Commission not interpret the ele-
ment of payment so strictly and should,
for example, permit an exemption
where cable service Is only an unspeci-
fied portion of & management fee or is
made to & non-profit corporation. We
observed:

The rationale of such comments i thst
such parties do not intend to engage in the
“eable television business.” often do not seek
to make a profit from such service, and often
furnish only an off-the-alr reception service
While wo understand the desire not to be
subject to our regulations, we beliove that
should be accomplished through a rule
change rather than through a rule ioter-
pretation. The possibility of such a change
is approprinte for comment * ¢ ¢

41. Many parties did not direct com-
ments to this point at all. Those who did
respond covered several viewpolnts. Il-
lustrative of those supporting a “relax-
ation" of our interpretation is Cablecom-
General, which urges that “the Commis-
sion should draw a clear distinction be-
tween those entities primarily engaged
in the business of providing cable tele-
vision services and those primarily en-
gaged in meeting the housing needs of
the nation.” Parties such as Allen’s TV
Cable Inc. et al, Atlantic Coast TV
Cable, et al, Liberty Communications,
Inc., and the Arizona Csable Television
Association, however, do not wish any
changes. Liberty cautions, for example,
that any exception premised upon the
manner, as opposed to the fact, of pay-
ment would allow systems “to avoid cable
regulation merely through the adjusi-
ment of bookkeeping techniques.” Sev-
eral parties suggest that perhaps the
best solution is to eliminate the element
of pay from the definition, Welch An-
tenna Company and Viacom Interna-
tional, Inc. both fesl that “payment” is
not critical to the definition, Welch
cryptically stating that “there is no such
thing as a free hunch,” and Viacom stat-
ing that “for all practical purposes, ail
persons recelving cable television service
must pay for it * * *" Even the 1000-unit
apartment building which advertises {ree
master antenna service to its tenants s
sald to include the cost of that service
in its rentals. Manhattan Cable Teleyi-
sion, Inc. similarly states that “the con-
tinued existence (of payment) will inev-
itably stimulate further disguished pay-
ment schemes which will unnecessarily
burden the FCC’'s limited resources.
NCTA opines that the element of pay-
ment is not a critical aspect of the defi-
nition, but opposes any suggestion that
payment be redefined to only include an
identifiable, direct charge.

42. In redefining a cable television sys-
tem as & technical entity we have ellmi-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71-——WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




pated the element of payment. The Is-
eue left to be determined is whether for
other reasons we wish to retain this con-
cept. We decline to do so, for several
reasons. The first reason is totally prag-
matic—a cable television system is a
technically integrated system of trans-
mission paths which distributes televi-
don signals, and the manner in which
it is financed is frrelevant to our regu-
latory objectives, Equitably speaking, we
decline to treat one system differently
from another based on distinctions in
how they meet their costs. We concur
with thore parties who caution against
the creation of an exception for indi-
rect payment which would be susceptible
to abuse, Lastly, while we are sympathet-
I= to certain operators of multiple hous-
ing units who seek to avold regulation,
it Is better to create exceptions for such
entities on grounds which are more valid
than the standard of “payment”, and
this is sccomplished infra in connec-
tion with the subjects of exemption level,
small cable systems, and MATV systems.

CHANGES IN EXEMPTION LEVEL AND CLASSES
OF SYSTEMS

43. Since the initial adoption of the
rules for cable systems™ we have pro-
vided for an exemption for ‘any such fa-
cility that serves fewer than 50 subscrib-
ers,” a judgment that systems of this
glze are of minimal tory concern,
The Notice herein proopsed that this
number might be raised as high as 250
subscribers, explaining:

In the main, it is not anticipated thut »
change upward In the system size to be ex-
empt would have an adverse impact, either
upon broadcasters or upon our broad regu-
Iatory program. And It would lIft a poten-
tally heavy burden of regulation from these
simall operations, Indeed it seems reasonable
o sssume, as commenta to the Re-Regula-
tlon Task Force have suggested, that this
exemptlion may permit some systems Lo come
Into being where that would not otherwise
have been possible. The systems with which
¥e are here concerned aiready are exempt
from our network exclusivity rules and are
proposed for exemption from our syndicated
exclusivity and access and channel capaoity
requicements, Insofar as signal carciage is
concerned, these syatems overwhelmingly
function ws off-the-ulr recoption services
only. Syntems under 250 subscribers, for ex-
Rmple, do not generally use microwave serv-
lees. With respect to the regulatory im-
portance of such systems, it would appear
that collectively they nelther affect & sub-

stantlal portion of nationwide subscribers
nor, even when there are direct charges, do
thelr revenues have substantinl impact.

Rather, with the sdministrative burden of
fegulnling systems of smaller size put aside,
"“" could better concontrate our regulatory
elforts on the emerging aspect of this tech-

nology

The Notlce herein also solicited com-=
ments concarning the establishment of &
defined class of small cable systems to
which only limited regulation would ap-
L] In support thereof, we stated (Para.

21

- “r' functions performed by systems of
ail Alze may differ considerably from those

_® First Report and Order in Dockets 14805
&nd 15233, 38 POC 683 (1908),
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of Jarger systems. Small systems are typlcally
passive and perform antenna functions alone
without engaging in program origination or
the provision of access services. Second, the
cost of compliance with rules may
fall disproportionately heavily on small sys-
tems. With a large subscriber base such costs,
on & per subscriber basis, may be negligible.
With a xmall subscriber base they are likely
to be of Tar greater consequence. Third, smuall
systems in performing their broadcast signal
distribution functions may, even in tho ag-
gregate, have sufficlenUy few subscribers so
that thelr operntions are unlikely to impact
significantly on over-the-alr television brond-
cast service to the public. Finally, in terms
of our own limited administrative resources,
we may accomplish more by focusing our
energies on lIarger opeérations than by at-
tempting to reguiate all systems regardiess
of size. These, and reiated considerations,
have resulted in our recent decision to ex-
emipt from compliance with our nonduplica-
tion rules, systems and conglomerates of
systems serving fewer than 1,000 subscribers.

To aid in our counsideration, we listed
broad categories. of our rules and in-
quired as to which were most appropriate
for regulatory relief. A third possible
course of action suggested by the Notice
for deregulatory relief and upon which
comments also were solicited was the
creation of a "reception only” class of
cable systems. Finally, the Notlce ac-
knowledged that any modifications of
the present definition, whether by
changing the exemption criteria or by
establishing different classes of systems
with varying regulatory obligations,
raises “grandfathering'’ issues, particu-
larly for systems changing from one class
to another, and solicited comments as to
the proper regulatory approach for such
situations.
COMMENTS

44, Comments on the subject of rais-
ing the exemption level cover a broad
range, Parties who oppose any change
from the present exemption level of 50
include broadeasting interests, state and
local cable regulatory authorities, some
cable operators, and some state cable
trade assoclations, The broadcasting in-
terests—such as NAB, AMST, ABC,” and
a group of Television Licensees—oppose
any action which could affect signal car-
riage requirements. MST takes {ssue with
all of the reasons cited for considering
raising the exemption level, asserting
that the “passive” nature of such sys-
tems does not justify weakening or elim-
inating the signal carriage rules, the
“cost of compliance” with the carriage
rules 1§ not burdensome, the aggregate
impact of systems of this size is not
known, and the conservation of Com-
mission resources is not Important be-
cause systems of this size seldom request
special relief, MST further asserts that
rajsing the exemption level would pose
new problems—i.e. a “quiltpatch™ of sig-
nal carriage leading to further erosion
of the rules, severe transitional problems
for systems growing in size and, ocea-
sionally, a disincentive for system ex-

= See Appendix A for n full identification
of groups whose names are abbreviated m
the text,
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pansion., The commenting regulatory
authorities—New York State Commis-
sion on Cable Television (CCT), State of
Minnesota Cable Communtications Board
(MCCB), and San Diego County—want
the present level of 50 maintained so as
to keep smaller systems subject to regu-
lation, but then propose various forms
of partial regulatory relief for classes of
smaller systems. Indeed, MCCB cautions
that even if the Commission changes the
federal exemption level “MCCB, repre-
senting the sovereign State of Minne-
sota, will continue to use its present
definition * * * until we have completed
our current developmental studies.” The
cable interests which oppose any rise in
the exempiton level do so for two differ-
ent reasons. Parties such as the Florida
CATV Assoclation and Storer Cable TV
do so because of the impact such an ac-
tion would have on MATV systems oper-
ating in areas served by cable television
systems, and not because of opposition
to the re-regulation of smaller cable sys-
tems. Parties such as Atlantic Coast TV
Cable want the present exemption level
of 50 maintained because of “the over-
riding need for uniform regulation as to
all systems except for those few instances
where the de minimis nature of the op-
erations does not justify the time orx
expense * * *™

45. Support for raising the exemption
level above 50 subseribers comes from
certain cable interests, who generally
cite the burden of regulation and the
negligible impact upon broadcasters as
their chief rationales. Small cable sys-
tems such as Eagle River and Park Falls,
Wisconsin and Cumberland, Maryland
support raising the number to 250, the
latter noting that if this were done
“many more rural subscribers would
logically be served by the local operator.”
These same parties, however, would wel-
come an even higher exemption level
than 250. Indeed, two state cable asso-
ciations—Nebraska and California—
commented that raising the level to 250
was of no significance to them. The Ne-
braska Assoclation stated that only 6
systems in its state would be affected, but
added that more small systems might be
built if regulations were reduced. Cali-
fornia noted that enly two of its mem-
ber systems would be affected and that
such an exemption level would only serve
to encourage “pockets"” of MATV sys-
tems cumulatively serving hundreds of
thousands of dwelling units in Cali-
fornia. Two other parties focused thelr
attention upon the 250 exemption level
vis-a-vis MATV units, Cablevision Sys-
tems Corporation states that it supports
ralsing the exemption level to 250 so a3
not to “perpetuate” the current compet-
{tive imbalance between regulated sys-
tems and MATV systems.

46, Several parties such as the Ken-
tucky CATV Associntion suggest that
the appropriate exemption level is 500
subscribers. However, a significant num-
ber of commenting parties, including
CATA, the Arizona Cable Television As-
sociation, and 68 CATV companies, rec-
ommend the 1,000 subscriber level for
total exemption, and still other parties,
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such as NCTA and Viacom, proffer the
1,000 subscriber level for almost total
reguintory relief. CATA advocates “an
irreducible minimum of federal CATV
regulation” and urges that this docket
be utilized by the Commission as a
“grand experiment” in deregulation and,
in addition to several other proposals,
urges that all systems with under 1,000
subscribers, wherever situated, be totally
exempt from regulation. The comments
of Atlantic Coast TV Cable et al, in
support of the 1,000 exemption level,
state that this actlon would eliminate
the need to distinguish between cable
and MATV and would have no measur-
able impact upon the television industry.
NCTA, citing the minimal impact of sys-
tems under 1,000 determined in the Com-~
mission’s exclusivity proceedings, pro-
poses exemption of such systems from
all rules except a simplified reporting
requirement and minimum technical
standards, In its reply comments, MCA,
Ine, takes strong exception to the pro-
posals for raising the exemption level
to 1,000, stating that such parties have
gone far beyond the suggested ap-
proaches in the Commission’s Notice
(i.e., a proposed exemption level of 250
and major regulatory relief for systems
with 250-1,000 subscribers). MCA urges
that the proposals advanced by cable
interests to increase the definitional ex-
emption level should be rejected because,
inter alia, such proposals are inconsist-
ent with the policies underlying the dis-
tant signal and exclusivity protections
of the Commission’s rules.

47. The range In proposals received for
classes of cable systems was even broader
than the proposals for establishing a
new exemption level. Opposing the crea-
tion of any new classes were =ssentially
the same parties who objected to any in-
crease in the exemption level. Several
cable interests voiced approval of the
suggestion in the Notice that a “small”
class of the size of 250-1,000 subscribers
be established, with minimum regula-
tion, but the majority of the cable inter-
ests submitted proposals for a total re-
structuring of the Commission's regula-
tory program premised upon various
sized classes, most going far beyond the
suggested 1,000 subscriber level. Nlustra-
tive of the range of comments on this
subject and the various classes proposed,
are the following: San Diego County pro-
poses three classes: (1) Master Antenna
System—under 50, no regulation; (2)
Community Antenna System—located in
a community with under 5,000 units,
modified regulation; and (3) Cable Tele-
vision System—located in a community
over 5.000 units, full regulation. Welch
Antenna Company proposes four classes:
(1) under 1,000—no regulation; (2)
Small System—1,000-3,500, required only
to submit a simplified annual report;
(3) Medium System—3,500-5,000; and
(4) Large System—over 5,000. (Further,
Welch proposes that all “reception only"
systems be totally exempt, irrespective
of size.) Allen's Cable TV et al propose
a three part approach: (1) Exempt Sys-
tem—under 1,000; (2) Small System-—
1,000-3,500, with many rules either mod-
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ified or eliminated; and (3) Standard
System—over 3,500, Communications
Properties, Inc,, utilizes subscribers per
community and headend in its proposals:
(1) Exempt System—1,000 subscribers
per community, but no more than 2,500
per headend; (2) Small or Reception
Only System—1,000-2,000 for commu-
nity but no more than 3,500 per headend,
with substantial regulatory relief; and
(3) Large System—those exceeding the
latter sizes. CATA has submitted a pro-
posal premised upon total exemption for
systems outside all markets and the fol-
lowing for systems incide 35-mile zones:
(1) Class I—under 1,000, total exemp-
tion; (2) Class II—1.000-5,000 and either
utilizing only off-air signals or utilizing
mircowave signals to reach a comple-
ment of 3 network and 3 independent
stations, to which limited regulation
would apply; and (3) Class IIT—either
over 5,000 or more than 12 channel
system, full regulation. EMCO, a cable
system operator, advocates four classes;
(1) Class D—under 500; (2) Class C—
500-1,200; (3) Class B—1,200-2,500; and
(4) Class A—over 2,500, with graduated
regulation, but only very limited regula-
tion applying to Class C and D systems,
The Kentucky CATV Assoclation pro-
poses: (1) Exempt Systems—under 500;
(2) Class II—500-3,500 or reception only,
to be subject only to limited technical
standards and “almost automatic certifi-
cation”; and (3) Class I—over 3,500, sub-
Ject to most regulations. The most elabo-
rate scheme was submitted in the “Joint
Comments” of Atlantic Coast TV Cable
Corp. et al. which proposes six classes:
(1) Class I—20 channel, broadband sys-
tem, subject to full regulation; (2) Class
II—12 channel, mandatory signals and
minimum complement of distant signals,
no pay, exempt from access and expan-
sion; (3) Class IIT—12 channel, off-air
signals only or grandfathered signals, no
access obligations; (4) Class IV—CATV
or MATV serving less than 250, exempt
fromy most rules; (5) Class V—MATV,
exempt from same rules as co-located
CATV system; and (8) Class Vi—any
system interconnecting with Class I-V
systems, exempt from same require-
ments as interconnected systems. Com-
ments submitted by NCTA emphasize its
major concern for obtaining CATV/
MATV “parity"—to be treated infra—
but also propose three essential classes:
(1) under 1,000—exempt from most
rules, simplified reporting and testing
procedures; (2) 1,000-3,500 and Recep-

tion-Only  Systems—new  simplified
set of rules; and, (3) over 3.500—full
regulation.

48. With respect to which of the Com-
mission’s present regulations should
either be modified or made Inapplicable
to small systems, the comments again
represent & wide spectrum. ABC and the
Television Licensees oppose across-the-
board exemption for even the smallest
systems from the franchise, certification,
and filing requirements, urging that the
Commission’s public iInterest and in-
formational needs outweigh any insub-
stantial inconveniences Iimposed on
smaller systems. Conversely, NCTA urges

total exemption for systems under 1,000
and practically no requirements for
systems under 3,600. CATA’s approach |4
similar. The Citizens for Cable Aware-
ness in Pennsylvania would remove
many of the existing cable rules—distant
signal ‘carriage restrictions, exclusivity,
anti-siphoning, etc.—yet would strengih-
en others such =as ownership, EFO,
access, reporting, public inspection files,
ete. Communications Properties, Inc,
states that the Commission's past
regulation has served to “discourage and
foreclose” cable development in smaller,
often rural, communities, and that this
docket should be utilized to make cable
service more easily avallable to such
communities. However, Minnesota All-
Channel Cablevision, Inc., operator of
12 small systems, only two of which have
over 1,000 subscribers, cautions the Com-
mission against complete relinquishment
of jurisdiction, fearing that state and
local authorities will fill the void with
onerous regulation.

49. The subject of signal carriage drew
totally polarized comments. NABE, MST
and others, as already mentioned, op-
pose any change whatsoever In man-
datory or distant slgnal limitations,
while many cable operators, particularly
smaller ones, urge either total deletlon
of the carriage rules for small systems or
permission to carry all signals available
off-the-air. Western Cable, Inc,, for
example, the operator of four post-1872
systems in Texas, each of which has
fewer than 1,000 subscribers, states that
the lack of otherwise avallable signals
has injured the financial growth and
development of its systems. Comments
directed to the issue of continued appli-
cation of the anti-siphoning rules to
small systems also diverged. The New
York State Commission on Cable Tele-
vision would totally exempt smaller sys-
tems from the pay rules, while ABC and
the Television Licensees desire the rules
to remain applicable. Cable interests
universally seek modification or elimina-
tion of the franchising and certification
requirements for small systems. “Mini-
mal" regulation, “simplified” procedures,
“automatic certification,” etc, reflect the
tenor of such comments. The same IS
true of the various reporting and record-
keeping requirements, with requests for
“Jess stringent” rules and even total
deletion of all “paperwork” requirements
With respect to the applicability of tech-
nical standards to small systems, most
cable interests urge either “less expensive
testing procedures,” lesser standards, or
elimination of the technical require-
ments, particularly for small, rural sys-
tems. Regulatory relief also Wwas
requested from our various other require-
ments for small systems—fees, EEO
requirements and ownership restrictions.
Several parties made the point that the
local television station or ‘telcpho}‘-ﬂ‘
company often is the only entity willing
to undertake the construction of new
small systems, and thus should be ex-
empted from our cross-ownership rules.

50. Comments on the possible creation
of & “reception only” class of system dltd
not draw the number of comments which
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might have been expected. Here again
the positions recommended extend from
wtal adoption to total rejection. CATA
indicated the strongest support for this
proposal, urging that the Commission ex-
empt upon & “jurisdictional” basis all sys-
+ tems located beyond the Grade B contour
of any stations and further exempt, upon
a “policy/jurisdictional basis all systems
peyond the 35 mile zones of television
stations but nevertheless within Grade B
coptours (with a provision for ad hoc
regulation of the latter systems for pur-
poses of mandatory carriage and non-
duplication requests). NCTA proposes a
simplified set of rules for either “recep-
tion type only” systems carrying no more
than 3 network, 1 Independent, and 1
educational stations, even if the latter
utilize microwave. The Kentucky CATV
Association proposes total regulatory re-
lief for all reception only systems, no
matter how large, and the Arizona Cable
Television Association secks similar relief
and requests a further proviso that would
not prohibit originations or access on
such systems. (We note that our new
channel capacity and access rules now
place access programming obligations
upon all systems with 3,600 subscribers,
irrespective of location.) Other Interests,
particularly the broadcasting parties, are
opposed to the establishment of a
reception only” class of any size, and
the Minnesota Cable Communications
Board (MCCB) takes a pragmatic ap-
proach and suggests that the Commis-
sion drop any serious consideration of
such 4 class as totally unworkable,

DISCUSSION

51. Our Notice herein set forth for com-
ment many areas of deregulatory relief in
order to solicit the widest possible spec-
trum of suggestions as to feasible courses
of action. The extensive comments
filed indicate that this has been ac-
complished. Having considered the com-
ments it is our view that the most appro-
priate resolution is to create a new class
of “small” system to which only the most
minimal of regulation will be applicable
and not to raise the present exemption
level or to establish a “reception only”
class of system. Our deliberations today
lead us to the conclusion that a 50-500
subscriber level, calculated upon & head-
end basls, consitutes the correct scope for
this new ciass; additionally, in a compan-
lon Further Notice of Proposed Rule
Making in Docket 20561 issued this day
we Inquire whether justification exists
for the future extension of some or all of
the new provisions for systems under 500
subscribers to a lerger number such as
1,000 subscribers.

52, Initially, we have concluded that
the establishment of a “reception only”
class of cahle system, irrespective of sys-
tem size and other considerations, is not
workable. While presenting an initial al-
lure, particularly for deregulatory pur-
Poses, upon closer view this general
grouping of systems lacks sufficlent
homogeneity upon which to premise any
vanq. action. Clearly a general “reception
opl)‘ class of system, Including as it
Wwould small and large systems, tradi-
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tional and newly constructed systems,
systems in major or minor markets or
outside all markets, etc., is too amorphous
an entity for regulatory classification
purposes. The creation of such a class
would additionally produce very strong
incentives for systems not to originate
and distribute their own programming,
Because we regard the distribution
of nonbroadeast programming—whether
the operator's own creation or that pro-
vided by aceess channel users—as having
real potential public benefits, we believe
it would be inappropriate to create & reg-
ulatory structure which discouraged the
distribution of this programming.

53. We have also rejected the idea of
simply raising the present 50 subscriber
exemption level to some higher figure
such as the 250 subscriber level men-
tioned in our initial proposal in this pro-
ceeding. The basic reason for this deci-
sion is our belief that there are some rules
which are so fundamentally important,
and at the same time are so minimally
burdensome, that they ought apply to
even very small operations. At the same
time, we believe that there are a num-
ber of rules that have been inappropri-
ately applied to these small systems and
from which they may now be exempted.
That is, we have concluded that it is ap-
propriate to create a class of small sys~
tems with between 50 and 500 subscrib«
ers to which only & limited number of
rules would apply.

54. The primary reason for our deci-
sion to reduce the burden of regulation
on systems of this size 13 our conviction
that they are substantially different from
larger systems and can be accorded lesser
regulation without disruption of our
overall regulatory program. Typically,
systems of this size furnish their sub-
scribers with only off-air signals. These
systems usually do not offer distant sig-
nals either because the cost of construct-
ing their own CARS microwave facilities
is prohibitive—estimated at $25.000 per
30-mile “hop"—or because service via
common carrier microwave does not exist
or is too expensive for systems with such
a small subscriber base. Also, from a
functional standpoint, these systems
generally are “reception only” facilities
and do not engage in either program
origination or access services. Indeed, our
actions in Dockets 19988 (program origi-
nation) and 20508 (access) concluded
that systems with less than 3,500 sub-
seribers were too small to be subject to
these obligations, Our analysis herein
suggests that these 50-500 subscriber sys-
tems generally are older, mature systems
serving remote, smaller communities.
While we recognize that systems of this
size could exist in “pocoket” areas of
larger communities, the bulk of such sys-
tems for which we are here affording
regulatory relief do not. They are
genuinely small “"community” systems.
We also recognize that the establishment
of this new class of systems could lead
to the construction of such systems in
larger metropolitan areas, but, because
of inherent economic limitations upon
systems of this size, and the limited serv-
fee which would be provided by such sys-
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tems, it 1s not felt that even & prolifera~
tion of them would be injurious either
to local broadcast service or to our regu-
latory objectives for cable television.

§5. Another principal purpose in pro-
viding deregulatory relief for small sys-
tems is to alleviate the disproportionate
burdens of regulation. Péer subscriber, the
cost of regulatory compliance is quite
substantial for such systems. We note
that here again, although the outside fig-
ure of 500 is utilized for “worst case”
analysis, many of these systems do not
approach the maximum of 500 nor do
they have the potential of achieving such
& subsecriber level. Even utilizing the max-
imum figure of 500 subscribers, with a
subscriber rate of $6 per month, a system
of this size would generate gross annual
revenues of only some $36,000. When con-
sidering construction costs of & separate
headend, up to 10 or more miles of trunk-
ing and distribution system, and routine
maintenance and operating costs. there
is little profit margin. Indeed, we are
informed that many small systems do not
achieve return on their original invest-
ment until 6 or more years after the
commencement of operation. Such sys-
tems, unless owned by a cable television
company serving larger communities in
the area, generally cannot support & full
time staff, and the burden of regulation
falls particularly heavily upon systems
of this size. With only this minimal eco-
nomic base, compliance with many of the
same rules as much larger systems is
understandably difficult. For example,
the burden of our franchising and certifi-
cation requirements and of all our vari-
ous reporting and recordkeeping require-
ments often falls upon one part-time
employee with no detailed knowledge of
our multiple requirements, and the bur-
den of compliance with our technical re-
quirements falls upon one part-time
technician who frequently has available
neither the necessary expertise nor
equipment, :

56. From the Commission’s standpoint,
the regulatory supervision of systems of
this size is lkewise burdensome and in-
eflictent as well. Again utilizing headend
calculations, the 50-500 sized systems
constitute 24.5% of all systems (740 of
3016) which we regulate, yet their impact
upon broadcasting and their consequent
importance to our regulatory program is
not at all of proportionate weight. Sys-
tems of this size represent some 190,238
subscribers constituting only 29% of the
total nationwide cable subscribers and
only .27% of the 68,771,000 total nation-
wide television households.™ We note that
many of these systems are located out-
side all markets, and thus affect televi-
sion market stations very little. Never-
theless, each certificate application, each

* These figures are extrapolated from data
reported to the Commission on FOC Form
325 and Information gathered by Televislon
Digest, Inc, and reported in the Services Vol-
ume, Television Factbook, 1076 edition. A
detalled study of systems in this smaller size
class I8 attached to the Further Notlce of
Proposed Rule Making in Docket 20561, also
adopted this day.
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request for special relief, and every en-
forcement proceeding involving these
systems consumes as much of our time
and resources—and actually often con-
sumes more—as simllar actions involving
cable systems having 500 or more sub-
soribers.

57. We have seftled upon the sys-
tem size of 500 subscribers as the
present limit of the new small class
for several reasons, some of which al-
ready have been mentioned. That num-
ber, combined with the fact that the
calculation must be made upon a
headend basis, assures us that we are
dealing with genuinely small operational
and business entities, Systems of this size
generally would be expected to serve com-
munities with a population of less than
5,000. We also observe that systems with
500 or fewer subscribers typically are
not very profitable operations and that
profitability does not appear until a
system increases in size beyond the 500
subseriber level, The regulatory bur-
dens upon these systems and upon
our processes have been described, yet
we find no corresponding impact upon
local broadcasting service to warrant
these burdens. We are satisfied that
our action of lifting the distant sig-
nal limitations from systems of this
size, with their fewer than 200,000
nationwide subseribers, does not pose an
adverse impact threat to local broadcast-
ing services. Accordingly, in creating this
new “class” we can effectuate 8 major
deregulatory action affecting almost 25%
of the regulated systems without causing
corresponding adverse impact upon local
broadcast service. In the selection of
small class system, we have reviewed sug-
gestions for higher figures such as 1,000,
2500, or even 5,000 subscribers. Levels of
3,500 or higher simply are not realistic in
this search for small system parameters.,
In our 1976 proceedings in Docket 20508
the number of 3,600 subscribers was
found appropriate as the threshold level
for our access obligations because it was
felt that the economic base generated
by systems of that size was necessary
to bear the financial burden of access
services, but that number is inordinately
high for use in this proceeding. In point
of fact, the highest number which we
considered herein was that of 1,000 sub-
scribers, the subscriber level settled upon
in our network® and syndicated ® ex-
clusivity proceedings. However, we are
reluctant at this time to further utilize
this 1,000 subscriber figure, which repre-
sents an additional 360,000 subscribers
above the 500 subscriber level, because
we are uncertain of the impact of such
systems upon local broadcasting service,
particularly when considering the poten-
tinl cumulative impact in particular
market situations. Therefore, we have
settied upon the 500 subscriber figure for
the purpose of this proceeding and are
issuing & companion Further Notice of
Proposed Rule Making inquiring into the

» Pirst Report and Order in Docket 10905,
PCO 75-413, 52 PCC 2d 519 (1975).

= Report and Ordar In Docket 20482, FCC
76-1065, 55 FCC 2d 529 (1978).
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appropriateness of extending some or all
of the new provisions to systems having
1,000 subscribers.

58. Bearing in mind the general con-
clusion that systems in this class are
small enough to be severely burdened by
regulation and sufficiently small indi-
vidually and collectively that their ex-
emption from regulation is not lkely
to have an adverse impact on broadcast
service to the public, it Is necessary to
consider individually the effect of each
of the existing rules to determine if its
continued application is warranted. As
we indicated in our Notice, we seek a
“simplified, streamlined™ set of rules for
this new class of small systems.

59. Signal Carriage. The signal car-
riage rules promulgated In our 1972
Cable Television Reéport and Order cate-
gorize television broadcast signals as
either “must carry” (mandatory) or
“may carry” (optional) and set up
standards of television service (variously
referred to as signal complements,
quotas, or limitations) which vary with
market size. Our first determination in
connection with the applicabllity of our
signal carrisge provisions to small sys-
tems is that our mandatory carriage
rules should remain in effect. These rules
were designed and function to assure
carriage to “local” stations within whose
local carriage ares a cable system oper-
ates. Retention of this provision is ben-
eficial not only to the local station which
has ascertained the needs and interests
of its service area and designed program-
ming to meet such needs and interests,
but also is beneficial to local viewers,
Our second determination is that small
systems should have more flexibility af-
forded them with respect to the remain~
der of thelr signal carriage selection.
We therefore shall remove all limitations
on distant signals from these small sys-
tems. With respect to the likely effect
of this deletion of our distant signal
rules, we note initially that many of the
existing “under 500" systems are located
outside all markets as well as the Grade
B zones of any television station and al-
ready are exempt from such provisions,
and further note that still many others
are older systems which carry numer-
ous “grandfathered” signals. With re-
spect to the future carriage of otherwise
inconsistent distant signals by exempt
systems, we believe that the practical
impact upon local broadcast service
would be quite small. Such systems sel-
dom can bear the cost of importing dis-
tant signals via microwave and in most
instances would be carrying only “off-
air”’ signals. We would not envision ad-
verse impact from such carriage, not
only because of the minimal size of such
systems but also because the signals of-
ten already are available to many housc-
holds in the area. Moreover, from the
signal carriage patterns we observe in
our certification process, the majority
of inconsistent signals generally re-
ceived “off-air” would be duplicating
network or educational stations which
offer much of the programming already
viewed on the local stations. There are
less than 100 independent stations in the

~

country, 26 of which are “specialty” sta-
tions now entitled to unrestricted car-
risge, and the remainder of the inde-
pendent stations are unevenly distributad
geographically and are thus not widely
available for importation except through
microwave. We note also that if such
small systems could afford the expense
of a specinl relief proceeding and could
make the requisite financial showing
they could obtain walvers permiiting
carriage of distant network signals in
lieu of the unavailable independent com-
plement. In brief, carriage by these sys-
tems of additional off-air signals is not
expected to fractionalize the viewing
levels of the local stations which are the
source of local news and other program-
ming and which traditionally are domi-
nantly viewed by area residents™ Fur-
ther, we also reject MST's assertion that
such signal carriage should not be al-
Jowed because a “quiltpatch™ of signal
carringe would lead to the ultimate
erosion of our rules,

60. A final restriction upon signal car-
riage by small systems remains to be
treated, that of the “sports bluckout”
provisions of Section 76.67 of our rules
(Report and Order in Docket 19417, FCC
75-819, 54 FCC 2d 265 (1975) ). With our
nonduplication and syndicated exclu-
sivity rules inapplicable because these
systems have fewer than 1,000 subscrib-
ers, and with systems under 500 now re-
quired to observe only the mandatory
carriage rules, the sports programming
provision constitutes the only remaining
signal carriage restriction. In the recon-
sideration of the adoption of the subject
rules (Memorandum Opinion and Or-
der in Docket 19417, FCC 75-1235, 56
FCC 2d 651 (1075) ), we indicated (Para.
29) our intention to review this matter
in this proceeding:

Although not brought up by the parties to
this proceeding, we believe some considers-
tion should be given to the impact of the
sports rule on small cable television sysiems,
Wo have exempted Individual and conglomer-
ate eable systems serving fewer than 1,000
subscribers from our network nonduplica-
tion and syndicated excluslvity rules. The
arguments in favor of those exemptions sp-
pear to equally favor exempting small cable
systems from the requirements of Section
76.67. However, becsuse this lssue has not
been sddressed by the parties, we are reluce
tapt to provide such an exemption at this
time. For the present, we will rely on our
special reilef provisiona to remedy situatlons
where it can be demonstrated that the re-
quirements of Section 76.67 place an unrea
ponable burden on smmall cable television
syatema. We will also continue o reviow the
impact on small systema of Section 76.67 2%
well as that of all our cablo rules as part 05
the proceeding commenced by our Notice of
Proposed Rule Making in Docket 20581, FOC
75-800, 54 FCC 24 824 (1075).

Consistent with the broad goals of this
overall proceeding, we have concluded
that this rule does indeed constitute an
unreasonable burden upon small systems
and should be rendered inapplicable t0
them. Having determined that it is bur-
densome for systems under 1,000 to have

#Spe study reforred to at n. 23 and -
tashed to the Further Nollee,
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to purchase and operate switching equip-
ment for network and syndicated pro-
gram exclusivity, it hardly is justifiable
to require systems with half that num-
per to “black out” the remaining type of
programming. Moreover, as we stated in
Paragraph 42 of the Report and Order
in Docket 18417, supra, it is our view that
sports is but one form of television pro-
gramming and is not sufficiently dissimi-
lar from other programming to warrant
special treatment because of its impact
upon local television audiences. Thus,
having broadly concluded that small
systems should be as unrestricted as pos-
sible in carrying television programming,
sports programming is not a valid excep-
tion to that conclusion.”

61, Technical Standards. The final
broad area of our rules to be considered
in connection with potential reduced
regulation for small systems is that of
our technical standards. We still are of
the same view espoused in our Notice
that these standards represent a justifi-
able minimum set of specifications for
the protection of cable subscribers and
that we are hesitant to lesson these
standards, There is, however, a means
of achleving regulatory relief in this area
without compromising our technical
standards, As we acknowledged In the
Notice, which has been reinforced by the
comments received, a major complaint
by small systems is not with our tech-
nical standards per se but rather with
the present methodology and equipment
necessary to conduct the actual per-
formance tests to demonstrate com-
pliance with the standards, Here as with
50 many other areas of our regulation as
applled to smaller systems, the act of
demonstrating compliance often is more
burdensome than compliance itself, We
gave some extended consideration to this
problem in Report and Order in Docket
19659, FCC 73-1046, 47 FCC 24 769
(1973), and made some significant
changes to ease the burden of all systems
complying with the test requirements.
Accordingly, as the best means of
achieving our goal of reducing the regu-
latory burden Imposed upon small sys-
tems by our technical standards we have
concluded that the technical standards
themselves shall remain applicable but
that all measurement requirements
(Sectlon 76.601¢¢c)) shall be deleted.
However, two qualifications shall be
placed upon this action: (1) any system
utilizing frequencies outside the TV and
FM radio broadeast allocations (for
example, “mid-band" frequencies) would
femain subject to all testing obligations

It whould be noted, moreover, that the
feasons for adopting the cable television
fports black-out rules related to a concern
:)ml fewer patrons would attend gumes if
»}l-.‘,v could view the games on cable televi-
Mon und the impact on sports gate receipts
Would cause toams to reduce nreas where
:;n‘mv's were broadcast and hence picked up
‘) cable systems, in order to restore thelr
V0 gate recelpty. Our records reflect that
there are 50 few systems in this smaller class
With s0 few subscribers in major market
Areas that the likelithood of AnY ndverse con-
Sequence resulting from thix change in the
Tules is oxtremely remote.
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relating to signal leakage, and (2) the
Commission reserves the right to require
specific measurements (among those
measurements which may be required of
larger systems) in the case of complaints
or disputes. The first qualification should
seldom be applicable to small systems,
but the technical integrity of operations
in the non-TV-FM frequencies is so im-
portant that compliance with all stand-
ards relating to use of these frequencies
must be assured. The second qualifica-
tion Is a reflection of our concern for the
quality of service provided to subscribing
members of the public.

62. Annual Reports. Cable systems are
required to report annually to the Com-
mission concerning their ownership and
operations (Form 325) and finances
(Form 326), We have also proposed in
Docket 21011 (FCC 76-11089) that cable
systems be required to notify the Com-
mission of changes in thefr mailing ad-
dress and of certain changes in thelr
operational status including when the
system commences or terminates opera-
tion. Finally, all systems are required to
report annually to the Commission on
whether any complaints regarding viola-
tions by the operator of equal employ-
ment provisions of Federal, State, terri-
torial, or local law have been filed during
the preceding year. Section 76.311(c) (1),
To aid us In the enforcement of those
rules that are being retained for small
cable systems and to assure we continue
to have a complete picture of cable tele-
vision operations when we are consider-
ing either individual proceedings or gen-
eral issues relating to the impact of cable
television operations on broadcast serv-
ice to the public, we believe it important
to continue recelving information on the
location and operations of even small
cable systems. We will, accordingly, re-
tain the requirement that systems within
the class of small systems file Schedules
I and II of FCC Form 325 (Annual Re-
port of Cable Television Systems). This
should involve only the most nominal of
burdens on the system operator and in-
volves essentially providing the system's
name, location, and broadcast signals
carried. This is particularly the case now
that new procedures have been instituted
whereby the Commission will, using its
automated data processing capabilities,
print on each form the information con-
tained -in our files concerning the sys-
tem's operation and simply ask for cor-
rections (FCC 76-1110), That is, the
small system operator will Be mailed a
form which contains his name, address,
community, ete, as reported the prior
vear with a request that he update any
information that is no longer accurate,
The entire process should not take more
than a few minutes. We will not require
that the small system operator complete
the more complex schedules concerning
system ownership, These are not only
more burdensome and complex to com-
plete but this information, as it relates
to small systems, is of less value for
either regulatory or statistical purposes.

63. We are not at this time amending
either of the other reporting require-
ments because there are some additional
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issues involved with them that warrant
separate consideration in other proceed-
ings. First, with respect to the financial
reports, the Commission has funded and
received from Price Waterhouse & Co. a
study of accounting and policy issues re-
lating to the financial reporting system,
which warrants separate consideration.
Secondly, it is important for those sys-
tems that do report financial informa-
tion to be able to keep track of trends
and patterns from year to year. If no
information were collected until & sys-
tem exceeded 500 subscribers the impor-
tant initial filings would be absent. Also,
financial reports, in order to accord with
usual accounting practices in the indus-
try, are collected not from each commu-
nity or system Individually but from
operating entities that could include
more than one system in the same gen-
eral area. Thus, & simple exclusion can-
not easily correspond to the small class
of systems already defined. We believe
that this reporting obligation can also
be simplified, but believe that should be
accomplished in a separate proceeding
now in preparation that will review the
financigal reporting system on a more
general basis. Sitmilarly, a proceeding is
already in progress relating to nondis-
crimination in employment which we be-
lieve Is an appropriate forum for con-
sidering changes in the related reporting
requirements,

64. Franchize Standards. Our Notice
focused upon the franchise standards us
obligations particularly burdensome to
small systems. The comments have sub-
stantinted this position. Although the
various franchise provisions of Section
76.31 of our rules are under more genernl
review in Docket 21002 (Notice of Pro-
posed Rule Making in Docket 21002,
—— FCC 2d —— (1976), it i5 not neces-
sary to await the conclusion of that pro-
ceeding in order to afford regulatory
relief for small systems from our fran-
chising requirements. Our review in this
proceeding has convinced us that our re-
quirements in this area are unduly bur-
densome for smaller systems and. upon
also reviewing the purposes of our fed-
eral franchising procedures, we have
concluded that their continued applica-
tion to these under-500 subscribed sys-
tems is not required. The objectives of
these procedures either are inconse-
quential as applied to systems of this size
or are achieved through other, less for-
mal means. None of our franchising
standards—public proceeding, construc-
tion, franchise period, complaint proce-
dures, modifications, etc.—is absolutely
critical when applied to entities of this
size. It Is not as necessary to hold & full
and formal public proceeding to review
the “legal, character, financial tech-
nical, and other qualifications" of the
operator of systems of such a small size
because the operator Is generally known
in the community and often resides
there. Similarly, it i5 not as Imperative
to review the construction plans of &
system which only installs several miles
of cable plant. And, because of the com-
bined smallness and localized nature of
& system of this size, there generally is
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assurance of responsiveness to subscrib-
ers’ complaints and wishes, Thus, as we
acknowledged In our Notice, our experi-
ence in the certification process and in
the general administration of our rules
is that these small systems are not
troubled by complying with the spirit of
these regulations so much as with pro-
viding proof of compliance with the let-
ter of the rules. FPurther, because the
local process can be relied upon for the
general achlevement of the goals of our
franchise standards, it 15 not necessary
to review these matters through the fed-
eral certification process.

65. Certificates of Compliance. With
the reduced regulatory regimen to which
these smaller systems are now subject,
we believe it Is also appropriate to delete
the requirement that systems in the class
obtain Commission authorization before
operations are commenced or additional
signals added. We will substitute for the
certification process a simple require-
ment that systems anticipating a total
of fewer than 500 subscribers notify the
Commission of the owner's name, the
system’s location, and the signals to be
carried at the time operations are com-
menced. Systems that have a reasonable
prospect of obtaining more than 500 sub-
scribers should apply for certification be-
fore operations are commenced and must
not commence serving more than 500
subscribers without a certificate,

66. Public Inspection Files. We have
also determined to exempt small cable
gystems from the requirement of § 76.305
that a file of documents relating to the
system’s authorization and operations be
maintained for public inspection in the
community or at the system's business
office. A number of points contribute to
this decision. The requirement is an
awkward one for systems that have only
part-time employees and may have no
regular business office in the community
and it is a trap for unwary system opera-
tors not acquainted with the obligation
of the rule. Because systems of this size
are not typically engaged in program
originations and in view of our deletion
of the certificate of compliance require-
ments for these systems the most im-
portant item that would be in the file
would be the system’s franchise. This
should, in any case, be available for re-
view from the files of the franchising
authority. And even with respect to
somewhat larger operations, such files
are only most infrequently consulted by
the public. In view of these considera-
tions we believe a deletion of this re-
quirement is appropriate. ;

687. Subscription Cable Television
Rules. In the present state of the art,
semall’ cable systems are not fertile
areas for pay television service, For
example, even assuming 2 high level of
pay subscribers such 85 50 percent for
a system of 500 subscribers, this would
total only 250 customers, hardly sufficient
to support its own pay facilities. In prac-
tical application, where smaller systems
do engage in pay services, the program-
ing generally could be expected to be ob-
tained from a larger nearby cable system,
satellite recelving station, or multipoint
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distribution common carrier in which
case the programing obtained would

_often be used by other systems and thus

would be compliant with our rules., At
present, therefore, there would be little
or no gdverse impact anticipated from
exempting these systems from our anti-
siphoning rules. However, as new tech-
nologies emerge, pay operations on small
systems might prove increasingly viable,
and we deem it advisable to retain such
systems within the purview of the rules
in order to assure achievement of our
national regulatory goals in the area of
subscription television, Further, we are
unable to conclude that any substantial
or disproportionate regulatory burden s
posed for small systems by requiring
them to continue to offer programing
compliant with our rules. Therefore, the
provisions of § 76.225 shall remain appli-
cable to small systems,

68. Cross-ownership. Our rules prohibit
cross-ownership between cable television
gystems and local telephone companies
(Section 64.601), local translator stations
(Section 7T6.501(a) (3)), local television
stations (Section 76,501(x) (2)), and na-
tional television networks (Section 76.501
(a) (1)). Because smaller systems are
largely passive operations, usually not
engaged In the distribution of access or
system-originated programing or other
non-broadeast types of communications,
the reasons underlying the adoption of
some of the cross-ownership rules may
apply less forcefully to these operations.
We believe, however, that these questions
are more appropriate for consideration
in response to individual waiver peti-
tions. For the present, we shall continue
to apply cross-ownership rules to small
systems. Again, this Is an example of &
rule which, while technically remaining
in effect for small systems, will have
little practical effect and does not detract
from the broad deregulation of this new
class of system,

69. Transition. The final issue for con-
sideration in this area concerns the prob-
lems of transition for a small, under 500
subscriber system into the larger class of
a fully regulated, over 500 subscriber
system. In this connection, we strongly
emphasize one point which is essential
for the orderly function and adminis-
tration of this new program. All parties
affected, particularly new entities, should
be realistic in assessing the likely "sat-
urated” size of the ultimate, totally con-
structed facility they Intend to build
and operafe, and should seek certifica-
tion upon that basis. This ordinarily
should not be too difficult a matter for
the operator to ascertain; he knows the
parameters of his franchise area and
the number of potential customers, and
he should have some estimate of likely
penetration among homes passed. This
could be very Important, for example,
where a small system later exceeds or
seeks to exceed the 500-subseriber level,
thus triggering different signal carriage
provisions, We will not by sympathetic
to walver requests under most such con-
ditions, and caution operators to obtain
appropriate initial certification and to
properly establish from the beginning

the ultimate viewing pattems for their
subscribers, Accordingly, it is not our
intention to allow operations commenced
under the smaller system rules to in-
crease to beyond the 500 subscriber loyvel
until they are in compliance with the
rules for larger systems. Systems ap-
proaching the 500 mark should antici-
pate the need to obtain & certificate of
compliance and operate in full compli-
ance with the rules before the 500th sub-
soriber is connected. Again, this latter
procedure, entalling “rollback™ of signal
carriage, highlights the need for proper
initial planning by system operators,

T0. Conclusion. Our decision herein to
create a new class of small system of
under 500 subscribers to which limited
regulation applies reflects our studied
Judgment, based upon 11 years’ experi-
ence, that such systems are so small, In-
dividually and collectively, that they do
not serlously fmpact upon local broad-
cast service and that the public Interest
and the goal of deregulation can best be
served by taking this action. With these
administrative burdens lifted {rom
smaller systems, they now can concen-
trate their efforts upon improvement of
their facilities and service to new sub-
scribers. Systems with under 50 sub-
scribers now may be able to grow to
accommodate nearby residents who have
been denied service for years because the
systéem may have chosen not to expand
and thus trigger full regulation. Simi-
larly, many new systems may now come
into being which otherwise would not
haye done so because of the burden and
expense of full regulation. It is our hope
that rural areas of the country, particu-
larly, will benefit from such expanded
and new-system construction.

“MATV" SYSTEMS

71. From its adoption in 1865, our defl-
nition has provided a specific exception
for:

* » * [Alny such facHity that serves only
the residents of one or more apartment
dwelllngs under common ownership, control
or management, and commercial establish-
ments located on the premises of such an
apartment house.

This is broadly referred to as the “MATV
exception.” The Notice raised for discus-
sion whether we should continue in ef-
fect the MATV exception regardless of
the size or function performed by these
facilities, and whether some or all of the
Commission’s cable television rules ought
not be applied,

72. In the twelve years since the adon-
tion of this exception, we have received
numerous requests for rulings as 1‘0
whether particular types of multipie
family dwellings are included within. or
excluded from, the scope of the defini-
tion. Most entities, of course, seek to par-
take of the “apartment house" exception.
The Notice summarized Commissioll
rulings with respect to various forms of
multiple family dwellings. We explained
that certain types of multiple dwelling
units had fafled to qualify for the
“apartment house” exception and thus
had been determined to be within the
scope of our definition—eg., mobile home
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parks, planned and resort communities,
and military installations—but that the
status of other types of units has not yet
been resolved (&g, condominiums, co-
operative apartments, hotels, and mo-
tels) . We announced our intention to re-
solve this matter, and stated:

1t 1s our preliminary view that there is no
resson to make such distinctions (for they
serve no regulstory purpose) and propose to
{nterpret the terms “apartmont dwellings™
and “spurtment house" as essentially syn-
opymous with muiltiple family dwelling:
however, because of the important ramifi-
cations of such & clarification, we seek com-
wents on the appropriateness of this inter-
pretation. Thus, should our tentative ap-
proach be utillzed, we would mot follow In-
terpretations from real estate law that, for
example, a hotel is not an apartment house,
Nor would we find within the definition a
high rice condominium “apartment house™
amply because each resident awned rather
than rented his particular portion of the
structure, Even with this explanation, gray
wreas continue tg exist, especially as the fa-
clilty in question starts to service gurden
spartiments, garden condominium apart-
ment compiexes, garden apartment come-
munities, townhouse duplex condominium
communities and other similar situations
which differ significantly from the tradi-
tlonal high rise apartment bullding. Hope-
fully, at the conclusion of this proceeding we
will be In o better position to make meaning-
ful distinctions based on the intended pur-
pose of the definition asdopted.

73. Latler In our Notice we discussed
the related subject of very large multiple
family dwellings—e.g., those with over
1000 units—and questioned whether,
even assuming that high rise building
complexes would remain exempt from
our regulations, this necessarily should
continue to be the situation regardless of
the size or function performed by such
facilities, observing:

¢ ¢ * [I]t s clenr that some such systems
do carry distant television broadcast signals
a1 that concept is defined in our eable tele-
vidon rules and that some such systems
suller from poor technieal quality. Moreover,
duch mystems, generally through intercon-
Dection vin multipoint distribution common
carrier service, are increasingly involved in
the distribution of pay television program-
ming. Also, there would sppear to be nho
reason why large systems of this type could
Dot engage In necess, leased channel, or other
types of program origination.

» » - - re

' * * |W]e believe it appropriate to con-
nider these facilities as & class of
fystem and, In contrast with our considera-
ton of what rules cught not apply to small
cabls systoms, to eonsider which, if any, of
our rules ought be applied. Initially, it would
Mipear that the most lkely rules to be ap-
pifed would inctude the signal carringo rules,
the subscription cablecasting rules, technical
fandards, and, perhaps, modified access
channel ryles

COMMENTE

4. Many parties propose total regula-
Uon of MATV systems while an almost
fqual number propose total exemption.
In between are proposals premised upon

Parity” of regulation with colocated
traditional cable systems. A substantinl
a)unxbc-r of comments were directed solely

he question of whether our “anti-
siphoning” rules should be made appli-
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cable to pay services supplied to MATV
units via Multipoint Distribution Sys-
tems (MDS). Several parties submitted
comments specifically directed to the reg-
uintory posture of MATV systems serving
very Iarge multiple dwelling units.

75. A substantial number of comment-
Ing parties (all of them cable operators)
want the exception deleted in its entirety
and urge regulation of all systems, tra-
ditional or MATV, with over 50 sub-
scribers. They assert that the MATV ex-
ception is essentially an invalid distine-
tion between vertical (exempt) and hor-
fzontal (regulated) systems which
should not be perpetuated. Many parties
point out that where as the type of MATV
systems In existence at the time of the
adoption of the exception were techni-
cally of & minimal nature, newer MATV
systems are as sophisticated as the most
modern cable systems, and that there
are no lenger any functional differences.
Further, these parties submit that the
“impact” of & viewing household is of
the same regulatory consideration
whether the household lives In a single
family residence or In an apartment,
And, they continue, with the current
trends In national housing—because of
the scarcity of land and increased con-
struction cosfs—toward more multiple
family dwelling units, this issue is be-
coming of Increasing importance, These
cable operators also point out that MATV
systems, without signal carriage restric-
tions, generally carry signals not author-
jzed to a cable system operating in the
same geographic area (e.g. apartment
houses in Arlington, Virginia generally
furnish all Baltimore, Maryland signals,
but a cable system there could not, at
least as a part of its basic signal comple-
ment) . This is said to be inherently un-
fair. The comments of the Perry Cable
Teleyision Companies are typical of those
urging that the “apartment house™ ex-
ception be deleted:

There Is iitle or no difference o the com-
munity andenna system that serves a multi-
plo dwelling establishment, whether that es-
tablishment be o highrise vertically or hori-
zontally constructed, mutually owned or
rented; luxury or low-cost,

Perry further cautions that the rapid
growih of an unregulated MATV indus-
try “may well serve to destroy the via-
bility of cable television systems in small-
er copununities.” Storer Cable TV of
Florida, Ine., in its extensive comments,
asserts that the problem is not restricted
to smaller communities but affects larg-
er communities as well and that the
problem §s growing. Storer adds that
condominlums now account for 25 per-
cent of the 90,000 housing units In Na-
ples, Florida, and submits aerial photos
fllustrating that some of these Florida
condominium units are detached dwell-
ings. Storer complains that residents of
most condominiums are prohibited from
subscribing to cable service but Instead
must pay for MATYV services, cannot con-
struct an outside antenna, have no ef-
fective complaint service, receive less
service than cable subscribers, and gen-
erally recelve Inadequate technical serv-
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ice. Liberty Communications, Inc., par-
ticularly wants mobile home parks to
continue to be regulated, stating “there
is no logical reason why persons who live
in a mobile home park should be deprived
of the same protection and services af-
forded the general public by the Com-
mission’s cable regulations.”

6. Supporting continued non-regula-
tion of MATYV service to multiple family
dwelling units are & number of parties
representing various aspects of the hous-
ing industry az well as Cablecom-Gen-
eral, the RCA Corporation, and CATA.
U.S. Communities, Inc., a nationwide de-
veloper of mobile home parks and the
Manufactured Housing Institute, repre-
senting manufacturers of mobile homes,
both want total deregulation of mobile
Homes, asserting that MATV service is
“Integral to the comprehensive process of
Jand development™ and that the Com-
mission should eonsider the costs of reg-
ulation to the nationnl consumer and
exclude all multiple housing units under
common controi from regualtion. Both
the Apartment and Office Bullding As-
sociation of Washington, D.C., represent-
ing the owners and operators of 250,000
apartments in the Washington, D.C. area
and Carl Magnum Realtors, a California
organization, make the same argument
that MATV service is merely an “amen-
ity™ to housing and should not be regu-
Iated. Mark Winkler Management, Inc.,
the operator of an apartment housing
development in Northern Virginia serv-
ing almost 3,000 units, makes the fol-
lowing : regulation of MATV
units is beyond the Commission's juris-
diction and is not needed to protect
either broadcasters or the public; the
Commission’s rules are so burdensome
that telovisionr service might have to be
discontinued; its system carrles Balti-
more signals simply because they are
avallable off-the-air; and strict appli-
cation of the Commission’s signal car-
riage rules would require their deletion.

7. Cablecom-General opposes any
regulation whatsoever. MATV systems,
Cablecom states, are not engaged in the
retransmission of signals for profit, and
Section 325(x) of the Communications
Act impliedly prohibits such regulation,
Additionally, probibitions against pub-
lic reception of television signals “might"
constitute unlawful censorship in viola-
tion of Section 326 of the Communica-
tions Act and the First Amendment,
Moreover, Cablecom feels that as a mat-
ter of policy the Commission should not
regulate MATV systems, urging the fol-
lowing: the fact that such units perform
activities which sare Inconsistent with
rules is of no significance because the
Commission has never applied its rules to
such systems. the protection of conven-
tlonal broadeast services is insufficient to
justify the increase in administrative
cost;: the parties to the 1972 Consensus
Agrecement ™ felt no need for protection
existed; and bhroadcasters have not lost
audience or suffered signal degradation

¥ Appendix D, Cable Television Report and
Order, FCC 72-108, 36 FOC 2d 143 (1972).
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by reason of master antennas. Finally,
Cablcom believes that imposition of reg-
ulation would lead to the discontinuance
ol master antenna service by landlords.
The RCA Corporation opposes the regu-
iation of MATV systems, asserting that
the Commission’s desired goals could
not be achieved—i.e., that regulation is
not necessary to protect the quality and
quantity of conventional broadcast serv-
ice, that program diversity cannot be
achieved by systems performing solely
antenna functions, and that protection
of the public is not necessary because
normal market forces provide adequate
protection. CATV declares that the Com-
mission does not have the jurisdiction to
regulate classic MATV “nor does it be-
hoove the Commission's goals for dereg~
ulation to regulate more reception en-
tities than are currently regulated * * *
The solution to any unfairness that
might obtain {8 not to make them
(MATV) more like us (CATVs), but to
make us more like them.”

78. Between these extremes of total
regulation and nonregulation are many
comments proposing ‘“uniformity"” or
“parity" of regulation between cable sys-
tems and MATV systems. Still others
propose approaches which are “trig-
gered” by actions by the MATV system.
Supporting the concept of “uniformity,”
Allen’s TV Cable, Inc., et al. comments:
* * * [T}here is no real difference between
n mastor antenna systemn and a cable tele-
vision system, st least from s federal regu-
Iatory standpolnt * ¢ * Both types of oper-
ation, If suffclently large, have the same
thooretioal tmpact on conventional television

broadcasting; and both types of operation,.

if small, have a negligible impact * * *
The presence or absence of common owner-
ship, control or management Is irrelevant
* & + The difference in freatment * * *
hns developed on policy grounds in order
to withdraw from federal regulation those
pervices which traditionally are so small and
isolnted as to have litdle or no public interest
impact and, therefore, should not be regu-
Isted. Respondents feol that the better way
to deal with MATV operations is to eliminate
the distinction between MATV and CATV
snd to raise the definitional exemption to
» level which would eliminate from regula-
{lon most traditional MATVs and very small
CATVe.

79. NCTA, Viacom and several other
parties propose “parity” of regulation.
NCTA, for example, proposes that the
Commission define all MATV systems
a§ cable systems for regulatory purposes.
Then, as a part of its overall definitional
socheme, NCTA proposes the creation of
a new class of systams of under 1000
subscribers (including MATYV systems) to
which only minimal regulation would
apply. “However,” NCTA continued, “cir-
cumstances exist where equity dictates
that this small system regulatory exemp-
tion should not be applicable, Specifi-
cally, when such an exempt or partially
exempt CATYV system of any kind is oper-
ating within the franchise area of a non-
exempt CATV system, the regulatory
treatment of the two CATV entities
would be substantially equal.” The trig-
ger for the application of this “parity”
approach would be when the political
subdivision in which an MATV system
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operates grants a franchise to a “tradi-
tional™ CATV system.

80. The New York State Commission
on Cable Television suggests that we
adopt the same regulatory approach
which it has evolved for MATV systems;
namely, that MATV systems are exempt
from regulation so long as they engage
in normal “reception only"” functions but
that regulation is triggered by either en-
gaging In pay operations or carrying dis-
tant signals.

81, A significant nwmber of parties
have directed substantial comments to
the subject of the regulation of MATV
systems because of actual and potential
distribution of pay programming. The
American Broadceasting Company (ABC)
and Television Licensees propose that
the definitional exception for apartment
houses should be forfeited when such
facilities offer program origination or
pay services. They both urge that the
Commission extend the pay-product
restrictions of § 76.225 of our Rules to
MATYV systems. ABC submits as an at-
tachment to its comments a press release
by the Microband Corporation of Amer-
fea to illustrate the growth of pay
services via common carrier Multipoint,
Distribution Service (MDS). The Na-
tional Association of Theatre Owners,
Inc, (NATO) requests that we adopt
rules “establishing MATV systems as a
separate class of CATV systems subject
to the Commission’s regulations, par-
ticularly those applicable to cable pay
television.,” NATO states that although
there presently exist only limited MATV
pay operations utilizing MDS, these
MATYV systems will soon become a major
outlet for the distribution of pay tele-
vision, and that they have the same
potentin]l for “siphoning” feature flims
from the theatre and broadcnsting in-
dustries as cable pay television. NATO
asserts that the fallure to apply appro-
priate regulations “will leave a sub-
stantial gap in the Commission's cable
television and pay television regulatory
scheme.” In opposition to NATO's re-
quest, the reply comments of both the
Program Suppliers and MCA, Inc. urge
that there is no merit to such a proposal
and that in any event the Commission
should not extend i{ts pay cable pro-
gramming restrictions to MATV while
petitions for review are pending in court
questioning the validity of the program
restrictions applied to cable systems*™
The Program Suppliers add that “* * *
any extension of the anti-siphoning
rules would impair the Program Sup-
pliers’ ability to find new markets for
their product in the emerging new
technologies."

82. Last, it is appropriate to review the
comments received with respect to regu-
lation of extremely large multiple family
dwelling units. Many parties did not
specifically comment on this point, but
instead proposed various classes of cable
systems by size, including both tradi-

# Home Box Office, Ino., et al. v, FCC &USA,
Nos. 756-1280; 75-1284; 75-1342; 75-1358; 78~
1430; 75-4170; 75-1496; 75-1565, filed March
21, 1076 (Docket 19564) .

tional cable and MATV systems, (o
which regulations would be equally ap.
plicable, Cablecom General opposes the
regulation of MATV systems, no matter
how large, stating that there is no
evidence demonstrating adverse Impact
of MATV systems upon conventional
broadcast interests, and cautioning that
regulation would In many instances
bring about discontinuance of the sery-
ice by landlords and developers. Mark
Winkler Management, Inc. also feels
that regulation would be burdensome and
lead to discontinuance of MATV service,
and states that a 5000 unit development
“would most likely be the smallest able
to absorb the increased expenses for
regulation of a service for which no fee
is charged.” The Minnesota Cable Com-
munications Board (MCCB), however,
comments that it is “appropriate’ for
the Commission to now consider regula-
tion for-large MATV units, and the Tele-
vision Licensees and the ABC Television
Network both urge that TV systems
serving more than 1000 units “should be
required to adhere to the same network
and syndicated program exclusivity
rules applicable to larger CATV sys-
tems."” The Association of Maximum
Service Telecasters, while taking no posi-
tion at this time on expanding the defi-
nition to Include heretofore exempt
MATV systems, urges that should the
Commission decide to do s0, any “grand-
fathering” of distant signal carriage
should be strictly limited to the building
or buildings in which the MATV system
was operating at the time of the Notice
herein. RCA, while generally favoring
non-regulation of MATV, concludes:

Tho rules should be applied to such systems
only if the size of the complex or community
Justifies Commission regulation based upon
the striking of a balance between significant
nccomplishment of regulatory purposes and
the costs of compliance, regulation, and
enforement,

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

83. After careful review of the exten-
siye comments on treatment of masier
antenna systems, we have decided 10
clarify—but not to extend—our present
exercise of regulatory authority, The op-
erntive language of the exemption has
been slightly revised but its substantive
scope remains essentially unchanged
that is, we will continue to exclude from
regulation a facility “that serves or will
serve only subscribers in one or more
multiple unit dwellings under common
ownership, control or management
Thus we need not reach the jurisdice
tional challenge raised by CATA and
others. Instead, we are impressed by the
statement of at least one large multiple-
svstem cable operator, Cablecom-Gen-
eral, reinforced by the comments of 8
large corporation with conventional
broadcast interests, RCA, that regulation
of MATYV systems has not been )'usuﬁgcl
on grounds of their actual or potential
harm to over-the-air television. Indeed,
such other broadcast interests as ABC;
and Television Licensees discuss MATV
impact on thelr medium only in the rela-
tively narrow terms of exclusivity pro-
tection (on systems of 1000-plus units)
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and pay-product limitations on movies
and sporting events, They are silent on
such fundamental Issues as basic signal
carriage, access and technical standards.

#4. To be sure, many commenters—
Jargely cable operators or industry trade
assoclations—urge elimination of the
spartment MATV exception on the
grounds that there ought to be “parity"”
of regulation for entities performing es-
sentially the same functions. Admittedly,
we have not entirely satisfied what ap-
pears to be the cable operators’ underly-
mg concern for the competitive dis-
advantage at which they may be placed
by our failure to regulate apartment
MATV facilities. (While precise figures
are not readily available, it should be
noted that only & very small percentage
of apartment bulldings exceed 500 units
in size). On the other hand, certain com-
petitive limitations are bullt into the
typical MATV facility which usually do
not exist for the cable operator. The
former ordinarily is a “passive” entity,
taking what its rooftop antenna can pick
up off-the-air, but not reaching out—
via microwave or separated headend—to
pick up distant signals which cable oper-
ators consider an attractive aspect of
thelr service. Practically speaking, the
MATYV provider possesses only the limited
economic bage represented by the several
hundred subscribers within the four walls
of & highrise facility, who generally are
not paying separately for the service.
Such an operation usually does not—and
probably could not—offer origination or
access programming.

85. Having determined not to extend
the exercise of our authority over serv-
ice by master antennas, it is important
to state as clearly as possible where we
draw the line, and why, We believe that
the present limit of our regulation—es-
tablished both by the language of the
current “apartment” exception and by
cases interpreting it—works, or should
work to exempt facilities serving only
residents In one or more multiple unit
dwellings under common ownership, con-
trol or management, We have sald that it
doés not exclude mobile home parks,
planned and resort communities and
military Installations.™ We have ac-
knowledged, however (Para. 72, supra),
that the status of some condominiums,
tooperative apartments, and hotels and
motels, remaing ambiguous. By adopting
the language recited above — “‘serving
only subscribers in one or more multiple
unit dwellings under common ownership,
contvol or management'—we are at-

* See, for exumplo, Bayhead Mobile Home

Park, FCC 74-589, 47 FCC 24 763 (107%), and
Pacific Western Mobile Estates, Ine., FCC T4-
10&58. 40 FCC 24 289 (1974) concerning mo-
ble home park systems; Citizens Develop-
m?,  Corporation, PCC 75-506, 52 PCC 2d
1135 (1976); Sanwick Cablevision, Ine., FOC
74-883, 43 FCC 24 563 (1974), Blg Canoe Tele-
Vislon Systems, POC 74-623, 47 FOC 24 465
(1674), Leacom, Ine., PCC 74-003, 48 F'CO 2d
64! (1974) concerning planned and resort
?-L.:um'.mx; and Robert D. Lewis d/b/a Ca-
Vo Spstems, FOC 75-604, 53 PCC 2d 503
{1073) and Calble Antenna Systems, FCC T4-
46, 47 PCC 2d 545 (1074) concerning syatems
on military installations.
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tempting to reseive the ambiguous situa-
ations. We think the resclution Is clear
enough to exempt highrise apartments,

ferred te in paragraph 10 of our Notice,
including garden apartments, garden
condominium apartment complexes, gar-
den apartment communities, townhouse
duplex condominium communities and
other similar situations we now exempt
from regulation so long as the elements
of common ownership, control or man-
agement are involved.

86. We have no wish to become entan-
gled in real property law, What we seek
to establish are concepts of “amenity,”
convenience and even feasibility which
serve to set excluded facilities apart from
regulated (cable) facilities, By amenity
we mean a lessor's or a manager's use of
master antenna service as & secondary
or Incidental inducement to occupancy
of his residential facility. By convenience,
we are suggesting the efficiency and
economy, even the aesthetics, of having
a single, shared receptor rather than a
forest of antennas on the roof of a mul-
tiple unit dwelling, By feasibility we re-
fer to the realities of a television signal’s
shadowing and blocking when it must
travel among highrise buildings, making
& tall antenna—extending even far above
a roofline—the only means of receiving
service. Under such circumstances the
erection of a high master antenna be-
comes not a competitive entry Into some-
thing like cable television service but an
almost necessary improvement to the
business of leasing or selling dwellings.

87. Apart from- differences in broad-
cast signal retransmission, commenters
have claimed discrimination in MATV's
freedom from the so-called “anti-siphon-
ing"” rules, Section 76.225, which act to
limit the movie and sports product a
cable system may carry when an addi-
tional charge per channel or per program
is made. To begin with, we are reluc-
tant—if not powerless—to make changes
in the applicability of our “pay cable”
rules while these regulations remain
under review in the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia Circuit.™
Even assuming we were free to act, how-
ever, we prefer to reserve the broader
possibilities for decisive resolution pre-
sented by the outstanding Notice of In-
quiry and Notice of Proposed Rule Mak-
ing in Docket 18671, FCC 73-T3, 39 FCC
2d 527 (1973), covering apartment houses,
motels and hotels, In fact, comments In
the Instant Docket 20561 directed to the
question of pay-product regulation shall
be associated with Docket 189671,

CORCLUSION

88, Wo believe that the changes made
will simplify the administration of the
rules, relieve significant and unnecessary
burdens for small cable television gystem
operators, and will not adyversely affect
the provision of television broadcast sexv-
ice to the public and that their adoption
is, therefore, In the public interest.

* See footnote 28, supra
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Authority fer adoption of the rules
herein is contained in Sections 2, 4 (1)
and (§), 303, 307, 308, and 308 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended.

Accordingly, ¢ is ordered, That effec-
tive May 16, 1877, Part 76 of the Commis-
sion’s Rules and Regulations are
amended as sel forth below.

It is jurther ardeéred, That the pro-
ceeding In Docket 20661 s retained open.
(Secs. 2, 3, 4, & 302, 203, 307, 308, 309, 315,
317, 48 Stat., as amended, 1064, 1085, 1066,
1068, 1081, 1683, 1083, 1084, 1085, 1088, 1089;
47 UB.C. 152, 153, 154, 155, 301, 303, 307, 308,
300, 315, 317.)

Fromsar COMMUNICATIONS
COoMMISSION,
Vineenr J, MULLINS,
Secretary.

Part 76 of Chapter I of Title 47 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

1. In Section 76.5, paragraph (a) Is
amended, and paragraphs (mm) and
{nn) are added, to read as follows:

§ 76,5 Definitions.

(a) Cable Television: System. A non-
broacast faeility consisting of a set of
transmission paths and associated sig-
nal generation, reeeption, and control
equipment, under common ownership and
control, that distributes or is designed
to distribute to subscribers the signals
of one or more television broacast sta-
tions, but such term shall not include (1)
any such facility that serves fewer than
50 subscribers, or (2) any such facility’
that serves or will serve only subscribers
in one or more multiple unit dwellings
under common cownership, control or
management.

» . » » -

(mm) System communily unit; Com-
munity unit. A cable television system, or
portion of a cable television system, that
operates or wili operate within a separate
and distinet cammunity or municipal en-
tity (including unincorporated commui-
nities within unincorporated areas and
including single, discrete unincorporated
areas).

(mm) Subscribers. A member of the gen-
eral public who receives broadcast pro-
gramming distributed by o cable televi-
sion system and “‘Goes not further dis-
tribute it.

§76.7 [Amended])

2. In Section 76.7, paragraphs (a) and
(b) are amended to delete the term
“cable television system” and substitute
the term “cable television system opera-
tor.” Paragraph (¢) (3) is amended to de-
lete the terms “cable television commu-
nity” and “community,” and substilute
the term ‘“system community unit."
Paragraphs (g) and (h) are amended to
delete the term “cable television system”
and substitute the term “system commu-
nity unit.”

Subpart B—Signal Registration and Cer-
tificates of Compliance

3, In Subpart B, the caption is amend-
ed, and a new § 76.10 is added to read
as follows:
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5§ 76.10 Registration of systems of fewer
than 500 subscribers.

A cable television system having be-
tween 50 and 400 subscribers shall fur-
nish the Commission with the following
information within thirty (30) days after
providing service to fifty subscribers:

(a) The legal name of the operator
and whether the operator is an individ-
ual, private association, partnership, or
corporation. If the operator is a partner-
ship, the legal name of the partner re-
sponsible for communications with the
Commission shall be supplied;

(b) The assumed name (if any) used
for doing business in the community;

(c) The mail address, including zip
code, to which all communications areé to
be directed;

(d) The date the system provided
service to 50 subscribers;

(e) The name of each separate com-
munity and area served; and

if) The television broadcast signals
carried.

No such cable television system shall
provide service to 500 or more subscribers
until a Certificate of Compliance has
first been obtained.

4. In §76.11, all references to “cable
television system"” and “cable system”
are deleted and the term “community
unit” is substituted; and paragraphs (a)
and (b) are amended to read as follows:

§76.11 Centificate of Compliance Re-
quired,

(a) No system community unit having
50 or more subscribers and constituting
all or part of a cable television system
having 500 or more subscribers shall
commence operations or add a television
broadcast signal to existing operations
unless it receives a certificate of compli-
ance from the Commission: Provided,
however, That an existing system may
add a television signal, pursuant to
§576.57(a) (1)-(3), 7650(n) (1)-(3)
and (5), 76.61(a) (1)-(3),0r 76.63(a) (as
it relates to § 76.61(a) (1)-(3)), or the
slgnal of & noncommercial educational
television station that is operated by an
agenoy of the state within which the sys-
tem is located, pursuant to §§ 76.57(h),
76.59(¢c), 76.61(d), or 76.63(a) (as it re-
lates to § 76.61(d)), without filing an
application or receiving a certificate of
compliance, if the system serves the in-
formation required by §76.13(b) (1) on
the Commission and the parties named
in § 76.13{a) (6) and (7) at least thirty
(30) days before commencing such car-
riage and no objection is filed with the
Commission within (30) days after such
service is made. See § 1.47 of this chapter.

(h) No system community unit having
50 or more subscribers and constituting
all or part of a cable television system
having 500 or more subscribers that was
lawfully carrying television broadcast
signals in a community prior to March
31, 1972, shall continue carriage of such
signals beyond the end of its current
franchise period, or June 1, 1877, which-

ever occurs first, unless it receives a cer-
tificate of compliance.
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5. In §76.13, the notes to paragraphs
(@) (4) and (b) (3) are amended to delete
the terms “proposed system’s” and “sys-
tem's.” All other references in J 76.13
(except paragraphs (a)(2) and (b)(2)
to “cable television systemis] ['s1 and
“system(s]” are deleted and the term
“community unitis] ['s] is substituted;
and paragraph (¢) is revised to read as
follows:

§ 76.13 Filing of applications.

(¢) For an existing community unit
that is required to receive certificaton
pursuant to § 76.11 (b) or (¢), an appli-
cation for certificate of compliance shall
include:

§ 76.27 | Amended]

8. In §76.27, the term “cable televi-
sion system" is deleted, and the term
“applicant” is substituted.

§76.29 [Amended])

7.In §7629, paragraph (a) is
amended to delete the term “cable tele-
vision facilities” and substitute the term
“community units.” Paragraph (b)(2) is
amended to delete the term “system™ and
substitute the term “community unit"

Subpart C—Federal—State/Local
Regulatory Relationships

8. In Subpart C, & new §7630 is
added to read as follows:

§ 76.30  Scope of application.

The provisions of this subpart shall
not apply to any system community unit
that constitutes all o part of a cable
television system that serves fewer than
500 subscribers,

§76.31 |Amended]

9, In § 76.31, all references to “cable
television system,” “cable system" and
“system’s are deleted and the term “com-
munity unit{'s]” is substituted as
appropriate.

10. In § 76.54, paragraphs (b) and (c)
are amended to read as follows:

§76.54 Significantly  viewed signals:
method  to  be followed  for
spectal  showings.

- » » » »

(b)) Significant viewing in a cable tel-
evision community for signals not shown
as significantly viewed under paragraphs
(a) or (d) of this section may be dem-
onstrated by an independent professional
audience survey of non-cable television
homes that covers at least two weekly
periods separately by at least thirty (30)
days but no more than one of which
shall be n week between the months of
April and September. If two surveys are
taken, they shall include samples suffl-
cient to assure that the combined sur-
veys result in an average figure of at
least one standard error above the re-
quired viewing level, If surveys are taken
for more than 2 weekly periods in any 12
months, all such surveys must result
in an average figure at least one stand-
ard error above the required viewing
level. If a cable television system serves

more than one community, a single sir.
vey may be taken, provided that the
sample includes non-cable television
homes from each community that are
proportional to the population,

(¢) Notice of a survey to be made pur-
suant to paragraph (b) of this section
shall be served on all llcensees or per-
mittees of television broadcast stations
within whose predicted Grade B ocon-
tours the cable community or communi-
ties are located in whole or In part, and
on all other system community units
franchisees, and franchise applicants in
the cable community or communities at
least thirty (30) days prior to the intiial
survey period. Such notice shall Include
the name of the survey organization and
a description of the procedures to be
used. Objections to survey organizations
or procedures shall be.served on the
party sponsoring the survey within
twenty (20) days after receipt of such
notice,

§8 76,55, 76.57, 76.59, 76.61, 76.63,
76.65 & 76.67 [Amended]

11, In 3§83 76.55, 76.67, 76.59, 76.61,
76.63, 76.65 & 76.67, all references to
“cable television system[s] and ‘“sys-
temis] are deleted and the term “com-
munity unitis]" is substituted.

12. Section 76.59(b) ds amended to
read as follows:

£ 76.59 Provisions for smaller television
markets,

(b) In addition to the television broad-
cast signals carried pursuant to para-
graph (a) of this section, any such com-
munity unit constituting all or part of a
system having fewer than 500 subscrib-
ers may carry any additional television
signals. Any such community unit con-
stituting all or part of a system having
500 or more subscribers may carry suffl-
cient additional signals so that, includ-
ing the signals required to be carried
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, it can provide the signals of a full
network station of each of the major na-
tional television networks, and of one
{ndependent television station: Provided,
however, That, in determining how many
additional signals may be carried, Any
authorized but nat operating television
broadcast station that, if operational
would be required to be carried pursuant
to paragraph (a) (1) of this section, shall
be considered to be operational for a
period terminating 18 months after
grant of its initial construction permit,

_ - » - .

13. Section 76.61i¢by is amended 1O
read as follows:

§ 76.61 Provisions for first
television murkets.

50 major

(b) In addition to the televislon broat-
cast signals carried pursuant to para-
graph () of this section, any such com-
munity unit constituting all or part of &
system having fewer than 500 subscx_'ib-
ers may carry any additional television
signals, Any such community unit con=
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stituting all or part of a system having
500 or more subscribers may carry sufli-
oent additional signals so that, includ-
jng the signals required to be carried
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, it can provide the signals of a full
network station of each of the major na-
tional television networks, and of three
independent television stations: Pro-
rided, however, That In determining how
many additional signals may be carried,
any authorized but not operating tele-
vision broadeast. station that, if opera-
uonal, would be required to be carried
pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) of this
gection, shall be consideréd fo be opera~-
tonal for & period terminating 18
months after grant of its inftial con-
struction permit,

14 Section 76.85¢(b) amended to read
a8 follows:

£76,65 Grandfathering Provisions.

(b) The provisions of §§ 76.67, 76.59,
76.61 and 76.63 shall not be deemed to
require the deletion of any television
broadcast or translator signals which a
systemn community unit having fewer
than 50 subscribers but constituting all
or part of a system having 500 or more
subseribers was earrying prior to May 16,
1977, until the community unit has 50
subscribers.

15, Section 76.67(1) Is amended to read
s follows:

§76.67 Sports Broadeasts,

) The provisions of this section shall
not apply to any cable television system
having fewer than 500 subscribers.

£§76.92, 76,94, 76.95, 7697, 76.99,
76.151 and 76,159  [Amended)

16, Sections 76.92, 76.94, 76.95, 76.97,
76.99, 76.151, and 76,159 are amended to
delete the term “cable television system"
and the word “system[s]1” and substitute
the term “community unit.”

17, Section 76.95(b) is amended, and
the note at the end of paragraph (d)
deleted to read as follows:

§76.95 Exceptions.

(b) The provisions of §§76.92 and
76.9¢ shall not apply to a cable television
system having fewer than 1000 subscrib-
ers, Within 60 days following the provi-
sion of service to 1000 subscribers, each
such system shall file a notice to that
effect with the Commission and shall
send a copy thereof to all television
broadcast and translator stations carried
by the system.
» » \ » »

18. Section 76.97(b) 5 amended, and
the note at the end of paragraph (b)
deleted to read as follows:

§76.97 Whaiver petitions.
- . - . »

(b) The fifteen (16) day period spec-
ified in paragraph (a) shall not com-
mence until the television broadceast sta-
tion requesting exclusivity has initiated
Service pursuant to program test author-
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ity as provided In § 73.629 of this chap-
ter, and until the cable television system
serves 1000 or more subscribers.

§ 76.153 | Amended]

19. In § 76.153, paragraphs (a) and (b)
are amended to delete the term “each
cable system” and substitute the term
“each cable television system operator,”
and in parggraph (¢) the term “in the
cable system community” Immediately
preceding the proviso is deleted and the
term “in the eable community™ is sub-
stituted.

§ 76,155 [Amended]

20. In § 76.155, paragraphs (¢} and (d)
are amended to delete the term “cable
television system” and substitute the
term ‘“cable television system operator.”

21, Section 76.161 is amended to delete
the “NOTE"” and to read as follows:

£ 76.161  Exception.

The provisions of §§76.99 and 76,151
shall not apply to a cable television sys-
tem having fewer than 1000 subscribers.
Within sixty60) days following the pro-
vision of service to 1000 subscribers each
such system operator shall file a notice to
that effect with the Commission and shall
send a copy thereof to all television
broadeast stations carried by the cable
television system,

22. Section 76.205 is amended to de-
lete the term “[cable television] system”
and substitute the term “cable television
system operator,” and paragraph (a) is
amended to read as follows:

§ 76,205 Origination cablecasts by can-
didutes for public office.

(@) General requirements, If a cable
television system operator shall permit
any legally qualified candidate for public
office to use the system’s origination
channel(s) and facilities therefor, the
system operator shall afford equal oppor-
tunities to all other such candidates for
that office: Provided, however, That such
cable television system operator shall
have no power of censorship over the ma-
terial cablecast by any such candidate:
And provided, further, That an appear-
ance by a legally qualified candidate on
any:

{1) Bona fide newscast,

(2) Bona fide interview,

(3) Bona fide news documentary if
the appearance of the candidate is inci-
dental to the presentation of the subject
or subjects covered by the news docu-
mentary), or )

(4) On-the-spot coverage of bona fide
news events (Including but not limited to
political conventions and activities inci-
dental thereto), shall not be deemed to
be use of the facllities of the system
within the meaning of this paragraph.

Nore—The Falrness Dootrine is applicable
to these exempt categories, See § 76.209.

23. In § 76.209, paragraphs (a) and (¢)
are amended to delete all references to
“cable television system"” or “system” and
substitute the term “cable television sys-
tem operator,” and paragraphs (b) and
fd) are amended to read as follows:
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£ 76.209 Fairness doctrine: personal at-
tacks: political editorials.

(b) When, during such origination
cablecasting, an attack is made upon the
honesty, character, integrity, or like per-
sonal qualities of an identified person or
group, the cable television system opera-
tor shall, within & reasonable time and
In no event later than one (1) week after
the attack, transmit to the person or
group attacked: (1) Notification of the
date, time, and identification of the
cablecast; (2) a script or tape (or an
accurate summary if a script or tape is
not available) of the attack; and (3) an
offer a reasonnble opportunity to re-
spond over the system's facilities.

. . » » »

td) Where n cable television system
operator, in an editorial, (1) endorses
or (2) opposes n legally qualified candi-
date or candidates, the system operator
shall, within 24 hours of the editorial.
transmit to respectively (i) the other
qualified candidate or candidates for the
same office, or (ii) the candidate opposed
in the editorial, (a) notification of the
date, time, and channel of the editorial;
() a script or tape of the editorial; and
tc) an offer of a reasonable opportu-
nity for a candidate or spokesman of
the candidate to respond over the sys-
tem’s facilities: Provided, however, That
where such editorials are cablecast with-
in 72 hours prior to the day of the elec-
tion, the system operator shall comply
with the provisions of this paragraph
sufficiently far in advance of the broad-
cast to enable the candidate or candi-
dates to have a reasonable opportunity
Lo prepare a response and to present it
in a timely fashion,

24, In §76.213, paragraph
amended to read as follows:

§ 76,213 Lotteries.

(a) No cable television system opera-
tor, except as In paragraph (c), when
engaged in origination cablecasting shall
transmit or permit to be transmitted
on the origination cablecasting channel
or channels any advertisement of or in-
formation concerning any lottery, gift
enterprise, or similar scheme, offering
prizes dependent in whole or in part
upon lot or chance, or any list of prizes
drawn or awarded by means of any such
lottery, gift enterprise, or scheme,
whether sald list contains any part or
all of such prizes.

25. Section 76.215 is amended to read
as follows:

§ 76,215 Ohscenity.

No cable television system operator
when engaged in origination cablecast-
ing shall transmit or permit to be trans-
mitted on the origination cablecasting
channel or channels material that is
ohbscene or indecent.

26. In §76.221, all references to the
term “cable television system" or “sys-
tem"” are deleted, and the term “cable
television system operator’ is substi-
tuted, and paragraphs (b) and (d) are
ame to read as follows:

"' s
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retention; related requirements.

(b) Each cable television system op-
erator engaged in origination cablecast-
ing shall exercise reasonable diligence to
obtain from employees, and from other
persons with whom the system operator
deals directly in connection with any
matter for cablecasting, information to
enable such system operator to make the
announcement required by this section.

» . . » -

(d) The announcement required by
this section shall, in addition to stating
the fact that the origination cablecast-
ing matter was sponsored, paid for or
furnished, fully and fairly disclose the
true identify of the person or persons, or
corporation, committee, association or
other unincorporated group, or other en-
tity by whom or on whose behalf such
pyament is made or promised, or from
whom or on whose behalf such services
or other valuable consideration is re-
ceived, or by whom the material or serv-
{ces referred to in paragraph (c) of this
section are furnished. Where an agent
or other person or entity contracts or
otherwise makes arrangements with a
cable television system operator on be-
half of another, and such fact is known
or by the exercise of reasonable diligence,
as specified in paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion, could be known to the system op-
erator, the announcement shall disclose
the identity of the person or persons or
entity on whose behalf such agent is act-
ing instead of the name of such agent.
Where the origination cablecasting ma-
terial is political matter or matter involv-
ing the discussion of a controversial issue
of public importance and a corporation,
committee, association or other unincor-
porated group, or other entity is paying
for or furnishing the matter, the system
operator shall, in addition to making the
announcement required by this section,
require that a list of the chief executive
officers or members of the executive com-
mittee or of the board of directors of
the corporation, committee, assoclation
or other unincorporated group, or other
entity shall be made avallable for public
inspection at the local office of the sys-
tem. Such lists shall be kept and made
available for a period of two years,

£ 76.225 [Amended]

27. In § 76,225, all references to “'cable
telovision systen” are deleted and the
term “community unit” is substituted.

28, In § 76.252, the Introductory lan-
guage in paragraph (a), and paragraph
(b) are amended to read as follows:

§ 76.252 Channcl capacity.

(a) Any cable teleyision system having
49500 or more subscribers shall comply
with the following requirements respect-
ing channel capacity:

(b) This section applics to all cable
television systems that are located In
whole or in part within & major televi-
sion market and that commence opera-

§ 76.221 Spon»onb':r ideontification; list

RULES AND REGULATIONS

tions after March 31, 1972. Systems that
are located outside of a major television
market and that commense operations
after March 31, 1977, shall comply upon
commencement of operations. All other
systems shall comply on or before June
21, 1986. Systems that are in compliance
with the provisions of subparagraph (a)
(1) are not required to modify their fa-
cilities in order to comply with subpara-
graph (a) (2) of this section,

29. In §76.254, the Introductory lan-
gusge in paragraph (a) and paragraphs
(¢), (d), and () are amended as fol-
lows, and in paragraphs (a) (1), (a)(2),
(2)(3), (@)(4), and (e), the phrase
“each such system” is deleted and the
phrase “the operator of each such sys-
tem™ Is substituted:

£76.254 Number and designation of

aceess channels,

Any cable television system having
3500 or more subsoribers shall comply
with the following requirements respect-
ing the number and designation of access
channels:

(a) The operator of each such system
shall, to the extent of the system's ac-
tivated channel capability, comply with
the following requirements:

(c) The operator of each such system
shall, in any case, maintain at least one
full channel for shared access program-
ming: Provided, however, That, in the
case of systems in operation on June 21,
1976, if insufficient activated channel
capability is available to provide one full
channe] for shared access programming
the system operator shall provide what-
ever portions of channels are available
for such purposes. In meeting its access
obligations, every operator of a cable
television system shall make reasonable
efforts in programming the system's
bandwidth to avoid the displacement of
access service.

{d) Whenever any of the channels de-
soribed in paragraph (a) or (¢) of this
section Is in use during 80 percent of
the weekdays (Monday-Friday) for 80
percent of the time during any consecu-
tive three-hour period for six consecutive
weeks, the system operator shall have
six months In which to make a new
channel available for the same purposes:
Provided, however, That the channel ex-
pansion mandated by this paragraph
shall not exceed the activated channel
capability of the system.

- - » . -

(f) Until March 31, 1977, operators
of systems that are located outside the
major television markets or that com-
menced operation prior to March 31,
1972 may comply with the requirements
of this section by making a reasonable
effort to provide channel time for local
non-operator presentation of cablecast
programs.

30. In § 76.256, the introductory lan-
guage and parsgraphs (a), (c)(3), and
(d) (4) are amended as follows, para-
graphs (b), (d) (1), (D) (2), and (d)(3)
are amended to delete the terms “each
such system" and “such system" and

substitute the term “the operator of each
such system,” paragraph (¢) is amended
to delete the word “system” and substi-
tute the term “system operator” and
the “NOTE" after parvagraph (d)4) i
deleted:

§76.256 Access services,

Any cable television system having
3500 or more subscribers shall comply
with the following requirements respect-
ing the provision of access services:

(a) Equipment requirement. The op-
erator of each such system shall have
avellable equipment for local production
and presentation of cablecast progrims
other than automated services and per-
mit its use for the production and pres-
entation of public access programs. The
operator of such system shall not enter
into any contract, arrangement, or lease
for use of lts cablecast equipment which
prevents or inhibits the use of such
equipment for a substantial poriion of
time for public access programming.

(c) » » »

£3) Charges for equipment, personnel,
and production of public access pro-
gramming shall be reasonable and con-
sistent with the goal of affording users
a low-cost means of television access. No
charges shall be made for live public
access programs not exceeding five min-
utes in length.

Nore.~Oporators of systems that are lo-
cated outalde the major television markets
or that commenced operation prior tos
March 31, 1972 are not required to provide
any free production facilities prios 0
March 31, 1077,

- - » -
(d) L
(4) The operating rules governing

public, educational, and leased access
programming shall be filed with the
Commission within 90 days after the sys-
tem operator first activates any such
channels, and shall be available for pub-
lic inspection as provided in § 76.305(b).
Except on Commission authorization, or
with respect to local government access
programming, no local entity shall pre-
soribe any other rules concerning the
number or manner of operation of ac-
cess channels; however, franchise speci-
fications concerning the number of such
channels for systems in operation prior
to March 31, 1972 shall continue in effect.

31. Section 76.258 is amended and &
Note is added to read as follows:

£76.258 Non-federnl access regulations
untary aceess.

No cable television system shall be re-
quired by a state or local entity to exceed
the provisions of §§ 76.252, 76.254, and
76256 concerning channel capacity, ac-
tivated channel capsability, and equip-
ment, absent Commission authorization,
even if such a system has previously been
certificated, pursuant to § 76.11, based on
proposals or operations in excess of these
provisions. If & system having fcw}:r than
3500 subscribers provides access gervices,
it shall comply with the provisions of
§76.256 (b) and (d).
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Nore-——Nothing - in this section shall be
construed 83 Iimiting the authority of state
snd loca! entities to regulate two-way, point-
to point, intrastate nonvideo cable trans-

misston.

Subpart H—General Operating
Requirements

32, In Subpart H, a new § 76.300 Is
sdded to rend as follows:

£76.300 Seope of application.

(a) The provisions of §§ 76.306, 76.307
and 76.311 are applicable to all cable
television systems.

(b) The provisions of §§ 76.301 and
16.305 are not applicable to any cable
television system serving fewer than 500
subscribers.

33, In §76.305, the headnote, para-
graph (b) and the imtroductory lan-
guage in paragraph (a) and paragraph
(¢) are amended as follows, paragraphs
w2, @3, (a4, and (d) are
amended to delete the term “‘cable tele-
vision system,” and word “system,” and
substitute "system operator”: and para-
graph (1) (5) is amended to delete the
term “cable system” and substitute the
term “community unit.”

£76.305 Records to be maintained lo-
cally by cable television system oper-
ators for public inspection.

() Records to be maintained. The op-
erator of every cable television system
having 500 or more subscribers shall
maintain for public inspection a file con~
taining the following:

{b) Location of records. The public In-
spection file shall be maintained at the
office which the system operator main-
tains for the ordinary collection of sub-
scriber charges, resolution of subscriber
complaints, and other business or at any
accessible place in the community served
by the system unit(s) (such as a public
registry for documents or an attorney's
office) . The public inspection file shall be
available for public Inspection at any
time during regular business hours.

le) Period of retention. The records
#pecified in paragraphs (a) (1), (2}, (3),
and (8) shall be maintained for 15 years
or until the system receives a certificate
or certificates of compliance from the
Commission occasioned by a local fran-
chise review, whichever occurs later. The
records specified in paragraph (a)(4)
shall be retained for two years. The rec-
ords specified in paragraph (a) (5) shall
be retained for one year aftor an amend-
ment to such record is placed in the
public inspection file. The records speci-
fied in paragraph (a)(8) shall be re-
tained so long as an authorization for a
Cable Television Relay Statfon and re-
newals thereof are outstanding. The rec-
ords specified in paragraph (a) (7) shall
be retained for the periods specified in
¥ 76.95(d), 76.205¢c), 76.221(f), 76.225
‘a), 76.256(d), and 76.311(0),

RULES AND REGULATIONS

34, Section 76.306 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 76.306 Records of subseribers,

The operator of every cable television
system shall retain all records, In what-
ever form maintained, which are kept of
the subscribers served during the last
month of each quarter of operation. (See
§ 1.11014),) Every cable television sys-
tem operator shall submit such records
upon request by an authorized repre-
sentative of the Commission, and shall
retain such records for & period of three
years.

35. Section 76.307 is amended to read
as follows:

§ 76.307 System inspection.

The operator of a cable television sys-
tem shall make the system, its public
inspection file (if required by Section 76.-
305), and its records of subscribers avail-
able for inspection upon request by an
authorized representative of the Com-
mission at any reasonable hour,

36. In Subpart I, § 76.403 is amended
to delete the term “system community”
and substitute the term “community
unit,” and a note is added at the end of
the section, to read as follows:

§ 76.403 Cable television system reports.

Nore.—The operator of a cable tele-
vision system having fewer than 500
subscribers shall only be required to file
schedules 1 and 2 of Form 325 for each
community unit,

Subpart K—Technical Standards

37. In §76.601, paragraphs (b), (¢),
(@) and (e) are amended to delete all ref-
erences to ‘“cable television system(s)”
and the word “system(s) ", and substitute
the term “community unit(s) : and a new
paragraph (f) is added to read as follows:

£ 76.601 Performance tests,

(f) The provisions of paragraphs (b},
(¢), and (e) of this section shall not ap-
ply to any cable television system having
fewer than 500 subscribers; Provided,
however, That any cable television sys-
tem using any frequency spectrum other
than that allocated to over-the-air tele-
vision and FM broadcasting (as described
in $§ 73.603 and 73,210) is required to
conduct all tests, measurements, and
monitoring of radiation and signal leak-
age that are required by this subpart.

38. In § 76.605; paragraphs (a), (a)
(2), (@) @), (@) (9 @), (a)(12), and (b)
are amended to delete all reference to
the term “cable television systems) " and
the word “system(s) " and substitute the
term “community unit(s),” and para-
graph (¢) is amended to read as follows:

£ 76.605 Technical standards.

(¢c) Paragraph (@) (12) of this section
shall become effective March 31, 1972. All
other provisions of this section shall be-

19349

come effective in accordance with the
following schedule:

Community units In opera-

Effective date

tion prior to Mar, 31, 1972.. Mar. 31, 1077,
Community units commen-
cing operations on or after
Mar, 31, 1072 . Ll Mar, 33, 1072
APPENDIX A

Following 15 an alphabotical Hsting of pur-
ties fling comments and/or reply comments
in this proceeding:

Allen's TV Cable Service, Inc, et al.

American Broadeasting Companles, Ino

Apartment and Office Bullding Associntion

Arizonn Cable Television Association.

Assoclation of Maximum Service Telecarters
(MST). .

Allantic Coast TV Cable et al.

Booth American Company,

Cablecom-~General, Ine,

Cablevision Systems Corporation (C5C)

California Community Television Associn-
tion (CCTA),

Calvert Telecommunications Corp. (Caltec)

Central New York Cable TV (Central),

Citizens for Cable Awareness In Pennsylvania
(CCAP),

Comlab Corporation.

Community Antenna System.

Community Antenna Television Associalion
(CATA).

Communities Properties, Ine. (CPI)

County of San Diego,

Cumberiand Television Ine.

Eagle River and Park Falls, Wisconsin Cable
Systems,

EMCO CATV, Inc.

Gill Cable, Inc

Florida Cable Television Association (FOTA |

Historic New Harmony, Inc.

Indian River Cablevision, Inc.

Jerrold Electronics Corp.

Kentucky CATV Association, Inc.

Douglas R Leach.

Liberty Commiunications, Inc,

MCA, Inc,

Carl Mangum, Realtors.

Manhattan Cable Television, Inc.

Manufatoured Housing Institute (MHI)

Minnesota All-Channel Cablevision, Inc

Minnesota Cable Communications Board
(MCCB). .

National Assoclation of Broadcasters (NAB)

Natlonal! Association of Theatre Owners, Ine

National Cable Television Association
(NCOTA).

Nebraska Cable Communications Associn-
tion (NCCA).

New York State Commission on Cable Tele-
vision (CCT).

Perry Cable Television Companies

Program Suppliers,

ROA Corporation.

Redwood Cable Vision.

Rellable Television Sales Service, Inc., et wl

South Carolina ETV Network.

Storer Cable TV of Plorida, Inc.

Susquehanna Broadeasting Company,

Television Licensees,

Theta-Com.

Transcommunications Corporation (TCC)

U.S. Communities, Ine, (USQO).

Viacom International, Ine,

VideoProbelndex, Ine. (VPI).

Warrensburg Cable, Inc.

Weich Antenna Co.

Western Cable, Inc,

Mark Winkler Management, Inc.
[FR Doc.77-10776 Piled 4-12-77:8:45 am)

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




19350

proposedrules

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notk
these notices is to give interested porsons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules,

to the public of the prop

d issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
[7CFRPart 1068 ]

MILK IN THE UPPER MIDWEST
MARKETING AREA

Proposed Suspension of a Certain
Provision of the Order

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, USDA.

ACTION: Proposed Suspension of Rule,

SUMMARY: This notice invites written
comments on & proposal to suspend a re~
quirement under the Upper Midwest milk
marketing order that handlers make &
partial payment for milk received from
producers by the 25th day of the month.
Handlers indicate that thelr producers
want such payments to be made about 8
days later so that their partial payments
and final payments for milk will be
spaced about 15 days apart. The proposed
suspension would be for May through
October 1977,

DATE: Comments are due on or before
April 20, 1977. »

ADDRESS: Comments (four copies)
should be filed with the Hearing Clerk,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-
ington, D.C, 20250,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Clayton H. Plumb, Marketing Special-
ist, Dairy Division, Agricultural Mar-
keting Service, US. Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250,
(202-447-6273) .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant to
the provisions of the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as
nmended (7 US.C. 601 et seq.), the sus-
pension of paragraph (a) (4) of § 1068.73
of the order regulating the handling of
milk in the Upper Midwest marketing
area is being considered for the period
May 1, 1977 through October 31, 1977,

All persons who desire o submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in con-
nection with the proposed suspension
should file the same with the Hearing
Clerk, United States Department of Ag-
riculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, on or
before April 19, 1977. All documents filed
should be in quadruplicate.

All written submissions made pursu-
ant 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)),

Paragraph (a) of §1068.73 requires
handlers to make a partial payment to
cooperative associations and nonmem-
ber producers on or before the 25th day

of the month for milk delivered during
the first 15 days of the month, Suspension
of paragraph (a) (4) would remove this
requirement only with respect to produc-
ers for whom a cooperative association
is not collecting payments; the require-
ment would remain in effect for milk
8urchnsed from a cooperative associa-

Oon.

Paragraph (a)(4) of §1068.73 has
been suspended since November 1976 (41
FR 51389). Several handlers request that
the suspension be extended for an addi-
tional period of six months pending a
hearing to amend said provision of the
order to allow a partial payment on or
before the 3d day after the end of the
month, Currently these handlers are
making a partial payment on or about
the 3d day of the month, 15 days prior
to the final payment date which is the
18th day of the month, This enables such
handlers to accommodate their produc-
ers who request that their payments be
spaced about 15 days apart.

9812ned at Washington, D.C, on April 8,
1

Woriaxm T. MaNLEY,
Acting Administrator.

[FR Doc.7T7-10850 Pilod 4-12-77,8:45 am)

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

[12CFRPart 217 ]
[Reg. Q: Docket No, R-0024)
INTEREST ON DEPOSITS
Pooling of Funds

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Withdrawal of rulemaking
proposal.

SUMMARY : On March 8, 1976 the Board
of Governors proposed an amendment to
Regulation Q concerning payment of in-
terest on pooled funds. In view of the
comments recelved and the action of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
to limit deposit insurance for certain
organizations, the Board Is now with-
drawing its proposal.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Allen L. Ralken, Assistant General
Counsel, Legal Division, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, 202-452-3625.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
By notice published in the FeoeraL
Rroistenr (41 FR 10817), the Board of
Governors on March 8, 1976 proposed to
amend Regulation Q (12 CFR 217) to
prohibit member banks from paying in-
terest on time deposits of $100,000 or

more at rates In excess of those estab-
lished by Regulation Q for doposits of
less than $100,000 where the bank knows
or has reason to know that such time
deposits consist of funds aoquired or
solicited for the purpose of pooling such
funds primarily to obtained the exemp-
tion from interest rate ceilings provided
in §217.7(a). Subsequently, the period
for receipt of public comments on this
proposal was extended to July 9, 1976 (41
FR 20590).

Public Law 93-123 (87 Btat. 448)
directs the Board to establish maximum
rates of interest that may be paid by
member banks on time deposits of less
than $100,000. The Board's regulatory
proposal to prohibit the practice of pool-
ing funds to obtain higher rates of in-
terests was based in part upon the be-
llef that pooling violates Regulation Q
interest rate ceiling limitations since it
enables depositors who would otherwise
be subject to the celling rates of interest
prescribed by Regulation Q to obtain the
generally higher rates that may be avail-
able on large denomination certificates
of deposit (CDs), The Board's proposal
was also based on the belief that pooling
may have potentially adverse effects on
member banks and nonmember finan-
cial Institutions due to the potential for
disruptive shifts of funds as a conse-
quence of active soliciting of funds by
prospective poolers.

The Board has reviewed the one hun-
dred seventy-one comments received
from the public on the pooling proposal.
One hundred forty-one of these com-
ments opposed adoption of the pooling
proposal and thirty favored adoption of
the proposed amendment. Those opposed
to the adoption of the amendment ex-
pressed the view that the proposal was
unfair to small depositors and would re-
sult in a shiting of funds from bank CDs
to other forms of investments such as
commercial paper. Several responents
indicated that the proposal would not
prevent the practice of pooling since CDs
would be available on the secondary
market. Those who favored adoption of
the proposal generally recognized that
pooling results in a circumvention of the
Regulation Q interest rate ceilings.
Several banks expressed the view thal
pooling could lead to disruptive shifts of
funds especially from institutions out-
side large money centers.

After consideration of the comments
received and other available information,
the Board has determined not to adopt
the proposed amendment to Reégulation
Q to prohibit pooling of funds at this
time. In making this determination the
Board notes the action of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation in Febru-
ary 1977 to limit the Federal deposit in-
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ance coverage to $40,000 in any one
:xlgurcd bank of any trust or other busi-
ness arrangement that has registered or
is required to register with the Securities
and Exchange Commission as an invest-
ment company under Section 8 of the
Investment Company Act of 1940. The
Board believes that the action of the
FDIC to limit deposit insurance coverage
of such organizations may minimize the
potential for disruptive shifts of funds
among depository institutions as a result
of pooling. Accordingly, the Board has
determined not to adopt the proposed
regulation at this time and hereby ter-
minates  the rulemaking proceeding
initisted on March 8, 19876,

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, March 31, 1977,

Tueonone E. ALLISON,
Secretary of the Board,

[FR Doc.T7-10820 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am|)

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

[12CFRPart 309 ]
DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION
Revision of Regulations

AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation,

ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation proposes to revise
its regulations on the disclosure of in-
formation, These regulations have be-
come long and complex as the result of
frequent amendment, The revision is in-
tended to simplify and update the
format of the regulations.

DATE: Comments must be received be-
fore May 13, 1977,

ADDRESS: Send comments to the Office
of the Executive Secretary, Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation, 550 17th
Street, NW., Washington, D.C, 20429,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Douglas H. Jones, Legal Division, Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation,
550 17th Street, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20429, (202-369-4433).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion (the “Corporation™) proposes to re-
vise its regulations on Published and Un-
published Records and Information con-
talned In 12 CFR Part 309, The revision
Is primarily intended to accomplish two
things: (1) to simplify and update the
brocedures followed by the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation in  dis-
closing records it maintains; and, (2) to
clarlfy and provide greater suthority at
the divisional level for disclosures which
E)rCSent.ly require the authorization of
the Chairman of the Corporation's
Board of Directors.

The substantive content of the regu-
lations will remnin largely unchanged;
however, the recodification ‘will provide
Incrensed clarity. To facilitate public ac-
cess, the regulation will be divided func-

PROPOSED RULES

tionally Into seven sections. Included
among these are sections providing spe-~
cifieally for the method of access to pre-
scribed public documents, the procedures
for using the Freedom of Information
Act, and the provisions for disclosing
records exempt from the requirements of
the Freedom of Information Act. By di-
viding the regulation in this manner, it
is expected that the public will be bene-
fited by both the simpler format and the
resulting ease in utilization.

Under these revisions, substantive
changes have been proposed with regard
to the level at which confidentinl infor-
mation may be disclosed. Under the cur-
rent regulation, there are only a few
narrowly defined and often vague In-
stances in which s Director or Chief of a
Corporation Division or Office may dis-
close information maintained by the
Corporation. All other disclosures re-
quire the express consent of the Chair-
man of the Corporation’s Board of Di-
rectors. The proposed regulation will
both clarify existing delegations and ex-
pand the authority of the Director of
the Corporation’s Division of Bank Su-
pervision and its General Counsel. The
revisions will enable the Corporation to
respond more quickly to those seeking
access to confikiential information and
will free the Chairman of the Corpora-
tion's Board of Directors from the ne-
cessity of reviewing many of the rou-
tine requests for disclosure,

These revisions are authorized under
paragraphs “Seventh” and "“Tenth” of
section 9 of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act, as amended (12 US.C, 1819
“Seventh” and “Tenth") . Interested per-
sons may . participate in this proposed
rulemaking by submitting written data,
views, or arguments to the Office of the
Executive Secretary, Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, 550 17th Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20429. Each per-
son submitting a comment should In-
clude his name and address, and give
reasons for any recommendations. All
comments received before May 13, 1977,
will be considered before final action is
taken on the proposal. The proposal
may be changed in the light of the com-
ments received.

By order of the Board of Directors,
April 5. 1977.

Froerar Drrosit INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
ALAN R. MILLER,
Ezxecutive Secretary.

309—DISCLOSURE OF .
INFORMATION

Purpose and scope.

Definitions.

Publlcation.

Information made avallable for public

ion.

Information made available undor the
Freedom of Information Act,

Disclosure of exempt records by Cor-
poration personnel,

Service of process,

Sec,

300.1
3002
3003
3004

300.6
3000

300.7

§ 309.1 Purpose and scope.
This regulation sets forth the basic

policies of the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation regarding information it
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maintains and the procedures for ob-
taining access to such information,

§ 309.2 Definitions.

For purposes of this Part:

fa) The term “bank”, as used in
£ 309.6, includes banks that have applied
to the Corporation for federal deposit
insurance, closed banks, and presently
operating banks, and all affilintes of any
of the foregoing;

(b) The term “Corporation” means the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation;

(c) The words “disclose” or “dis-
clbsure’ means to give access to a record,
whether by producing the written record
or by verbal discussion of its contents,
but, unless specifically stated otherwise,
do not extend to the making of copies
or verbatim transcriptions of a recard;

(d) The term “examination” inciludes,
but is not limited to, formal and in-
formal investigations of irregularities
Involving suspected violations of Federal
or State civil or eriminal laws, or unsafe
and unsound banking practices, as well
ns such other investigations as may be
conducted pursuant to law;

(e) The term “record” includes
records, files, documents, reports, corre-
spondence, books, and accounts, or any
portion thereof; and

(f) The term “report of examination”
includes, but is not limited to, examina-
tion reports resulting from examinations
of banks conducted jointly by Corpora-
tion examiners and State banking au-
thority examiners, as well as reports re-
sulting from examinations conducted
solely by Corporation examiners,

§ 3093 Pnbl‘:nlion.

(a) Informuation published in the
“Federal Register.” In nccordance with
the requirements of 5 U.S.C. 552(a) (1),
the Corporation publishes the following
information in the Froenal Recisren for
the guidance of the public: (1) descrip-
tions of its central and fleld organiza-
tion and the established places at which,
the officers from whom, and the meth-
ods whereby, the public may secure in-
formation, make submittals or requests,
or obtain decisions; (2) statements of
the general course and method by which
its functions are channeled and deter-
mined, including the nature and require-
ments of all formal and informal pro-
cedures available; (3) rules of proce-
dure, descriptions of forms available or
the places at which forms may be ob-
tained, and instructions as to the scope
and contents of all papers, reports or
examinations; (4) substantive rules of
general applicability adopted as author-
ized by law, and statements of general
policy or interpretation of general appli-
cability formulated and adopted by the
Corporation; (5) every amendment, re-
vislon or repeal of the foregoing; and
(6) general notices of proposed rule-
making.

(b) Documents published by the Cor-
poration. The Corporation periodically
publishes a number of documents per-
taining to its operations and those of the
insured banks it supervises. A current
list of Corporation publications may be
obtained, at no charge, from the Office
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of Information, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, 560 17th Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20429, telephone 202-
389-4221.

£ 309.4 Information made available for
public inspection.

The following information is available
for public inspection and copying during
normal business hours at the Office of
the Executive Secretary, Records Unit,
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
550 17th Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20429, or at the appropriate Regional
Office of the Corporation for information
maintained at those offices:

(a) Information required by law to be
made public. (1) All final opinions (in-
cluding concurring and dissenting opin-
fons) and all final orders made in the
adjudication of cases;

(2) Those statements of policy and
interpretations which have been adopted
by the Corporation but have not been
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER!

(3) The Corporation’s Manual of Ex-
amination Policies and Instructions to
Liquidators; and

(4) Filings and reports required under
the provisions of 12 CFR Part 335 and
the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934,
as amended (15 U.S.C. 78a), by insured
nonmember banks the securities of
which are registered with the Corpora-
tion pursuant to section 12 of that Act
(15 U.B.C. 781, These filings and reports
are available as detailed in § 335.3.

To the extent permitted by law, the Cor-
poration may delete ldentifying details
when it makes available or publishes a
final opinion, final order made in the ad-
Judication of a case, statement of policy,
interpretation, or staff manual or in-
struction. In each case the justification
for the deletion will be explained in
writing.

(b) Information made available at the
Corporation's discretion. (1) The follow-
ing reports filed by insured nonmember
banks (and certain nonfederally insured
banks in the ease of reports of condition)
on or after January 1, 1973, which would
otherwise be exempt from disclosure un-
der the provisions of subsection (b)(8)
of the Freedom of Information Act (6
U.B.C, 552(b) (8)): (1) Consolidated Re-
ports of Income for mutual savings
banks,' (ii) Consolidated Reports of In-
come for commercial banks® (iii) Re-
ports of Condition for mutual savings
banks. (iv) Reports of Condition for
commercial banks; *

(2) Public files on applications filed
with the Corporation. These files are
maintained, in accordance with § 303.14
1¢), at the Regional Office of the Corpo-
ration where the applicant bank is lo-
cated and include information on appli-

' Consolidated Report of Income—Cslen-
dar Year (Including Domestic Subsidiaries),
Form 73 (Savings).

s Consojldated Report of Income—Calen-
dar Year (Including Domestic Subsidinries),
Form 73.

* Report of Condition, Form 64 (Savings).

* Consolldated Report of Condition of Bank
and Domestie Subsidiaries, Form 64.

A
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cations for deposit insurance by proposed
new banks, and applications by existing
banks to establish branches or to relo-
cate thelr main or branch offices;

(3) Reports required under section 7
(J) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act
(12 U.S.C. 1817())) on changes in the
control of an insured bank, to the extent
that such reports contain; (1) the name
of the bank in which control has
changed; (i) the names of the sellers
and purchasers of the stock; ({iD) the
number of shares of stock tnvolved in the
transaction; and (iv) the number of
shares of issued stock of the bank that
are outstanding; and

(4) The following statistical surveys
filed by insured banks, which would
otherwise be exempt from disclosure un-
der the provisions of subsection (b) (8)
of the Freedom of Information Act (5
U.S.C. 552(b) (8)): (1) Summary of De-
posits for commercial banks; * and Sum-
mary of Deposits for mutual savings
banks"' Requests for information con-
tained In the surveys should be sent to
the Chief of the Bank Statistics and Fi-
nancial Analysis Section, Division of
Management Systems and Economic
Analysis, Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration, 550 17th Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C, 20429, telephone 202-389-4545,
All requests for the above information,
unless otherwise indicated, should be
sent either to the Office of the Execu-
tive Secretary, Records Unit, Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation, 550 17th
Street, NW,, Washington, D.C. 20429 for
information located at the Corporation’s
Washington office; or, to the appropri-
ate Corporation Regional Office for in-
formation under § 309.4(b) (2), A list of
the Corporation’s Regional Offices is
available at no charge from the Office
of Information, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, 550 17th Street, NN\W.,
Washington, D.C. 20429 (telephone 202-
389-4221) .

(¢) Index. The Corporation glso main-
tains and makes available for public in-
spection and copying a current index of
matters covered by §3094(a) (1) and
(2) which were Issued, adopted, or pro-
mulgated after July 4, 1967. The Corpo-
ration on request will provide copies of
the index at the direct cost of duplica-
tion as set forth in §308.6(b), All such
requests should be sent to the Office of
the Executive Secretary, Records Unit,
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
550 17th Street, Washington, D.C. 20429,

(d) Fee schedule. The Corporation
will provide coples of any records made
avallable pursuant to this § 308.4 to any
person who agrees to pay the cost of
searching and duplicating as set forth
in §309.5(b).

£ 309.5 Information Made Available
Under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.CL 552).

(a) Disclosure upon request. Except
for information which is: (1) Published

¢ Summary of Deposite—~Commercial
Banks, Form 8020,05,
*Summary of Deposits—Mutual Savings

Banks, Form 8020/46.

or made avallable for public inspectiop
pursuant to $§309.3 and 3094 ((he
avallability of which is governed by those
sections) ; (2) held by the Corporation
as the receiver of a closed insured bank,
or lquidator of assets of an open of
closed insured bank; (3) information
furnished by another agency which re-
mains the property of that agency: or
(4) Information exempted from discio-
sure under §308.5(f), the Corporation,
upon request for any records in the pos-
session or control of the Corporation or
any officer, employee, or agent of the
Corporation, will make such records
available to any person who sgrees to
pay the costs of searching for' (whether
or not the search is successful) and dup-
licating them. The request must be in
writing and reasonably describe the rec-
ords sought. All requtsts for records
under this § 309.5(a) should be sent to
the Office of the Executive Secretary,
Records Unit, Pederal Deposit Insurance
Corporation, 550 17th Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C, 20429.

(b) Fees Jor searching and duplicat-
ing. Persons requesting records of the
Corporation under §309.5(a) shall be
charged at the rate of (1) $4.50 per
hour for searching where clerical per-
sonnel are used, (2) $10.00 per hour for
searching where supervisory or profes-
sional personnel are used, (3) $175.00
per central processing unit hour for com-
puter time used, and (4) 10 cents per
page for duplicating, Any request for
records should specify an aggregate dol-
lar limit which the person making the
request is willing to pay for the costs
of searching and duplicating unless such
costs are believed to be nominal, Where
the Corporation estimates that the cost
of searching and duplicating will exceed
the aggregate amount specified in the
request, or where no dollar amount s
specified, the Corporation will promptly
advise the person requesting the records
of the estimated cost. In addition, when-
ever the Corporation estimates that the
cost of searching and duplicating will ex-
ceed $200.00, the person making the re-
quest will be required to pay in advance
an amount equal to 20 percent of the
estimated cost. For purposes of comput-
ing the time in which the Corporation
must grant or deny a request for records,
such a request will not be deemed W
have been received by the Corporation
until the person requesting the records
agrees in writing to pay the cost of
searching and duplication, as estimated
by the Corporation and, where advance
payment is required, until the Corporai-
tion receives the advance payment,
Upon written request and al fees com-
parable to those listed in this § 308.5:b).

term

YAs used in this paragraph, the
“searching for" includes any method of ex-
tracting requested Information from com-
puterized record systems. The costs s
wearching for records may include, W"-_"-}
applicable, any direct costs associnted with
thelr transfer and, where required t‘o mAlx'lj
tain the integrity of the Corporation’s record
systems, thelr indexing and/or ling
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the Corporation will undertake to com-
pile requested information in summary,
tabular or other form, unless the Cor-
poration determines, in s discretion,
ihat compliance with such a request
would be unduly burdensome or time
consuming.

(c) Waiver or reduction of fees, When-
sver the Corporation determines that
furnishing any requested record is in
the public interest because it primarily
penefits the general public, it may re-
duce or walve any fees which would nor-
mally be imposed. In no event will the
Corporation impose a charge for fur-
nishing records when the aggregate fees
do not exceed $2.00 for any one request.

(d) Records of another agency. If a
requested record is the property of an-
other Federal agency or Department, and
that agenoy . or Department, either in
writing or by regulation, expressly re-
teins ownership of such record, upon
receipt of a request for the record the
Corporation will promptly inform the
requester of this ownership and Imme-
diately shall forward the request to the
proprictary agency or Department elther
for processing in accordance with the
Iatter's regulations or for guidance with
respect to disposition.

(¢) Records of receiver or liguidator
of assets. If a requested record is held
by the Corporation in its capacity as the
recelver of a closed insured bank or the
liguidator of assets acquired from an
open or closed insured bank, upon re-
celpt of 4 request for the record the Cor-
poration will inform the requester of the
capacity in which it holds such record
and shall forward the request to the Cor-
poration’s Division of Liguidation for
processing and disposition. Disclosure of
such records shall be subject to appro-
priate Federal or State law applicable
to FDIC as receiver or liquidator as well
a5 to the determination of any Federal
or State court having jurisdiction over
FDIC or over such record.

(f) Exempt records. The Corporation
may refuse to grant a request for rec-
ords which fall within one or more of
the {ollowing exemptions: *

(1) Records which are (1) specifically
authorized under criteria established by
an Executive order to be kept secret in
the interest of national defense or
forelgn policy and (i) are in fact prop~
erly classified pursuant to such Execu-
tve order;

(2) Records related solely to the In-
ternal personnel rules and practices of
the Corporation;

(3) Records specifically exemptled
from disclosure by statute (other than
the Privacy Act of 1974, 5 US.C. 552a),
provided that such statute (1) requires

* Clazsification of n record as exempt from
disclosure under the provisions of §300.5(1)
BII?U not be construed as authority to with-
:"?t_dl the rocord If 1t Is otherwise subject to

Sosure under the Privacy Act of 1074 (5
USC. 6524) or other Federal statute, any
;gg"“ble regulation of FDIC or any other
or oAl ngency having jurisdiction thereof,

Any directive or order of any court of
“ompetent jurisdiction.
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that the matters be withheld from the
public in such a manner as to leave no
discretion on the issue, or (ii) establishes
particular critheria for withholding or
refers to particular types of matters to be
withheld;

(4) Trade secrets and commercial or
financial information obtained from a
person and privileged or confidential;

(5) Interagency or intraagency mem-
oranda or letters which would not be
available by law to a private party in
litigation with the Corporation;

(8) Personnel and medical files and
similar files (inciuding financial files)
the disclosure of which would constitute
a clearly unwarranted invasion of per-
sonal privacy;

(7)) Investigatory records compiled
for law enforcement purposes, but only
to the extent that disclosure of the rec-
ords would (1) interfere with enforce-
ment proceedings, (ii) deprive a person
of a right to a fair trial or an impartial
adjudication, (iii) constitute an unwar-
ranted invasion of personal privacy, (iv)
disclose the identity of a confidential
source, (v) disclose investigative tech-
niques and procedures, or (vi) endanger
the life or physical safety of law en-
forcement personnel; and

(8) Records contained in or related to
examination, operating, or condition re-
ports prepared by or on behalf of, or for
the use of, the Corporation or any agency
responsible for the regulation or super-
vision of financial institutions.

To the extent that nonexempt portions
of records are reasonably
from the exempt portions, the nonexempt
portions shall be provided to the person
making the request after deletion of the
portions which are exempt,

(g) Denial of requests. Requests for
records will be forwarded by the Execu-
tive Secretary to the head of the Cor-
poration Division or Office which has
custody of such records. Where it is
determined that the requested infor-
mation may be released, the appro-
priate Division or Office head will
grant access to the information. A
request for records may be denied only
by the Executive Secretary or his desig-
nee, except that a request for records
not responded to within 10 business days
following its receipt by the Office of the
Executive Secretary—by notice to the re-
quester either granting the request,
denying the request, or extending the
time for making a determination on the
request—shall, if the requester chooses
to treat such delay in response as a de-
nial, be deemed to have been denled by
the* head of the Division or Office to
which the request was referred for ac-
tion.

(h) Appeals from denials of requests.
A person whose request for records has
been denied, in whole or in part, has the
right to appeal the denial to the Corpora-
tion’s Board of Directors within 30 busi-
ness days following receipt of notifica-
tion of the denial® All appeals of denials
of requests for records should be for-
warded in writing to the Office of the Ex-
ecutive Secretary, Records Unit, Fed-
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eral Deposit Insurance Corporation, 550
17th  Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20429, :

) Time Hmits. (1) Initial response.
The Corporation will notify the person
making the request of its initial deler-
mination within 10 business days follow-
ing the receipt of a request.

(2) Appeals. In the case of appeal from
an initial denial, the Corporation will
notify the appellant of the disposition
thereof within 20 business days follow-
ing receipt of the appeal.

(3) Extension of time. Under unusual
circumstances the Corporation may re-
quire additional time, up to a maximum
of 10 business days, to initially determine
whether to grant or deny a request or to
respond to an appeal of a previous denial,
These circumstances would arise only in
cases where (1) the records are In facili-
ties, such as field offices or storage cen-
ters, that are not part of the Corpora-
tion's Washington office, (i) the records
requested are voluminous and are not in
close proximity to one another, or (i)
there is a need to consult with another
agency or among two or more com-
ponents of the Corporation having a
substantial interest in the determination.
The Corporation will promptly give
written notification to the person mak-
ing the request of the estimated date it
will make its Initial determination and
the reasons why additional time is
required.

(}) Contents of denial letters. Where
the Corporation denies, in whole or in
part, a request for records, or denies an
appeal with respect to a previous denial,
the person making the request will be
sent written notification of the denial.
The written notification will (1) specify
whether all or only a specific part of the
request or appeal Is being denied, (2)
set forth the names and titles of each
person responsible for the denial (where
other than the person who signs the
notification), (3) list the exemptions
relied upon for the denial, and (4) inform
the person making the request of either
(1) the right to appeal the initial denial
of any part of the request to the Corpo-
ration’s Board of Directors within 30
business days following receipt of noti-
flcation of the Initial denial, or (iD) the
right to judicial review under the Free-
dom of Information Act with respect to
the denial of an appeal,

§ 309.6 Disclosure of Exempt Records
by Corporation Personnel.

(a) Exempt records. The provisions of
§309.6 apply to any records which are
exempt from disclosure under § 309.5(0)
regardless of the fact that such records
may be subject to disclosure under the
Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. §52a) or
other Federal statute, any applicable
regulation of the Corporation or any
other Federal agency having jurisdiction
thereof, or any directive or order of any
court of competent jurisdiction.

*This provision shall not be construed as
barring the Corporation’s Board of Direc-
tors from reconsidering the denial of its own
motion at any time within the 30-day period.

13, 1977
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(b) Disclosure prohibiled. Except as
provided in this § 309.6 or by Part 310,
no officer, employee, or agent of the
Corporation shall disclose or permit the
disclosure of any exempt records, or in-
formation contained therein, to any
persons other than those officers, em-
ployees, or agents of the Corporation
who have a need for such records In the
performance of their official duties,

(¢c) Dizclosure authorized, The follow-
ing Corporation personnel are author-
lzed to disclose or, where applicable, to
furnish exempt records, subject to the
restrictions stated below. Where, pur-
suant to this § 309.6, exempt records can
be disclosed or furnished only in response
to a written request from another
governmentsal agency or & private party,
the request should be signed by an in-
dividual authorized to make the request.
The Corporation may require proof of
such authorization prior to granting any
such request.

(1) Reporis of examination and other
exempt records—disclosure to bank, The
Director of the Corporation’s Division of
Bank Supervision, or anyone designated
by him in writing, may disclose or fur-
nish to any director or authorized of-
ficer or employee of any bank, informa-
tion contained in, or copies of, reports of
any examination of the bank (except the
supervisory section of the report of
examination) and other exemnt records
pertaining to that bank., However, all
copies of such reports of examination
and other information so furnished to
any bank shall remain the property of
the Corporation and under no circum-
stances shall the bank or any of iis
directors, officers, or employees disclose
or otherwise make public in any manner
such reports or exempt records without
express written authorization from the
Director of the Corporation’s Division of
Bank Supervision as provided in § 309.6
(c)(6).

(2) Reports of examination and other
exempt records—disclosure to other
banking agencies. The Director of the
Corporation’s Division of Bank Supervi-
sion, or anyone designated by him in
writing, may disclose to any authorized
officer or employee of the Comptrolier of
the Currency, the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System, any Federal
Reserve Bank, and any State agency or
authority which exercises general super-
vision over banks, reports of any exami-
nation of a bank and other exempt rec-
ords pertaining to the bank. Copies of
reports of examination or any other ex-
empt records may be furnished by the
Director of the Corporations' Division of
Bank Supervision, or anyone designated
by him in writing, to any State agency
or authority which exercises general su-
pervision over banks, to the extent that
such reports and records pertain to a
State chartered bank supervised by such
agency or authority. In all other in-

stances, copies of reparts of examination
or other exempt records may be fur-

"The proocedures for disclosing records
under the Privacy Act are separately set
forth in Part 310.
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nished by the Director of the Division
of Bank Supervision, or anyone desig-
nated him in writing, to a Federal or
State banking agency or suthority only
in response to a written request from
the head of the agency or authorily seek-
ing the record, or anyone whom he desig-
nates in writing as authorized to make
such a reguest, which () identifies the
record or records sought and (i) gives
the reasons for the request.” In every in-
stance in which a copy of & report of
examination or other exempt record is
furnished, it shall remain the property
of the Corporation and under no cir-
cumstances shall the agency or authority,
or any official thereef, disclose or make
public in any manner such reports or
any portion thereof or other information
s0 furnished,

(3) Reports of examination and other
exempt records—disclosure to nonbank-
ing agencies, The Director of the Corpo-
ration’s Division of Bank Supervision, or
anyone designated by him in writing,
may furnish to the proper Federal or
State progecuting or Investigatory au-
thorities copies of exempt records per-
taining to frregularities discovered in
banks which are believed to constitute
violations of any Federal or State civil
or crminal law, or unsafe and unsound
banking practices. In addition, the Direc-
tor of the Corporation’s Diyision of Bank
Supervision, or anyone designated by him
in writing, may disclose to any authorized
officer or employee of any Federal or
State agency or authority, for good cause
shown, reports of any examination of a
bank or other exempt records pertaining
to that bank, Provided, That such dis-
closure only shall be made In response
to a written request (signed by an au-
thorized official of the agency making the
request) which (1) identifies the record
or records to which access is requested
and (ii) gives the reasons for the request.

(4) Reports of examination and other
exempt records—disclosure by Corpora-
tion’s General Counsel. The Corpora-
tion's General Council may disclose to
the proper Federal or State prosecuting
or investigatory authorities exempt rec-
ords relating to irregularities discovered
in open and closed insured banks believed
to constitute violations of any Federal
or State statute.

(5) Reports of examination and other
exempt records—disclosure to private
parties. The Director of the Corporation’s
Division of Bank Supervision may dis-
close or furnish copies of reports of any
examination of a bank or other exempt
records pertaining to that bank to any
private party where requested to do so
in writing. The Director of the Corpora-
tion’s Division of Bank Supervision shall
furnish copies of the requested record
only upon the fulfillment of such terms
and conditions as he deems necessary to
protect the confidential nature of the
record, the financial Integrity of the bank
to which the record relates, and the legit-
imate privacy interests of any individual
named in such record.

“The request may be a blanket request
for certain categories of records where ap-
propriate,
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(6) Reports of examination end other
exempt records—disclosure by bank. The
Director of the Corporation's Division of
Bank Supervision may authorize any di-
rector, officer or employee of a bank to
disclose any report of examination or
other exempt record In his custody to
anyone who 18 not a director, officer or
employee of the bank, under the same
conditions as provided in § 309.6i¢)
Such authorization may be given onl
response to a ‘written request from
party seeking the record which specifies
the record being sought, the party’s in-
terest therein and the party's relation-
ship to the bank to which the record re-
lates. As a condition precedent to giving
his authorization, the Director of the
Corporation’s Division of Bank Super-
vision may require that both the party
secking disclosure and the director, offi-
cer or employee having custody of the
record agree to such limitations as the
Director of the Corporation’s Division of
Bank Supervision deems necessary to
protect the confidential nature of the
record and to prevent unsuthorized use
thereof or disclosure of any information
therein,

(7) Production of exempt records and
testimony of Corporation personnel. The
Corporation’s General Counsel, or any-
one designated by him in writing, may
produce or authorize the production of
any exempt record In response to a valid
subpoena, court order, or other legal
process and may direct any officer, em-
ployee, or agent of the Corporation to ap-
pear and testify regarding any exempt
record at any administrative or judicial
hearing or proceeding where such person
has been served with a valid subpoena.
court order, or other legal process re-
quiring him to so testify, Provided, That
such testimony shall relate solely to mat-
ters of which such individual had knowl-
edge by virtue of his or her employment
by the Corporation. The General Coun-
sel, or anyone designated by him in writ-
ing, may produce or authorize the pro-
duction of any exempt record sought in
connection with any hearing or proceed-
ing without the service of a subpoena, or
other process requiring production, if he
determines that the records to be pro-
duced are relevant to the hearing or pro-
ceeding and that production is in the
best Interests of justice. Where the Gen-
eral Counsel authorizes the production of
any exempt record, or the testimony of
any officer, employee or agent of ithe
Corporation relative thereto, pursuant to
this § 309.6(¢) (7), he shall Himit his au-
thorization to s0 much of the record of
testimony as is relevant to the issues at
the hearing or proceeding, and he shall
give his authorization only upon fulfill-
ment of such conditions as he deems nec-
essary to protect the confidential pature
of the record consistent with any re-
quirement that it be produced and madeé
s part of the record of the hearing or
proceeding.

(8) Authority of the Chairman of the
Corporation’s Board of Directors. Except
where expressly prohibited by law, the
Chairman of the Corporation’s Board of
Directors may authorize the disclosure of
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quy information or the furnishing of
coples of any records and, except where
gisclosure Is required by law, he may di-
rect nny officer, employee or agent of the
Corporntion to refuse to disclose any
record If it 15 detdrmined that refusal to
permit such disclosure is in the best in-
terests of the Corporation and is not con-
trary to the public interest.

19) Limitations on disclosure. Any dis-
dosure permitted by this § 309.6(c) is
discretionary and nothing in this § 309.6
(¢) shall be construed as requiring the
disclosure of information. Further,
nothing in this § 309.6(¢) shall be con-
strued as restricting, in any manner, the
suthority of the Board of Directors, the
Chairman of the Board of Directors, the
Director of the Corporation’s Division of
Bank Supervision or anyone designated
by him In writing, or the General Coun-
sel or anyone designated by him in writ-
ing, in their discretion and in light of the
facts and circumstances attendant in
any glven case, to Impose conditions upon
and to limit the form, manner, and ex-
zer:; of the disclosures permitted here-
under,

§309.7 Service of Process.

(a) Advice by person served, If any
officer, director, or agent of the Corpo-
ration is served with a subpoena, court
order, or other process requiring that
person’s personal attendance as a
witness or the production of any exempt
record of the Corporation, such person

shall promptly advise the Office of the

Corporation’s General Counsel of such
service, of the testimony and records
described in the subpoena, and of all
relevant facts which may be of assist-
ance to the General Counsel In determin-
g whether the Individual in question
should be puthorized to testify or the
records should be produced, Such person
should also inform the court or tribunal
which issued the process and the at-
torney for the party upon whose appli-
cation the process was issued, if known,
of the substance of this section. If any
person who is not an officer, employee,
or mgent of the Corporation and who has
tustody of exefpt records belonging to
the Corporation is served with a sub-
poena, court order, or other legal process
directing that person to produce such
records or to testify with respect there-
10, such person should give the same
notice to the General Counsel and to the
court or tribunal .

‘b)  Appearance by person served.
:\tu‘t;m the authorization of the Corpora-
ton's General Counsel (or anyone
designated by him in writing) to dis-
close the requested Information, any
officer, employee, or agent of the Corpo-
rx:tlon (and any person having custody
f'_-‘ exempt records of the Corporation
*1o 1s not an officer, employee, or agent
of the Corporation), who is required to
fespond to a'subpoena, court order, or
other legal process, shall attend at the
Ume and place therein specified and
reapectfully decline to produce any such
record or give any testimony with respect

thereto, basing such refusal on this
section,

I¥R Doc,77-10886 Fited 4-12-77:8:45 nm ]
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[14 CFR Part 221 ]

{Economic Regs.
Docket 30385; EDR-322]

CONSTRUCTION, PUBLICATION, FILING
AND POSTING OF TARIFFS OF AIR CAR-
RIERS AND FOREIGN AIR CARRIERS

Filing of Tariff Justifications
ArnIin 7, 1977,
AGENCY: Civil Acronautics Board,

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemak-
ing.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
amend 14 CFR Part 221 to eliminate the
requirement, imposed in 1973, that air
freight forwarders and International air
freight forwarders with annual revenues
from forwarding operations of $5,000,000
or more, must file certain kinds of de-
tailed economic data along with the filing
of proposed changes in their tariff rates.
The particular data affected are specified
in paragraphs (b) and (¢) of § 221,165
of the regulations, and include estimates
of the cost of service, estimates of the
aggregate effect of proposed rate changes
on traffic, schedules and revenues, and
a comparison table of existing and pro-
posed rates. The proposed modification
of the filing requirement does not change
the obligation of all forwarders to file
an explanation of any proposed tariff
changes as specified in paragraph (a) of
§ 221.185. The action proposed by this
notice was requested by the Air Freight
Forwarders Association of America,

DATES: Comments by May 13, 1977,

ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent
to Docket 30385, Docket Section, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C.
20428. Docket comments may be ex-
amined at the Docket Section, Civil
Acronautics Board, Room 711, Universal
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW,,
Washington, D.C., as soon as they are
received.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Lawrence R. Myers, Rates and Agree-
ments Division, Civil Aeronautics
Board, (202-673-5791).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
a petition for an expedited rulemaking,
the Air Freight Forwarders Association
(AFFA) has requested the elimination
of the detailed justification of rate tarifl
changes presently required of some for-
warders by section 221.165 of the Beard's
Economic Regulations.

Under § 221,165, all alr freight for-
warders and international air freight
forwarders are required to accompany
any proposed tariff change, including the
addition of new matter, with a basic ex-
planation of the changes, including the
reasons for them and, if applicable, the
ratemaking principles employed. In ad-
dition, paragraphs (b) and (¢) of that
section require that al] forwarders with
annual revenues of $5,000,000 or more
provide detalled economic information
which includes, to the extent applicable,
estimates of the cost of service, estimates
of the aggregate effect of the changes
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upon the forwarder’s traflic, schedules
and revenues, and a comparison table of
any rate changes. These are the same
requirements imposed on certificated
route and supplemental air carriers, The
number of forwarders subject to all of
the requirements, including those of
paragraphs (b) and (¢), is approximately
25 out of the 360 forwarders suthorized.

In support of its request, AFFA notes
that until 1973, all forwarders were ex-
empt from the requirement that detailed
Justifications be filed with each and every
rate tariff propossl, but that, in ER-791,
the Board rescinded the exemption for
forwarders with annual forwarder rev-
enues of $5,000,000 or more, In modi-
fying the exemption, the Board con-
cluded that the submission of detalled
Justifications would not be an undue
burden on the larger forwarders, and
would “facilitate economic analyses by
shippers, by direct carriers, and by the
Board, all of whom have an interest in
the rates being proposed.” (ER-781, p.
4). AFFA argues, on the one hand, that
the burden of providing such detailed in-
formation is in fact onerous and becom-
ing more s0, while on the other hand the
Board has recognized that little, if any,
regulatory purpose is served in view of
its reluctance to interfere with free pric-
ing in the forwarder area. AFFA also
claims that the relief requested would
be consonant with the Board’s general
policy of eliminating unwarranted paper-
work throughout the regulatory process.

With regard to the burden imposed by
the requirements of section 221.165,
AFFA arguts that circumstances have
changed since 1973. First, price controls,
which were in effect then, have been re-
moved. And second. AFFA claims that
the growing competition from afr taxis
and cooperative shipper assoclations,
which file neither tariffs nor justifica-
tions with the Board, has reached the
point that extensive tariff justification
requirements constitute an unfair bur-
den on the larger forwarders.

No answers have been filed to the peti-
tion,

Upon consideration, it tentatively ap-
pears that rellef along the lines requested
by AFFA is warranted, subject to cer-
tain qualifications. As noted by AFFA,
the Board has generally pursued a pol-
icy of minimal interference in the tariff
rate filings of forwarders in recoguition
of the fact that the number of forward-
ers In particular markets is not restricted
and that competition therefore serves an
important price control function. See,
e.g. Orders 74-7-117 and 76-11-148. At
the same time. it would be difficult to
contend that the basic descriptive and
explanatory functions of the information
required of all forwarders by paragraph
(a) of §221.165 does not serve a clear
regulatory purpose; such information is
regularly scrutinized by the staff and
appears to serve n significant regulatory
need, particularly with regard to the an-
tidiscrimination provisions of section
404(b) of the Act, In addition, it should
be made clear that any reduction in the
tariff information normally required by
§ 221.165 does not change the obligation
on the part of all forwarders and other
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carrfers to provide sdditional informa-
tion in specific cases, if, after a prelimi-
nary analysis, it appears that such in-
formation is needed. As we read the
petition, AFFA does not appear to dis-
agree with either of these qualifications.

Accordingly. the Civil Aeronautics
Board hereby proposes to amend Part
221 of its Economic Regulations (14 CFR
Part 221) as set forth below:

Section 221,165 would be amended as
follows:

£ 221165 Explanation und data sup-
porting tariffl  changes and new
matter in tarifl publications.

When & tariff publication is filed with
the Board which contalns new or
changed local or joint rates, fares, or
charges for air transportation, or new or
changed classifications, rules, regula-
tions, or practices affecting such rates,
{ares, or charges, or the value of the serv-
jce thereunder, the issuing air carrier,
foreign air carrier, or agent shall sub-
mit with the filing of such publication, in
or attached to the transmittal letter:

(d) Exceptions:

(1) The requirement for data and/or
information in paragraphs (b) and (¢)
of this section will not apply to tariff
publications containing new or changed
matter which are filed.

(4il) By air freight forwarders or in-
ternational air freight forwarders, as de-
fined in Part 296 of this subchapter, or

REQUEST rORt COMMENTS

Interested persons may take part in the
rulemaking by submitting 20 copies of
written data, views, or arguments on the
subjects discussed. All relevant material
received by the dates shown at the begin-
ning of this notice will be considered by
the Board before taking final action on
the proposed rules,

Individual members of the general
public who wish to express their Interest
as consumers by informally taking part
in this proceeding may do so by submit-
ting comments in letter form to the Doc-
ket Section, without having to file addi-
tional coples.

(Section 204, 403, Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 768; 40 US.C,
1324, 1373.)

By the Civil Acronautics Board.

PryLrrs T. Kayron,
Secretary.

[FR Do 77-10876 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am |

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary
[32CFRPart290]

DEFENSE CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY
Avaiiability of Records

AGENCY: Defense Contract
Agency, DOD.

ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: As required by the Freedom
of Information Act, this proposal will

Audit
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provide the public with: the addresses
of persons from whom Information may
be obtained; the procedures for making
such requests; the general procedures by
which the Defense Contract Audit
Agency's ¢DCAA) authorities are chan-
nelied; and a deseription of DCAA's or-
ganization and functions as of March 31,
1997,

DATES: Comments must be recelved on
or before May 13, 1977.

ADDRESSES: Sybil L. Taylor, Records
Administrator, DCAA, Building 4A320,
Cameron Station, Alexandria, VA 22314,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CON-
TACT:
Sybil L, Taylor, 202/274-7285.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
These regulations are proposed under the
authority of 5 U.S.C. 301 and 5 US.C.
552, and implement Department of De-
fense Directive 5400.7, Availability to the
Public of Department of Defense Infor-
mation.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
290, Title 32, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, is proposed as follows:

PART 290—AVAILABILITY OF DEFENSE
CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY RECORDS
Subpart A—Organization Statemaent
Sec.
200.1
2002
2903

Purpose.

Origin and authority.
Objective.

2004 Mission,

2005 Composition,

Subpart B—Availability of DCAA Records

20030
26021
20022

Purpose.

Applicability and scope

Pollcy.

“Recorda™ defined.

Public inspection and copylng
Requests for records,

Procedures for submitting requests.
Materinl withheld from disclosure,
Administrative apponls of denials.
Judicial action.

Avrsomrry: 5 USBC. 301 and 552, ua
amended by Pub, L, 93-502, Nov, 21, 1974

Subpart A—Organization
£ 290.1 Purposc.

This subpart implements § US.C. 552
by describing the central and field orga-
nizations of DCAA and the general course

and method by which DCAA’s functions™

are channeled and determined.
§290.2 Origin and authority,

DCAA was established by the Secretary
of Defense under Department of Defense
1DoD) Directive 510536 sasad began
operating on July 1, 1965, Its Dirvector Is
responsible directly to the Becretary of
Defense, Stafl supervision is provided by
the Assistant Secretary of Defense
(Comptrolier),

§ 290.3 Objective,

DCAA's objective 15 to assist DoD In
purchasing defense materials and serv-
fceés at the lowest price or cost which is
both ressonable and {air to the Govern-
ment and the supplier, While emphasis
is on reasonableness and fairmess, it also
includes the premise that prices pald by
the Goyvernment should not refiect the

cast of contractor operations or praciices
which are in any manner wasteful or
unnecessary.

§ 290.4  Mission.

(a) DCAA perfarms all necessary con-
tract sudit for Doy and provides ge-
counting and financial advisory servics
regarding contraets to all DoD compon-
ents responsible for procurement and
contract administration. These services
are provided in connection with negotia-
tion, administration, and settlement of
cantracts and subcontracts, It also fum-
ishes advisory contract audit service to
a number of other Government agencies
under agrecments between DoD and such
agencies.

(b) DCAA audits cantractors’ and sub-
contractors’ accounts, records, docu-
ments;, and other evidence; systems of
internal control, accounting, costing,
estimating, and general business prac-
tices and procedures to give advice and
recommendations to procurement and
contract administration personnel on:
acceptability of costs incurred under cost,
redetermination, incentive, and similar
type contracts; aceeptability of estimates
of costs to be incurred as represented by
contractors incident to the award, ne-
gotiation, modification, and change of
contracts; adequacy of contractors’ ac-
counting and financial management sys-
tems and estimating procedures. DCAA
also performs post-award audits of con-
tracts in order to assure compliance with
the provisions of Public Law 87-833
(Truth in Negotiations), and reviews
contractor compliance with the rules,
regulations, and promulgated stendards
of the Cost Accounting Standards Board
established by Public Law 91-379.

(¢) DCAA assists responsible procure-
ment or contract administration activi-
ties in their surveys of the purchasing-
procurement systems of major con-
tractors: it cooperates with other DoD
components on reviews, audits, analyses,
or inquiries involving contractors’ finan-
cial positions or financial and account-
ing policies, procedures, or practices
DCAA also maintains liatson auditors al
major procuring and contract adminis-
tration offices and provides assistance in
the development of procurement policies
and regulations.

§290.5 Composition.

(ta) DCAA consists of seven compoi-
ents: o headquarters located at Ce on
Station, Alexandria, Virginia, and six
Regional Offices. The Reglonunl Oilices
manage over 300 field audit oilces
(FAO3) located throughout the United
States and overseas. FAOs are called
branch, resident, and procuréement lial-
son offices, Suboffices are established by
Regional Mangsgers as an extension of an
FAO when required by that office (0
furnish specinl onsite contract audit serv-
ice on o permanent basis. A subofllce s
satellited on its parent FAO for super-
vision, relesse of sudit reports, and ad-
ministrative support,

(b) The headquariers consists of seven
principal stafl elements: L

(1) The Director exercises worldwide
direction of DCAA.
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(2) The Deputy Director serves as
principal assistant to the Director and
sots for the Director in his absence.

(3) The Assistant Director, Opera-
tions & Professional Development, au-
thorized to act for the Director and
Deputy Director In their absence, is re-
sponsible for audit management, tech-
nical audit programs, and the Defense
Contract Audit Institute in Memphis,
Tennessee.

(4) The Assistant Director, Policy &
Plang, is responsible for policy formula-
tion, cost accounting standards, and
audit guldance and procedures; and acts
for the Director in the absence of the
Director, Deputy Director, and Assistant
Director, Operations & Professional
Development. R

(5) The Assistant Director, Resources,
is responsible for the programs and pro-
cedures related to the management and
administration of all resources required
to support the audit mission; and acts
for the Director in the absence of the
Director, Deputy Director, Assistant Di-
rector, Operations & Professional Devel-
o?n\cnt. and Assistant Director, Policy &
Plans.

(6) The Assistant Director, Review &
Analysls, plans, directs, and conducts
agencywide reviews and analyses, includ-
Ing independent examination and ap-
pralsal of all aspects of audit operations
of Regional Offices and FAOs: and acts
for the Director in the absence of the
Director; Deputy Director; Assistant Di-
rector, Operations & Professional Devel-
opment; Assistant Director, Policy &
Plans; and Assistant Director, Resources.

(7) The Counsel provides legal and
leglslative advice to the Director and all
members of the agency staff.

8) The Executive Officer develops

plans and policles affecting multiple
DCAA functions and activities: initiates
or reviews papers formulated within the
Office of the Director: and has responsi-
bility for the DCAA Equal Employment
Opportunity Program.
.. '¢) Regional Offices are located in At-
‘anta, Boston, Chicago, Los Angeles,
Philadelphia, and San Francisco. Re-
Elonal Manngers direct and administer
the DCAA audit mission, and manage
personnel and other resources assigned
{0 the regions; act as principal advisors
‘0 the Director; manage the contract
u}lﬂh} program; and direct the operation
of PAOs within their region. Principal
stafl clements of Regional Offices are
Office of the Reglonal Manager, Assist-
int Reglonal Manager for Audit Man-
agement, Assistant Reglonal Manager
lor Resources, and Assistant for Special
Projects.

@) A resident office is established at
5 contractor’s location when the amount
of audit workload justifies the assign-
ment of a permanent staff of auditors
and support staff. A resident office may
perform  procurement  linison  audit
dunctions,

‘e A branch office is-established at a
‘irivtegically situated location within the
feglon, responsible for performance of
:t{l‘(:ontmct sudit service within the
4ssigned geographical area on a mobile
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basis, exclusive of contract audit service
performed by a resident or liaison office
within the area. A branch office may
perform procurement lialson audit
functions.

(f) A liaison office Is established at a
DoD procurement or contract adminis-
tration office within the region when re-
quired on a permanent basis to provide
effective communication and coordina-
tion between procurement and contract
audit elements In the interest of achiev-
ing the objectives of prudent contracting.
A liaison office maintains a program to
asure full utilization of contract audit
services by procurement and contract
administration offices within the region,
provides audit advisors, and measures
customer satisfaction; participates In
prenegotiation and negotiation confer-
ences at the request of procurement and
contracting officers and furnishes related
advisory services.

Subpart B—Availability of DCAA Records
§ 290.20 Parpose.

This subpart implements 5§ US.C. 552
(Freedom of Information Act), as
amended, and supplements DoD Direc~
tive 5400.7 (32 CFR Part 286) by describ-
ing established facilities at which, the
officials from whom, and the procedures
whereby members of the public may in-
spect and copy or obtain copies of un-
classified DCAA records.

§290.21 Applicability and scope.

(’) Applicability. This subpart shall
apply to all offices of DCAA and shall
govern responses by DCAA officials to
written requests from members of the
public for permission to examine, or to
be provided with copies of DCAA rec-
ords.

(b) Scope. Requests for records under
the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 US.C, 552a)
are governed by the provisions of 32 CFR
Part 200a, See § 286.2 of this Subchap-
ter for other categories of requests for
information or records that are excluded
from the scope of this subpart,

§ 290.22 Policy.

It is the policy of DCAA to make avail-
able to the public the maximum amount
of information concerning its opera-
tions and activities. This basic policy Is
subject to the exemptions recognized in
5 US.C. 552(b) and § 286.4 of this Sub-
chapter. Notwithstanding such permis-
sible exemptions, it is DCAA’s policy that
an exempt record will be made available
when its disclosure would not be incon-
sistent with statutory requirements and
when the DCAA official designated in
§200.25(e) determines that no signifi-
cant and legitimate Governmental pur-
pose would be served by withholding the
record. The latter determination is with-
In the sole discretion of DCAA.

§ 290.23 “Records™ defined,

In determining whether documentary
material qualifies as a “record,” consid-
eration will be given to 44 US.C. 3301,
which defines the word “record” as fol-
lows:
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(It) includes all books, papers, maps, pho-
tographa, or other documentary materials,
regardless of physical form or characteristics,
made or received by any agency of the United
Statea Government under Federal law or in
connection with the transaction of public
business and preserved or appropriate for
preservation by that agency or its legitimate
successor as evidence of the organization,
functions, policies, decisions, procedures, op-
crations, or other activities of the Govern-
ment or because of the informational yalue
of data contained therein,

(n) Records are not limited to permanent
or historieal documents but Include current
documents.

(b) The term “records” does not Include
objects or articles such as structures, furni-
ture, paintings, sculpture, three-dimensaional
modeis, vehloles, equipment, etc,, whatever
their historical value or value as “evidence.”

(¢) Formulae, designs, drawings, research
data, computer programs, technical data
packages, ete, are not'considered “records”™
within the intent of § US.0, 6562, even
though maintained In dooumentation form,
because of development costs; utilization, or
value, These ltems are considered property,
not preserved for Informational value nor
a5 evidence of agency functions, but as ex-
ploltable resources to be tullized in the best
interest of all the public. Requests for cop-
ies of such material shall be evaluated sc-
cording to policies expressly directed to the
appropriate dissemination or use of such
property. Requests to inspect such material
to determine its content for Informational
purpogea shall normally be ted unless
Inspection s inconsistent with the obligation
to protect the property value of the material,
such a5 may be true for certain formulae.

(d) The term “records" does not include
unaltered stocks of publications and proc-
essed documents such as regulations, manu-
als, Instructions, and related materials that
are avallable to the public through an es-
tablished distribution system for sale or with-
out charge, Examples of such materinly nre
publications avallable to the public by pur-
chase from DCAA or the Defense Contract
Audit Manual and other doouments avatil-
able by purchase from the Superintendont of
Documents, US. Government Printing Office,
Individuals requesting such material under
the FOIA will be referred to the appropriate
public sales outlot,

§ 290.24  Public inspection and copying.

(a) 5 US.C. 552(a) (2) requires agen-
cles to make available for public inspec~
tion and copying (1) final opinions, in-
cluding concurring and dissenting opin-
ions, as well as orders, made in the adju-
dication of cases; (2) statements of pol-
ey and interpretations which have been
adopted by the agency and are not pub-
lished in the Feoeaal REcISTER: and (3)
administrative staff manuals and in-
structions to staff that affect a member
of the public; unless the materlals are
promptly published and copies offered
for sale.

(b) DCAA documents described in
§200.24(a) are published under the
DCAA Publications System as regula-
tions, manuals, instructions, and pam-
phlets, and are avallable to the public
through purchase from DCAA or the
Superintendent of Documents,

() The DCAA headquarters and each
of the six Regional Offices shall publish
semiannually an index of the documents
published under the DCAA Publications
System. Such indexes shall be made
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available to the public upon request with-
out cost.

§ 290.25 Reguests for records,

(a) General, According to the spirit
and intent of § US.C. 552 and 32 CFR
286, upon receipt of written or verbal re-
quests to DCAA offices, all reasonable
cfforts should be made to advise mem-
bers of the public on the correct means
for securing permission to examine de-
sired records, or for obtaining copies of
such records.

(b) Identification of records. While it
is expected that DCAA offices will use
their knowledge of the contents of their
files and expend reasonable efforts to as-
sist the public In identifying records
which contain the particular informa-
tion sought, the requester must “"reason-
ably describe" the record sought. A rec-
ord must exist at the time of the request.
It is not required that a record be “cre-
ated” or compiled for the purpose of fur-
nishing information not already avail-
able In existing records. A record that Is
maintained by computer is normally
deemed to exist for this purpose, but only
if retrievable in approximately the form
desired without substantial reprogram-
ming,

(¢) Feey. Fees shall be determined ac-
cording to §2868.8 of this Subchapter.
Fees shall be charged only for direct cost
of search and duplication and shall not
mclude indirect costs or costs attribut-
able to reviewing the records.

(1) Fees will not be charged if, for a
single request, the direct search cost is
Jess than $25.00. Fees will not be charged
if, for & single request, the direct dupli-
cwoneost.islessmanssoo.lﬂeeswm
not be reduced by these amounts when
the thresholds are exceeded.

(2) No request will be processed until
the requester has been advised in writ-
ing of the estimated amount of the fees
if they are expected to exceed the auto-
matic walyver thresholds.

(3) Time limits specified in § 286.11 of
this Subchapter will not begin until pay-
ment of fees is resolved or the requester’s
entitlement to a walver of fees Is
estahlished.

(4) Ordinarily, fees will not be as-
sessed for nonproductive search or when
all records located are denled. However,
fees may be assessed if the requester in-
sists upon s search and agrees to such
fees prior to the search after being ad-
vised that the search Is likely to be
unproductive.

(5) Fees normally must be paid in ad-
vance of rendering the service, An ex-
ception exists when the requester prom-
{ses in writing to pay upon receipt of a
statement, and represents that he will be
able to pay, When the anticipated com-
bined total of direct search and duplica-
tion fees to be assessed exceeds $60.00,
prepayment of all or a portion of the
estimated fees may be required before
processing the request.

(6) Subsequent requests will not be
processed when, at the time of the re-
quest, the requester is known to be In
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default of payment of fees incurred in
connection with a previous request,

(7) Payment of feces may be by per-
sonal check, bank draft drawn on a U.S,
bank, or by U.S. Postal money order. All
such payments shall be made payable to
the Treasurer of the United States.
DCAA does not have the facilities for
handling cash payments. A receipt for
fees paid will be given only upon request.

(d) Waiver of fees. The determination
to waive fees is at the discretion of the
officinds listed in § 200.25(e). The Tollow-
ing requirements pertain to requests for
waiver of fees In excess of the automatic
waiver threshold:

(1) If a requester wishes to request a
waiver of fees, the request must provide
sufficient information to enable a proper
determination. A statement that release
is in the public Interest, the identity or
tax status of the requester, or the inten-
tion that the record will be made public
is not persuasive grounds for granting a
walver. The requester should provide in-
formation concerning the planned use of
the information, how this will serve the

of the material to be relwed. the likeli-
hood that tangible good will be realized,
and any other information which may
be pertinent to the appropriateness of
public payment. This information does
not influence the determination to re-
leasc or withhold a record; it influences

the determination as to whether the
public will assume the direct search and
duplication costs. The requester need not
provide this Information if he does not
wish the public to bear the cost.

(2) Fee walvers shall be decided on
case-by-case evaluation. Blanket waivers
for specific individuals or organizations
will not be granted.

(3) If the requester declares his un-
willingness to pay fees and does not war-
rant & waiver of fees, the request will not
be processed if it 15 estimated that the
direct search and duplication costs will
exceed the automatic walver threshold.

(@) Release/denial authorities. The
follawing officinls are authorized to deny
as well as grant requests for doc*uments
or records:

(1) Records Administrator, Defense
Contract Audit Agency, Cameron Sta-
tion, Alexandria, Va, 22314,

(2) Regional Manager, Deféense Con-
tract Audit Agency, P.O. Box 1498,
Marfetta, Ga. 30060.

(3» Regional Manager, Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency, Waltham Federal
Center, 424 Trapelo Road, Waltham,
Mass. 02154,

(4) Regional Manager, Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency, 527 South LaSalle
Street, Suite 652, Chicago, Ill. 60605,

(5) Regional Manager, Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency, 1340 West Sixth
Street, Second Floor, Los Angeles, Calif,
90017,

(6) Regional Munager, Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency, Federal Building
:gaocnm Street, Philadelphiz, py

(7) Regionall Manager, Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency, 450 Golden Gute
&v%;uc. Box 36116, San Francisco, Calif

102,

§290-26 Procedures for !lllllll“lin_; re-
quests,

(a) To qualify as & request within the
technical requirements of this subpart
a request for coples of, or for permission
to examine, DCAA records must:

(1) Be in writing and indicate cx-
pressly, or by clear implication, tha: 1t
is a request under the Freedom of In-
formation Act, 5 US.C. 562, or this

(2) Contain a reasonable descripiion
of the particular reeord sought, sum-
clently accurate and specific to enable
personnel to locate and identify the
record withh & reasonable amount .:
effort; if the record cannot be specifically
identified, an expianation of the »
poses for which they are desired m ,1'
be of assistance; and

(3) Contain a eheek or money order
for the anticipated search and duplica-
tion fees (al least an adequate deposit
or a clear statement that the requester
will be willing and able to pay all lees
or to pay such: fees up to & specified
limit; or satisfactory evidence establizh-
ing that the requester is entitle to a
walver of fees.

(b) Addressing requests. A list of ad
dresses from which DCAA records may
be requested is given in 5290251.~~
request will not be deemed to have hec.—.
recelved for purposes of time limits spe-
cified in Part 286.11 of this Subchapter
until it is recelved by the appropriate
addressee.

(1) Misdirected requests. A request re-
celved by an official who is not the appro-
printe official indicated In 29025
shall be promptly readdressed and for-
warded directly to the appropriate of-
ficial. The requester shall be notified of
this referral. Direct contact between the
original recipient and the correct ad-
dressee is engouraged to ensure exped!-
tious handling of the request.

(2) Requests for coplies of audit re-
ports will be referred to the appropriate
contracting officer when received by a
DCAA office; Requesters will be notifled
of such referrals: ]

(3) All other requests should be di-
rected to the appropirate Regional Marn-
ager, \f known. If the location ol ti
recard is not known, the request shoild
be directed to the Records Administri-
tor,

§ 290.27 Material withheld from dis lo

sure,

Only those records falling within e
specific exemptions listed in 5 U.S.C. 55¢
(b) and §286.4 of this Subchapter may
be withheld. Any person who is den jed
a request for & record; in whole or i
part, or denjed & walver of fees will be
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given a written explanation of the basis
for the determination and advised of
his right to appeal the denial.

§290.28 Administrative  appeals
denials.

appeals of deninls should be addressed
to the Assistant Director, Resources, De-
fense Contract Audit Agency, Cameron
station, Alexandria, Va. 22314. A copy
of the initial request and the initial
denlal should be forwarded with the ap-
peal Jetter. Final refusal to provide a
record or to walve fees will be made In
writing by the Assistant Director, Re-
sources, after consultation with the
Counsel, Assistant Director, Operations
& Professional Development, or other ap-
propriate staff elements. The requester
will be advised of his right to judicial
review.
£290.29 Judicial action,

A requester will be deemed to haye ex-
hausted his administrative remedy after
he has been denied the requested record
by the Assistant Director, Resources, or
when *he agency fails to respond to his
request within the time limits prescribed
by Part 286 of this Subchapter, The re-
. Quester then may seek an order from a
U.8. District Court In: (a) The district
in which he resides or has his principal
place of business; (b) the district In
which the record Is situated; or (¢) in
the U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbin, enjoining the agency from
withholding the record and ordering its
production.

of

FrEpERrIcK NEUMAN,

Director.
Dated: March 31, 1977.

Mavrice W. RocHE,
Director, Correspondence and
Directives OASD (COMP-
TROLLER).
Aramr 5, 1977,

¥R Doc 7710831 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
[40 CFR Part 52 ]
[FRL 714-2)

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF IM-
Fs’légr_l‘_dsENTAYION PLANS—MASSACHU-

Sulfur in Fuel Emission Limitations in the
Merrimack Valley Air Pollution Control
District for Haverhill Paperboard Corp.

;:GEN(‘\’. Environmental Protection
genoy,

ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: This is a proposed revision
fo the Massachusetts State Implementa-
ton Fian for the Merrimack Valley Air
Pollution Control District (MVAPCO),
Haverhin Paperboard Corporation was
excluded from o revision to the Massa-
chusetts State Implementation Plan for
the MVAPCD which was published in the
'Ptbtn._AL RecisTex on December 30, 1976
FR 56304). New information has been

PROPOSED RULES

submitted which demonstrates that
Haverhill Paperboard Corporation can
burmm 1.4% sulfur content fuel without
causing & violation of the National Am-
bient Alr Quality Standards (NAAQS)
for sulfur dioxide.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before May 13, 1977.

ADDRESS: Send comments on the pro-
posal to John A, S, McGlennon, Regional
Administrator, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Region I, JFK Federal
Building, Room 2203, Boston, Massachu-
setls 02203.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:
David A. Flerra, Chief, Alr Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Region
I, JFK Federal Building, Room 2113,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203, (617~
223-5609).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842) pursuant
to Section 110 of the Clean Afr Act and
40 CFR Part 61, the Administrator ap-
proved, with exceptions, the Massachu-
setts Implementation Plan for the at-
tainment of national ambient air quality
standards.

On June 4, 1976, the Secretary of En-
vironmental Affairs completed submis-
sion of & revision to the Massachusetts
Implimentation Plan which would allow
fuel burning p_gmroes inthe Merrimack
Valley Air Pollution Control District
(MVAPCD) to a higher sulfur content
fuel. (The MVAPCD is the same geo-
graphic area as the Massachusetts por-
tion of the Merrimack Valley-Southern
New Hampshire Interstate Alr Quality
Control Region (AQCR)). The revision
allows residual fuel oll users in the
MVAPCD to burn fuel oil having a
sulfur content not in excess of 1.21
pounds per million Btu heat release po-
tential (approximately equivalent to
2.2% sulfur content by weight), but spe-
cifically excludes residusl fuel oil users
in the City of Lawrence and the towns of
Andover, Methuen, and North Andover,
and the Haverhill Paperboard Corpora-
tion in Haverhill, which remain con-
strained to fuel oll having a sulfur con-
tent not in excess of 0.55 pounds per mil-
lion Btu heat release potential (approxi-
mately equivalent to 1.0 percent sulfur
content by weight) .,

A final rulemaking notice was pub-
lished in the FepErAL REcisTER on Decem-
ber 30, 1976 (41 FR 56804) which ap-
proved this revision to the Massachusetts
Implementation Plan. Haverhill Paper-
board Corporation was disapproved until
such time as new Information was re-
cejved which would demonstrate that the
source would not cause a violation of the
National Ambient Alr Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for sulfur dioxide if allowed
to burn a specified higher sulfur content
fuel.

On January 4, 1977 the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Quality
Engineering (the Department) submitted
additional - technical information con-
cerning the Haverhill Paperboard Cor-
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poration's ability to burn a specified
higher sulfur content fuel oil under the
provisions of the regulations adopted by
the Department. The Department's eval-
uation indicates that Haverhill Paper-
board Corporation can burn fuel oil hav-
ing a sulfur content not in excess of
0.75 pounds per million Btu heat re-
lease potentinl (approximately equivalent
to 1.4% sulfur content by weight), with
no predicted violations of the NAAQS
for sulfur dioxide. Haverhill Paperboard
Corporation would be required to apply
for and receive written approval from
the Department before using the speci-
fled higher sulfur content fuel, and to
conform to all other provisions of the
regulations.

Coples of the Massachusetts submis-
sion and the results of EPA’s review of
the technical support documentation are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours at the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Reglon I,
John F. Kennedy Federal Building, Room
2113, Boston, Massachusetts 02203; the
Division of Air and Hazardous Materlals,
Department of Environmental Quality
Engineering, 600 Washington Street,
Boston, Massachusetts 02111; and the
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW, Washington, D.C. 20460,

All interested persons who desire to
participate may submit written com-
ments in triplicate to the Reglonal Ad-
ministrator, Region I, JFK Federal
Bullding, Room 2203, Boston, Massa-
chusetts 02203,

The Administrator's decision to ap-
prove or disappove this revision Is based
on whether it meets the requirements
of section 110(a) (2)(A)-(H) of the
Clean Air Act and EPA regulations in 40
CFR Part 51.

(Bec, 110(n) of the Clean Alr Act, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. 185705(n).)

Date: April 7, 1977,
Joun A. 8. McGLENNON,
Regional Administrator.
[PR Doc.77-10877 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Rallroad Administration

[49 CFR Chapter 11 ]
|Docket No. RSC-70-6; Notice No. 1]

MINIMUM SAFETY REQUIREMENTS FOR
RAILROAD CABOOSE CARS

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

AGENCY: Federal Railroad Administra-
tion, DOT.

ACTION: Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, -

SUMMARY: On September 29, 1976, the
Railway Labor Executives' Association
(RLEA) filed a rulemaking petition
(76-6) requesting that Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) issue regulations
requiring minimum design specifications
and performance standards for railroad
cabooses. The purpose of this notice is to
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solicit. views and comments from the
public regarding the necessity of, and
the costs and benefits to be derived from,
Federal regulations in this area,

DATES: Written comments must be re-
ceived on or before May 30, 1877,

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
identify the docket number and notice
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the Docket Clerk, Office of Chief Counsel,
Federal Rallroad Administration, 400
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20590.

All written comments received will be
available for examination, both before
and after the closing date for written
comments, during regular business hours
in Room 5101, Nassif Building, 400 Sev-
enth Street SW., Washington, D.C.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Edward F. Conway,
8836).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The RLEA has petitioned the FRA to

issue regulations requiring railroads to
use insulated steel cabooses, equipped
with safety glass in all windows, cush-
foned underframes, and highly visible
markers which show red to the rear of
the train and green to the front of the
train,
Two of the subjects that RLEA has pe~
titioned the FRA to regulate will not be
covered by this notice because they are
treated in separate FRA rulemaking ac-
tions. The first subject that will not be
treated is safety glass. FRA has lssued
an Advance Notice of Proposed Rule-
making (ANPRM) concerning the use
of improved glazing material in the win-
dows of rolling equipment (42 FR 13309,
March 10, 1977). The second subject is
rear end markers which show red to the
rear of the train. This subject will not
be covered by this ANPRM because the
FRA recently issued regulations requir-
ing highly visible markers on the rear
car of all passengers, commuter and
freight trains (42 FR 2321, January 11,
1977: 49 CFR Part 221, Rear End Mark-
ing Device—Passenger, Commuter and
Freight Trains) . However, the subject of
rear end markers showing green to the
front of the train is covered by this
ANPRM.

Pursuant to § 211.13 of the FRA Rules
of Practice (49 CFR 211.13, 41 FR 54181)
the rulemaking proceeding initiated by
this notice shall be completed not later
than 12 months after the date this notice
is published in the FeoeraL RecisTER. The
provision of § 211.13 that rulemaking pe-
titions initiated as the result of a rule-
making petition be completed within 12
months following the filing of that peii-
tion does not apply In this instance be-
cause the RLEA petition was filed prior
to January 1, 1977, the effective date of
the Rules of Practice,

The RLEA asserts that the safety of
rallroad employees required to ride in

cabooses I8 Impalired by certain design

Jr. (202—426~
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and performance deficiencies of these
cars. The deficiencies noted by the RLEA
were as follows:

1. The absence of cushioned under-
frames to protect occupants from death
or injury resulting from slack action or
unanticipated brake applications.

2. The lack of sufficient structural in-
tegrity to protect occupants from death
or injury when a caboose is struck by
other cars during switching operations.

3. The lack of sufficient insulation to
protect occupants from exposure to ex-
cessive noise, heat and cold,

4. The lack of highly visible rear end
markers which show green to the front
of the traln, as an indication of the loca-
tion of the rear of the train for the head
end crew.

5. The lack of safe and adequate heat~
ing devices that will not produce toxic
or nauseating fumes and will not Jeak
or spill fuel upon the caboose floor,

The RLEA petition also includes two
general suggestions regarding any rules
issued by the Administrator concerning
cabooses. The first suggestion is that the
Administrator require all cabooses to ‘be
equipped with the aforementioned safety
devices within five years, The second
suggestion is that small short line rail-
roads be granted waivers if they can show
that the granting of such & waiver would
not produce an unsafe condition.

The RLEA petition does not contain
information or data regarding either the
feasibility or the costs of equipping all
cabooses as proposed. In addition, the
petition does not contain suggested de-
sign specifications for cabooses,

As part of the study, FRA reviewed its
accident files for statistics on deaths an
injuries attributable to the elements un-
der consideration, These records do not
indicate where these employees were 10~
cated when injured, but the nature of the
Incidents suggest that the majority of
the employees injured were in the ca-
boose. The statistics revealed that dur-
ing calendar year 1975, among brakemen
and conductors there were no fatalities
and 1,058 injuries that may be attribu-
table to the design deficiencies discussed
in the RLEA petition and covered by this
ANPRM. The 1,058 injuries to brakemen
and conductors may be separated into
the following categories: 552 injuries re-
sulted from slack action; 190 incidents
resulted from emergency or severe appli-
cation of alr brakes either initiated by
train crew members or by defective
equipment; 109 incidents resulted from
the inhalation of or contact with fumes
or gases; and 209 incidents resulted from
sudden or unexpected movements of
equipment.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION REQUESTED

FRA is Interested in developing addi-
tional information concerning the neces-
sity for, the cost of, and the benefits to
be derived from Federal regulations es-
tablishing minimum design specifica-
tions and performance requirements for
cabooses. FRA solicits written comments
from the public, particularly from
States, the rallroad industry, and rail-
road employee organizations.

Specific advice is requested on the 1g).
lowing points:

1. How many fatalities and injuries
have occurred in the last ten years to
occupants of cabooses, s a result of each
of the following causes:

(a) Slack action?

(b) Emergency or severe application
of alr brakes?

(¢) Inhalation of or contact with
fumes or gases?

(d) Sudden or unexpected movementz?

(@) Lack of highly visible rear end
markers indicating to forward crews the
position of the rear of the train?

({} Exposure to nolse, heat, or cold?

(g) Inadequate structural integrity?

(h) Bullets or other missiles penetrat-
ing the caboose, other than through
windows? (Please list fatalities and in-
juries separately, by cause, If possible,
also give description of the events which
accompanied an injury or fatality to an
occupant of a caboose) ,

2. What types of end-of-car cushion-
ing units, draft gears, or sliding sill de-
signs are currently being installed on
newly manufactured cabooses?

(a) What §s the incremental cast of
these draft gears/devices above the price
of a standard draft gear for newly manu-
factured cabooses?

(b) What would be the total per unit
cost of retrofitting these various draft
gears/devices to a fleet of approximately
17.000 cabooses over a period of 10 years
(assume 1,700 cabooses fitted per year)?
For.7 vears (2,425 cabooses/year) ? For §
vears (3,400 cabooses/year) ? For 3 years
(5,666 cabooses/year) ?

(¢) How many cabooses are currently
equipped with cushioned underframes,
draft gears, or sliding sills?

«d) What should be the performance
characteristies, in terms of draft and
buff, for cushioning systems on cabooses?

3. (a) What should be the minimum
design or performance requirements of
the caboose roof, wall, and Insulation?
What would be the incremental cost 10
equip o caboose so that it will comply
with these requirements?

(b) How do the minimum design oF
performance requirements suggested in
response to 3(a) differ from current ca-
boose designs?

(¢) Can cabooses be retrofitted for ad-
ditional strength? If so, how, and &t
what cost?

(d) What would be the incremental
cost increase for new cabooses mecling
the suggested design standards?

4. What was the rate of new caboost
introduction per year over the past 3
years?

5. What number of cabooses have been
totally reconditioned each year for the
past 5 years?

(a) What is the unit cost for each ré
conditioning?

(b) What types of work are typically
performed on a caboose when it is totally
reconditioned?

6. What temperature range in & &
boose will be adequate to:

(a) Protect against injury due fo €x-
posure?
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( Prevent fatigue that might result
in injuries or fatalities?

7. 1f sound: level measurements have
peen made by operating raflroads In their
cahooses, what typical sound levels were
found?

O‘L:u what type of instrumentation was
sed?

lL-b' Where were the microphones lo-

cated when these measurements were

made within the caboose?

(¢) What are the sound levels within
cabooses as a function of train speed?

(d) What is an acceptable decibel level
in cabooges?

(e) Would the use of insulation to re-
duce the nolse level in cabooses also pre-
vent crews from hearing train actions
such as run ins and run outs or emer-
gency brake applications?

8. What Is the pylmary source and air-
born concentration of noxious fumes in
cabooses?

9, What are typical periodic mainte-
nance requirements now in use by rail-
roads for caboose heaters and tollets?

(n) How frequently are these main-
tenance operations performed?

(b) What are the most common main-
tenance problems associated with pres-
ently used heaters and toilets? What
work Is typlecally performed In correct-
ing these problems?

(¢) What types of other, nonconveén-
tional caboose heating systems have been
tried by raflroads? What design/main-
tenance/administrative problems, if any,
are associated with their use? What
would be the potential cost Increases to:
(1) Install such nonconventional sys-
tems In new cabooses (Incremental
cost) 2 (1D Replace existing heaters in
cabooses? (1i) Purchase different or ad-
ditional fuel?

PROPOSED RULES

(d) What other changes should be
made to the designs of heaters and
toilets?

10. (8) What types of safety related
train handling operstions or procedures
would be enhanced by the presence of
forward facing markers on cabooses?
What operations/procedures cannot be
successfully accomplished now, due to
the absence of this type of marker light?

(b) How will the presence of forward
facing markers promote safely?

(¢) In view of possible obstructions
and inclement weather, how bright
should these forward facing markers be
50 that a head end crew will still be able
to locate the rear end of the train?

(d) What will be the cost of equipping
cabooses with forward facing markers.

11. If it is determined that federal reg-
ulations for cabooses would promote
safety, which cabooses should the regula-
tions cover? £

(a) Should the regulations cover only
new car construction or should exist-
ing cabooses be required to be rebuflt?
What criteria should be used to deter-
mine which cabooses are to be covered?

(b) Should certain types of operations
be exempt from compliance with the reg-
ulations? If exemptions are aade, what
conditions should be placed on the ex-

~ emption, and should certain cabooses be

permanently exempt?

(e) If the rebuilding of cabooses is re-
quired, what time frame should be es-
tablished to bring the entire rallroad
caboose ficet into compliance?

12. What would be the economic im-
pact to the railroad Industry if the sug-
gested regulations governing cabooses
were established?
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(a) What cost benefits would be
derived?

(b) How many cabooses are there in
the current fleets of the rallroads?

13. What Is the single greatest defl-
ciency or cabooses as presently con-
structed; eg., inadequate structural
integrity?

14, Would interested parties provide
names of persons to contact for addi-
tional data or, suggest other sources of
information?

Communications should identify the
docket number and notice number and
be submitted in triplicate to the Docket
Clerk, Office of Chief Counsel, Federal
Rallroad Administration, 400 Seventh
Street 8W,, Washington, D.C. 20590.
Communications received before May 30,
1977, will be considered by FRA. Com-
ments recelved after that date will be
considered insofar as practicable. All
comments received will be available, both
before and after the closing date for
communications, for examination by in-
terested persons during regular business
hours in Room 5101, Nassif Building, 400
Seventh Street SW,, Washington, D.C.

{Sec. 202 of the Federnl Rallroad Safety Act
of 1970 (45 US.C. 431), as amended by sec,
5(b) of the Federal Railroad Safoty Author-
fzation Act of 1076, Pub. L. 04-348, 00 Stat.
817, July 8, 1976; § 1.49(n) of the regulations
of the Office of tho Secretary, 49 CFR 1.49
(n).)

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April
7, 19717, g

Bruce M. Fronr,
Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc.7T7-107687 Plled 4-12-77;8:45 am]
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notices

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contoins documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public, Notices
of hearings and Investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, fiting of petitions and applications
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing In this section,

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION

EAST TEXAS LEGAL SERVICES AND
DNA-PEOPLE'S LEGAL SERVICES

Grants and Contracts

ArpaL 8, 19717,

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.0. 2906-29961.
Section 1007(f) provides: “At lease
thirty days prior to the approval of any
grant application or prior to entering
into a contract or prior to the initiation
of any other project, the Corporation
shall announce publicly, and shall notify
the Governor and the State Bar Associa-
tion of any State where legal assistance
will thereby be initiated, of such grant,
contract, or project * * *"

The Legal Services Corporation hereby
announces publicly that it is considering
the grant applications submitted by:

1. East Texas Legal Scervices to serve
the counties of Smith, Harrison, Gregg,
Rusk, Nachogdoches, San Augustine,
Angeline, Cherokee, Jefferson and
Orange, Texas.

2. DNA-People's Legal Services to serve
the Fort Apache Reservation and coun-
ties of Apache, Navaho and Gila, Ari-
ZODA.

Interested persons are hereby invited
to submit written comments or recom-
mendations concerning the above appli-
cation to the Regional Office of the Legul
Services Corporation at:

Denver Reglonal Office, 1726 Champa Street,

Sulte 500, Denver, Colorado 80202,

THOMAS EHRLICH,
President.
|FR Do¢,77-10848 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am ]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN KING UNIT—
KLAMATH NATIONAL FOREST

Availability of Final Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to Sec. 102(2) (C) of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969,
the Forest Service, Department of Agri-
culture, has prepared a final environ-
mental statement for the Land Manage~
ment Plan, King Unit, Klamath National
Forest, Californfa, USDA-FS-R5-FES
(Adm)-76-03.

The environmental statement concerns
a proposed land management plan for
the 49,000 acres of National Forest lands
known as the King Unit of the Klamath
National Forest, in S8iskiyou County, Cali-
fornia. Fourteen thousand acres within

this Unit bave been Inventoried as

“roadless,” and 11,100 acres are included

in the National Wilderness Preservation

System as the Marble Mountain Wilder-

1ess,

This final environmental statement
was transmitied to the Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality (CEQ) on April 5,
1971,

Copies are avallable for inspection dur-
ing regular working hours at the follow-
ing locations:

USDA, Forest Service, Boutls Agriculture
Bldg., Rm. 3210, 12th St. and Independonce
Ave. SW,, Washington, D.C. 20250

Forest Supervisor's Oftice, Elamath National
Forest, 1215 S. Main, Yreka, CA. 08097,

Reglonal Porester, U.S. Forest Service, 630
Sansome Street, Rm. 529, San Franclsco,
CA. 84111,

Forest Service, District Ranger. Happy Camp.
CA. 96039,

Forest Service, District Ranger
CA. 95568,

A limited number of single copies are
avallable, upon request, to Forest Super-
visor Dan B. Abraham, Klamath Nation-
al Forest, 1215 South Main Street, Yreka,
California 96097,

Coplies of the environmental state-
ment have been sent to various Federal,
State, and local agencies as outlined in
the CEQ guidelines.

Rosexr W. CERMAK,
Acting Regional Forester,

Arrin 5, 1977,
|FR Doc.77-10779 Filed 4-12-77;8.45 am |

Somes Bar,

Soil Conservation Service

SUNFLOWER COUNTY FLOOD PREVEN-
TION, RECREATION, AND DRAINAGE
RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND DE-
\sl'Eé.gPPOPd.ENY (RC&D) MEASURE, MIS-

Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969; part 1500.6(e) of the Council on
Environmental Quality Guidelines (38
FR 20550) August 1, 1973; and part
650.8(b) (3) of the BSoil Conservation
Service Guidelines (39 FR 19651) June
3, 18974; the Soil Conservation Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives
notice that an environmental impact
statement is not being prepared for the
Sunflower County Recreation, Flood
Prevention, mnnd Dralnage RC&D
Measure, Sunflower County, Mississippl.

The environmental assessment of this
federal action indicates that the measure
will not create significant adverse local,
regional, or national impacts on the
environment and that no significant con-
troversy Is associated with the measure,

As 4 result of these findings, Mr. Chestey
F, Bellard, State Conservationist, Sof
Conservation Service, USDA, P.O. Box
610, Jackson, Mississippl 39205, has
determined that the preparation and
review of an environmental impact state-
ment is not needed for this measure,

The measure concerns a plan for
recreation, flood prevention, and drain-
age. The planned works of improvement
inciude a 100-acre lake, basic recreation
facilities and 3.4 miles of multiple
purpose channel work.

The environmental assessment file is
avallable for Inspection during regular
working hours at the following location
Soll Conservation Service, USDA, Room 500

Milper Bullding, 210 South Lamar Street,

Juckson, Mississippl 39206.

The negative declaration Is available
for single copy requests at the above lo-
cation.

No administrative action on imple-
mentation of the proposal will be taken
until 15 days after the date of this pub-
lication.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10901, National Archives Reference
Services,)

Dated: April 5, 1877,

Davio P. OverBOLT,
Director, Conservation Opera-
tions Division, Soil Conserva-
tion Service.

|FR Doc.77-10780 Piled 4-12-77:8 456 nm)

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
| Docket 30106; Order 77-4-39]
CONTINENTAL AIR LINES, INC.
Order To Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board
at its office in Washington, D.C. on the
8th day of April, 1977.

On November 23, 1976, Continental Alr
Lines filed, in Docket 30106, an applica-
tion for an order to show cause why it
certificate of public convenience and
necessity for Route 29 should not be
amended s0 as (o permit single-piane
service between Seattle and Portland, on
the one hand, and Kansas City, on ihe
other, via Denver,*

L United Alr Lines is the only carrier with
single-plane authority in the markets and
presently operates one round trip routed
Eansas City-Seattie-Portland. For the e
ended December 81, 1976, the Kansas Cliy-
Seattle market generated 20,510 O&D passen-
gors, while the Kansas City-Portland markes
genorated 10,840 passengers, Of ihis, United
carriers 71% of the Kansas City-Seaiti
traffic and 54% of the Kanses City-Portiand
trafic. Continuental, offering only conucch
ing service vin Denver, has market shares ¢
28% and 45%, respectively,
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1t support of its application, Conti-
pental states that (1) the single-plane
estriction was originally imposed as a
gretrial condition in the Reopened Paci-
te Northwest-Southwest Case, 50 CAB
g8 (1069); (2) traffic volume In the
market has grown much larger than an-
yeipated since the Board issued its de-
csion in that case: (3) United’s service
has not responded to traffic growth and
therefore does not accommodate a good
deal of the market; (4) Continental is
the only carrier, other than United, that
has & significant share of the Kansas
City-Pacific Northwest traffic; (5) the
publlo will benefit from the improve'd
level of service; and (6) Continental’s
identity In the market is already 50 great
that removal of the single-plane restric-
tion will have no measurable impact on
any other carrier,

The City of Kansas City, and the
Kansas City Chamber of Commerce filed
an answer in support of Continental’s
application.
p%pon consideration of the foregoing
and all of the relevant facts, we have
tentatively concluded that the public
convenience and necessity require the
elimination of the restriction which pro-
hibits Continental from providing single-
plane service in the Kansas City-Seattle/
Portland markets via Denver, and
that the proposed modification is con-
sistent with the Board’s policy of remov~
ing restrictions which serve no useful
purpose and which are otherwise wasteful
and undesirable. We propose to imple-
ment this new authority by amending
Continental’s certificate for Route 20, by
deleting that portion of condition (13)
which prohibits Continental from serv-
ing Kansas City on flights serving seg-
ment11.*

In support of our ultimate determina-
ton, we make the following tentative
findings and conclusions. The principal
beneflt which will derive from the grant
of Improved authority to Continental
will be the provision of more convenient
service between Kansas City and Port-
land/Senttle, At the time the Board im-
posed the single-plane restriction on
Continental, it predicted that the Kansas
City-Seattle/Portland markets = would
fenerate 80 dally passengers. However,
for the year ended September 30, 1975,
the Kansas City-Seattle market gener~
ated 107 dafly passengers and the Kansas
Clty-Portland market generated 60 daily
Dassengers for a total of 167 dally
Kansas City-Seattle/Portland passen-
#&75, Despite the restriction, Continental
o4 managed to secure a significant
fhare of both the Kansas City-Seattle
8nd Kansas City-Portland markets. The
femoval of the single-plane restriction
"lll-'l”m‘lde Continental's on-line pas-
;cc;:m.-. with additional benefits through

th time savings and elimination of

e

Continental {s prohilbited from providing
e Forvice over a Kansas City-
7 fr-"s-f.\tuo/Portlwd routing by con-
oo 13), Impoged In the above-mentioned
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those problems associated with connect-
service

We further tentatively find that the
grant of Continental's application will
have no significant effect on United,
which has not filed in opposition to Con-
tinental's request., United retains su-
perior nonstop authority and therefore
should not be significantly affected by
removal of the single-plane restriction.
Together Continental and United carry
92% * of the Kansas City-Seattle/Port-
land true O&D passengers. No other car-
rler is a significant participant in either
the Kansas City-Seattle or Kansas City-
Portland market. Furthermore, Conti-
nental has already firmly established its
identity In the market, having carried
annually over 30% * of the Kansas City-
Pacific Northwest traffic since beginning
Its connecting service in June 1969.°

Interested persons will be given thirty
days from the date of the adoption of
this order to show cause why the ten-
tative findings and conclusions set forth
herein should not be made final. We ex-
pect such persons to set forth their ob-
Jections, if any, with detailed answers,
specifically setting forth the tentative
findings and conclusions to which ob-
Jection is taken, Such objections should
be accompanied by arguments of fact or
law and should be supported by legal
precedent or detailed economic analysis.
If an evidentiary hearing is requested,
the objector should state in detail why
such a hearing is considered necessary
and what relevant and material facts he
would expect to establish through such
2 hearing that cannot be established in
written pleadings. General, vague, or un-
supported objections will not be enter-
tained.

During the same period prescribed
above, we will expect Continental to file
with the Board an estimate, with sup-
porting data, of the annual gross trans-
port revenue increase for the first full
year of operations to result from the
award proposed herein. This data is nec-
essary for the purpose of computing the
license fee pursuant to section 389.24(a)
(2) of the Board’s Organization Regu-
lations.

Accordingly, it iz ordered, That:

1. All interested persons are directed
to show cause why the Board should not
issue pn order making final the tenta-

tive findings and conclusions stated
herein and amending the certificate of
public convenience and necessity of Con-

' Table 12 December 31, 1975.

* Continental’s exhibit Appendix F.

*Weo also tontatively find and conciude
that the Board action sought by the appli-
cunt will not result n a4 major federal action
significantly affecting the environment
within the meaning of the National Environ-
mental Protection Act of 1089, We further
find and conclude that Continental is a oiti-
Zen of the United States within the meaning
of the Act, and s fit, willing, and able to
properily perform the alr transportation pro-
posed herein and to conform to the provi-
sions of the Act and the Board's rules, reg-
ulations, and requirements thereunder,
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tinental Airlines, Inc. for Route 29 in the
manner described above;

2, Any interested person having ob-
Jections to the issuance of an order mak-
ing final any of the proposed findings,
conclusions, or certificate amendments
set forth herein, shall, within thirty
days after the date of the adoption of
this order, flle with the Board a state-
ment of objections together with & sum-
mary of testimony, statistical data, and
other evidence expected to be relied upon
to support the stated objections; answers
to objections shall be filed 10 days
thereafter;

3. If timely and properly supported
objections are filed, full consideration
will be accorded the matters and issues
raised by the objections before further
action is taken by the Board;*

4. In the event no objections are filed,
all further procedural steps will be
deemed to have been waived and the
Board may proceed to enter an order in
accordance with the tentative findings
and conclusions set forth herein; and

5. A copy of this order will be served
upon Continental Air Lines, Inc,, Braniff,
Eastern, Frontier, Northwest, TWA, and
United Air Lines, the Cities of Kansas
City, Denver, Seattle and Portland.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

PayLwLs T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

IFR Doc.77-10791 Plled 4-12-77:8:46 am|}

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Economic Development Administration
FRANGELLA MUSHROOM FARMS, INC.

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To
Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance

A petition by Frangella Mushroom
Farms, Inc.,, P.O. Box 158, Ravena, New
York 12143, a producer and processor of
mushrooms, was accepted for filing on
April 6, 1977, pursuant to section 251 of
the Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-618)
and £ 315.23 of the Adjustment Assist-
ance Regulations for Firms and Com-
munities (13 CFR Part 315). Con-
sequently, the United States Department
of Commerce has initiated an investiga-
tion to determine whether increased im-
ports into the United States of articles
like or directly competitive with those
produced by ‘he firm contributed impor-
tantly to total or partial separation of
the firm's workers, or threat thereof, and
to a decrease in sales or production of
the petitioning firm.

Any party having a substantial inter-
est In the proceedings may request &
public hearing on the matter. A request
for a hearing must be received by the
Chief, Trade Act Certification Division,
Economic Development Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Washing-

*Since provision s made for the flling of
objections to this order, petitions for recon-
sidemation will not be entertalned.

13, 1977
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ton, D.C. 20220, no later than the close
of business of April 25, 1977.

Jack W. Ossunxw, Jr.,
Chief, Trade Act Certification
Divigsion, Office of Planning
and Program Support,

|PR Doc.77-10867 Filed ¢-12-T7:8:45 am|

LEEMAR KNITTING MILLS, INC.

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To
Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance

A petition by Leemar Knitting Mills,
Inc., 45-20 33rd Street, Long Island City,
New York 11101, a producer of women's
knit suits, was aceepted for filing on April
6, 1977, pursuant to section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-618) and
§315.23 of the Adjustment Assistance
Regulations for Firms and Communities
(13 CFR Part 315). Consequently, the
United States Department of Commerce
has initiated an investigation to deter-
mine whether increased imports into the
United States of articles like or directly
competitive with those produced by the
firm contributed importantly to total or
partial separation of the firm's workers,
or threat thereof, and to a decrease in
sales or production of the petitioning
firm

Any party having a substantial inter-
est In the proceedings may request a
public hearing on the matter. A request
for a hearing must be received by the
Chief, Trade Act Certification Division,
Economic Development Administration,
U.8. Department of Commerce, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20230, no later than the close
of business of April 25, 1977.

Jack W. Oseuorxw, Jr.,
Chief, Trade Act Certification
Division, Office of Planning
and Program Support.

|FR Doc.77-10868 Pilod 4-12-77,8:45 am}

LEWIS PURSES, INC.

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To
Apply for Trade Adjustment stance

A petition by Lewis Purses, Inc,, 275
Seventh Avenue, New York, New York
10001, & producer of women's hand-
bags, was accepted for flling on April 6,
1977, pursuant to section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-618) and
§ 31523 of the Adjustment Assistance
Regulations for Firms and Communities
(13 CFR Part 315). Consequently, the
United States Department of Commerce
has Initiated an investigation to deter-
mine whether Increased imports into the
United States of articles like or directly
competitive with those produced by the
firm contributed Importantly to total or
partial separation of the firmy's workers,
or threat thereof, and to a decrease in
sales or production of the petitioning
firm.

Any party having a substantial in-
terest in the proceedings may request a
public hearing on the matter. A request
for a hearing must be recelved by the
Chlef, Trade Act Certification Division,
Economic Development Administration,
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U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230, no later than the
close of business of April 25, 1977.
Jack W. OseurN, Jr.,
Chief, Trade Act Certification
Division, Office of Planning
and Program Support.,
[ PR Doc,77-10860 Filed 4-12-77; B:45 am|

PERRY MANUFACTURING CORP.

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To
Apply for Trade Adjustment stance

A petition by the Perry Manufacturing
Corporation, P.O. Box 232, Norvelt,
Pennsylvania 15674, a producer of wom-
en's coats, was accepted for filing on
April 7, 1977, pursuant to section 251 of
the Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-618)
and §315.23 of the Adjustment Assist-
ance Regulations for Firms and Com-
munities (13 CFR Part 315). Conse-
quently, the United States Department
of Commerce has initiated an Investi-
gation to determine whether increased
imports Into the United States of ar-
ticles like or directly competitive with
those produced by the firm contributed
importantly to total or partial separa-
tion of the firm's workers, or threat
thereof, and to a decrease in sales or
production of the petitioning firm.

Any party having & substantial inter-
est In the proceedings may request a
public hearing on the matter. A request
for a hearing must be received by the
Chief, Trade Act Certification Division,
Economic Development Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230, no later than the
close of business of April 25, 1977.

Jack W. Ossunw, Jr.,
Chief, Trade Act Certification
Division, Office of Planning
and Program Support.

| ¥R Doe.77-10800 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am |

National Bureau of sundargk

COBOL COMPILER VALIDATION IN SUP-
PORT OF FEDERAL INFORMATION
PROCESSING STANDARDS 21 AND 211

Under the provisions of Pub. L. 80-306
and Execuiive Order 11717, the Secre-
tary of Commerce s authorized to estab-
lish uniform Federal Automatic Data
Processing (ADP) Standards. Federal
Information Processing Standards Pub-
lication (FIPS PUB) 21-1 specifies Fed-
eral Standard COBOL. The Standard
defines the elements of the COBOL Pro-
gramming Language and the rules for
their use.

In the November 14, 1975, issue of the
Fepenat. Recsster (40 FR 53013), the
General Services Administration (GSA)
published a new regulation which added
to 41 CFR Subpart 101-32.13 & new sub-
section 101-32.1805-1a, Validation of
COBOL Compilers. GSA established the
policy for testing COBOL complilers to
support the requirement in FIPS PUB
21-1 regarding the implementation of
Federal Standard COBOL. This, in effect,
requires Federal ngencies to ensure that

all COBOL compilers that are broyeiy
Into the Federal inventory are tested 1y
confirm that they meet a designated
level of the Federal Standard COnop,

The term validation is used (n thi
context as the process of testing a given
COBOL compiler against pre-determined
conditions and specifying which, if any,
conditions are not met. To confirm that
an implementation meets the specifica.
tions "of a designated level of Federa)
Standard COBOL, test routines have
been developed and approved for use in
testing COBOL compilers. These routines
make up the COBOL Compiler Valida-
tion System (CCVS). A Federal COBOL
Compiler Testing Service (FCCTS) also
has been established to provide a vali-
dating service for the Federal agencies.
The FCCTS Is sponsored by the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) under delegation
of authority from the National Bureay
of Standards (NBS). The FCCTS is re-
sponsible for the development and main-
tenance of the CCVS necessary to sup-
port the validation of the various ver-
sions of Federal Btandard COBOL. They
are also responsible for conducting the
validation of all COBOL compilers
brought into the Federal Inventory.

The purpose of this announcement is
to identify the ofcfal version of the
CCVS currently being used by FCCTS
in discharging its responsibilities under
the above mentioned delegation of au-
thority from NBS.

COBOL CoMPILER VALIDATION SYSIEM

There are currently two Compiler Val-
idation Systems (CVS) being supported
by FPCCTS. The first i5 based on FIPS
PUB 21 (COBOL 68) and the second Is
based on FIPS PUB 21-1 (COBOL T4).
Each of the COBOL CVS consist of audit
routines, their related data, and an exec-
utive routine (VP-routine) which pre-
pares the audit routines for compilation.
Each audit routine is a COBOL program
which includes many tests and support-
ing procedures indicating the result of
the tests. The audit routines making up
Version 6.2 of the 1968 COBOL Com-
piler Validation System collectively cen-
tain all the language elements of COBOL
68 texcept for the Report Writer module
and the ENTER statement of the .\'1:-
cleus module), as specified in FIPS PUB
21. This system will be maintained for
an indefinite perfod of time depending
on the actual length of the transition
from COBOL 68 to COBOL 74 within the
Federal Government, :

The 1974 COBOL Compiler Vallida-
tion System is being released In incre-
ments. Version 1.0 of the 1974 CCVS
which was released in November l?m
contained all the Jangunge elements i0-
cluded in the low-intermediate level o
FIPS PUB 21-1 COBOL (see FIPS FUB
21-1 for information regarding the c0f°
tents of the various levels of Pederal
Standard COBOL). Version 2.0 of “'-'-“
1974 CCVS, which is now svailable 209
replaces Version 1.0, contains all ele-
ments of FIPS PUB 21-1 except for 1%
arithmetic expressions of the r\u:-.::_‘».‘
module, the ENTER statement of 1
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Nucleus module, and the entire commu-
pieation module.

The COBOL Compiler Validation Sys-
wms are avallable from the Natlonal
Technical Information Service, Address:
National Technical Information Service,
3. Department of Commerce, 5285 Port
Roval Road, Springfleld, Virginia 22161
itelephone 703-557-4850) .

Title Ondering rio, Price

nyE PUR 21 COBOL campller walidation system

verdaon § rolease 2 (COVEG 6,2
ok, COBOL compller vﬂl} ADAONS $4.00
- ADAOZINZ 500, 00
s pUB 2141 COBOL onrxpu« valldation system
vorson 2 release 0 (COVETS 2.0)
Wi COBOL compller wall- ADAGITAS 1.8

Qatho syatorn version 20
) tion docu-
(usory guide),
) , compller vali- ADADRITIAS
duden system version 2.0
(Sape).

X 00

The COBOL Compiler Validation Sys-
tems will be updated biannually. These
updates will be announced in a FEpERAL
Recisrer notice as the current version
of the CCVS used as the basis for vali-
dating COBOL compilers. The update
process will be used to correct errors
identified in the systems and to intro-
duce new or modified programs as ap-
propriate. The Federal standards do not
change per se but a validation system
should be periodically modified to en-
sure that compilers are being built ac-
cording to the technical specifications
in the standard, not the validation sys-
tems, Should an interpretation be made
that would affect eithep of the valida-
tion systems these changes would be re-
flected also during the update process,

OBTAINING VALIDATION SERVICES

The NBS-DOD agreement covers cost-
reimbursable tests requested by: ven-
dors wishing to have a compiler vali-
dated in response to a Government re-
quest for proposals; Government agen-
ties involved in & procurement; or Gov-
fmment agencies wishing to validate s
compiler already {n use,

The raw data produced during the
vulidation process will be reviewed by
the FCOTS, which will prepare a Vali-
dation Summary Report (VSR) for ini-
flal dissemination to the requester, If
J_le requested validation has previously
el performed on a similar computer
tonfiguration, the validation run need
fiot be repeated, and the earlier VSR will
f;‘ Provided to a requester, The VSR will
l-}“‘l.y a compller according to each
“Vel of the Federal COBOL Standard
Which it has met, A request for valida-
ton services form may be obtained by
"Titing to or calling: Director, Federal
COBOL Compiler Testing Service, De-
fartment of the Navy (ADPESO),

':Vasmﬂmon. D.C, 20376, (telephone 202-
007-1247) .
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The request form identifies the service
required (Valldation Summary Report,
validation for a compiler not yet tested,
FIPS PUB 21 or FIPS PUB 21-1, ete).,
and appropriate supporting information,
Including a point of contact in the re-
questing agency, compiler and related op-
erating system identification, machine
make and model number, and special re-
quirements, if any. If the request is for
a validation, a Compiler Validation Man-
ager will be assigned by the FCCTS to
process the request. The assigned Individ-
ual will contact the requesting agency to
make the appropriate arrangements, and,
if necessary, obtain appropriate docu-
mentation, (The requester must provide
the facilities for performing the valida-
tion.)

An estimate of expenses will be pro-
vided to the requester for approval prior
to a validation. The approval and, if ap-
plicable, an appropriation accounting
number should be given as promptly as
possible to the FCCTS.

Upon completion of the validation, a
VSR will be compiled from the raw data
and forwarded fo the requester.

ENEST AMBLER,
Acting Director.

Arrin 7, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-10767 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT
COUNCIL

Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given of a meeting
of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Manage-
ment Council established by Section 302
of the Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (Pub. L. 94-265) .

The Gulf Fishery Management Council
has authority, effective March 1, 1977,
over fisheries within the fishery con-
servation zone adjacent to Alabama, west
coast of Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi,
and Texas. The Council will, among other
things, prepare and submit to the Sec~
retary of Commerce fishery management
plans with respect to the fisheries within
its area of authority, prepare comments
on applications for foreign fishing, and
conduct public hearings.

The meeting will be held Wednesday,
Thursday, and Friday, May 4, 5, and 6,
1977, in the Nautical Room of the Sporis-
man Inn, 3810 North Roosevelt, Key
West, Florida., The meeting will con-
vene at 1:30 p.m. on May 4, and adjourn
at about noon on May 6, 1977. The daily
sessions will start at 8:30 a.m. and ad-
Journ st 5:00 pm., except as otherwise
noted. The meeting may be extended or
shortened depending on progress on the
ngenda.

PROPOSED AGENDA

1. Management plans.

2, Personnel and sdministration categories.

8. Review of forelgn fishing applications, It
Bny.

4. Other fishery mansgement business.

This meeting is open to the public and
there will be seating for a limited num-
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ber of public members available on a
first come, first served basis. Members
of the public having an interest in specific
items for discussion are also advised that
agenda changes are at times made prior
to the meeting. To receive information
on changes, If any, made to the agenda,
interested members of the public should
contact on or about April 28, 1997:
Wayne E, Swingle, Executive Director, Guif
of Mexico Fishery Management Council,
Lincoln Center, Suite 881, 5401 West Ken-
nedy Boulevard, Tampa, Plorida 33608,

At the discretion of the Council, in-
terested members of the public may be
permitted to speak at times which will
allow the orderly conduct of Council
business. Interested members of the pub-
lic who wish to submit written comments
should do so by addressing the Executive
Director at the above address.

To receive due consideration and facil-
itate inclusion of these comments in the
record of the meeting, typewritten state-
ments should be received within 10 days
after the close of the Council meeting,

Dated: April 8, 1977.

WiINFRED H. MEIBOHM,
Associate Director, National
Marine Fisheries Service.

|FR Doc.77-10850 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am |

NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE
Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given of a meeting
with State Fish and Wildlife Directors
from coastal and Great Lakes States on
Thursday and Friday, May 19 and 20,
1977. The meeting will commence at
8:30 am. on May 19, and 8:30 am. on
May 20, in the Woodward Room of the
National Wildlife Federation Building,
1412 16th Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

The topics to be addressed at the meet-
Ing are related to the role of the States
under extended U.S. fishery jurisdic-
tion, fishery management in the terri-
torial sea, Federal grant-in-aid for fish-
erles programs providing financial as-
sistance to States, and other National
Marine Fisheries Service programs af-
fecting State fishery interests.

The meeting will be open to the public
throughout May 19 and 20. Seating space
will be avallable for approximately 25
persons In addition to those participat-
ing in the meeting. The public will be
admitted to the extent of seating avail-
able on a first come, first served basis.
Questions from the public will be per-
mitted during specific periods announced
by the Chairman.

Additional information concerning
this meeting may be obtained by con-
tacting Mr. Robert W. Schoning, Direc~
tor, Natlonal Marine Fisheries Service,
Washington, D.C. 20235. The telephone
number s 202-634-7283.

Issued: April 8, 1977,

Winrnen H. MEIBOHM,
Associate Director, National
Marine Fisheries Service,

{FR Doc.77-10851 FPlled 4-12-77:8:45 am)
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NEW ENGLAND FISHERY MANAGEMENT
COUNCIL

Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given of a meeting of
the New England Fishery Management
Council established by Section 302 of the
Pishery Conservation and Management
Act of 1976 (Pub, L. 94-265),

The New England Fishery Manage-
ment Council has authority, effective
March 1, 1977, over fisheries within the
fishery conservation zone adjncent to the
States of Maine, New Hampshire, Mas-
sachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecti-
cut. The Council will, among other
things, prepare and submit to the Sec-
retary of Commerce fishery management
plans with respect to fisheries within its
area of authaority, prepare comments on
applications for foreign fishing, and con-
duct public hearings.

This meeting of the Council will be
held on May 3 and 4, 1897, from 10:00
am, to 5:00 pm., and 9;00 a.m. to 4:00
p.n. respectively, at the Massachusetls
Maritime Academy, Buzzards Bay, Mas-
sachusetis,

Prorosen AGENDA

1. Review of Council Seallop Plan.

2. Review of Mid-Atlantic Council Sen
Clam Flan,

3. Council reviéw of Prellminary Manoge-
ment Plan for Herring

4. Other Business,

This meeting s open to the public and
there will be seating for approximately
80 public members available on a first-
come, first-served basis. Members of the
public having an interest in specific
items for discussion are also advised that
agenda changes are at times made prior
to the meeting. Interested members of
the public should contact on or about
10 days before the meeting to receive in-
formation on changes in the agenda,
if any:

Mr. Spencer Apcllonio, Executive Director,

Peabody Office Bullding, One Newbury

Street, Peabody, Massachusetts 01060,

At the discretion of the Council, inter-
ested members of the public may be per-
mitted to speak at times which will allow
the orderly conduct of Council business,
Interested members of the public who
wish to provide written comments should
do so by submitting them to Mr. Apol-
lonlo at the above address. To receive
due consideration and facilitate Inclu-
ston of comments in the record of the
meeting, typewritten statements should
be received within 10 days after the
close of the Council meeting,

Dated: April 8, 1977.

Winrren H. MEImonm,
Associate Director, National
Marine Fisheries Service.

|FR Doc.77-10852 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|

PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL
AND ITS SCIENTIFIC AND STATISTICAL
COMMITTEE

Meeting Location and Date Change
Notice is hereby given of a change in
Jocation and dates of the April 14-15,

NOTICES

1977, meeting of the Paclfic Fishery
Mamcemont Council and its Scientific

and Statistical Committee as published
in the Froxrar RuaisTten, Vol, 42, No. 58,
on March 25, 18%7.

The meeting of the Council originally
scheduled to be held at the Oregon De-
partment of Fish and Wildlife, Head-
quarters Conference Room, 1634 S.W.
Alder, Portland, Oregon, on April 14-15,
1971, is now scheduled to be held In the
Capri/Del Rio Room of the Cosmopolitan
Motor Hatel, 1030 N.E. Union, Portland,
Oregon 97232, on May 2-3, 1977,

The meeting of the Council’s Scientific
and Statistical Committee, originally
scheduled to be held on the Council’s
Headquarters, 526 S.W. Mill Street,
Portland, Oregon, on April 14-15 Is now
scheduled to be held in the Hall of Fame
Room at the Cosmopolitan Motor Hotel,
address given sbove, on May 2-3, 1877,
The May 2nd meetings of both the Coun-
cil and the sclentific and Statistical Com-
mittee will convene at 1:00 p.m. and ad-
journ at approximately 5:00 pm. The
May 3rd meetings will convene at 8:00
am. and adjomrn at approximately 5:00
p.m.

The agenda for both meetings will re-
main unchanged. These meetings are
open to the public, and public seating
will be avalilable on a first-come, first-
served basis. There will be approximately
200 seats for the public for the Council
meetings, and approximately 25 seats for
the public for the Scientific and Statisti-
cal Committee meetings,

Dated: April 7, 1077.

Winrren H, MEIBOHM,
Associate Director, National
Marine Fisheries Service.

IFR Doe.77-10748 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am |

Natlonal Technical Information Service
GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The inventions listed below are owned
by the U.S. Government and are avail-
able for domestic and possibly foreign
licensing in accordance with the licens-
ing policies of the agency-sponsors.

Copies of the patents cited are avail-
able from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, DC 20231,
for $.50 each. Requests for copies of pat-
ents must include the patent number,

Copies of the patent applications can
be purchased from the National Tech-
nical Information Service (NTIS),
Springfield, Virginia 22161 for $3.50
($7.00 outside North American Conti-
nent) . Requests for copies of patent ap-
plications must include the PAT-APPL
number. Claims are deléted from patent
application coples sold to the public fo
avold premature disclosure in the event
of an interference before the Patent and
Trademark Office. Claims and other
technical data will usually be made
available to serious prospective licensees
by the agency which filed the case,

Requests for licensing information on
a particular invention should be directed

to the address cited for the agency.
Sponsor,
Dougras J. Camriox,
FPalent Program Coordinator,
National Teclinical Informa-
tion Service.

US., DEFARTMERT GF AGMCULTURE, Rrssapcy
Agreements and Patent Manuiemeqt
Branch, General Services Division. Fed.
eral Bidg., Agricultural Research Seopvics
Hyattsville, Md. 20782,

Patent 36858452: Uniform Planar Siraln
Tester; filed Jan, 22, 1978, patented May 95
1976; not avallable NTIS.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, Asststant Chls
for Patenis, OMoe of Naval Resareh
Code 302, Arlington, Va. 22217,

Patent 3.8908,048: Light-Weight Rock
ployabie Gas Generator; filed Mar
patented Aug, 5, 1075; not avalla!

Patent 3,003,496: Opto-Acoustie Hyd
flled June 14, 1974; patented Sept. 2, |
not avallable NTIS,

Fatenf 390340%7: Opto-Acoustic
phone; filed June 14, 1974, paten:e
2, 1975; not nvallable NTIS.

Patient 3,940,732 Buoyant Electrode nod Sy
tem for High Speed Towing; filed Mar. 30,
1970; patented Feb. 24, 1876; not avail
NTIS.

Patent 3043482 Marine Mioe Detoctor: filed
Oct, 3, 1907: patented Mar, 0, 1976; not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.040.676: Load Actuated Elect:o-Ig-
nitton Circult Switch; filed June 10, 1074
patonted Apr. 13, 1870 not avallable NTIS

Patent 23053828: High Power-Wide Fros
quency Band Electroacoustic Transduc
filed Nov, 8, 1068; patented Apr. 27
oot avallable NTIS.

Putent 3958400: Self-Cocking Rochel
Launcher Detents filed Dec. 10, 1074 pat-
ented May 285, 1078; not avallable NTIS

Patent 3,960,171 Helmet Exhaust Valve: flasd
Jan, 27, 1975; patented June 1, 1076; not
avallnble NTIS.

Patent 3.901478: Metal Interlayer
Technique: filed Sept. 11, 1075;
June 8, 1976; not avallable NTIS

Patent 3.061.555: Safoty Mechanism for Ius
tervalometers and Distributors; filed Jan.
13, 1075; patented June 8, 1976; not avalis
able NTIS.

Patent 3.602,028: Adjustable Magnctic Grae
diometer; fled Apr, 14, 1075 patrnied
June 8, 1976; not avatiable NTIS.

Patent 3,968,445: Digital Pulse Wid! -
bler, filed Apr. 29, 1974, puatentoa July b
1976; not available NTIS,

Patent 3,968,723: Method for Reclaiming and
Recycling Flastic Bonded Energetic Mates
rinl; filed Mar. 3, 1075; patented Juiy 1L
1976; not avallable NTIS. 2

Patent 3,968,751 Arming Device. Filed S#pt o
1075, patented July 13, 1076; not avalabie
NTIS,

Patony 3,969,263 Method of Producing Light
Using Catalyst Qhemijuminescent System
flled Mar. 3, 19%5; patented July 13.
not avallable NTIS.

Patont 3,969,670; Electron Bean Ton
Signal Sampler; flled Apr. 17
patented July 13, 1976, not avallabic

Patent 3974985 Wide Angle Seckes
May 18, 1072, patented Aug. 17, 197
available NTIS.

Patent 3.074.900: Dual Ejector Store
tude Control System; filed July 2!, 'V
patented Aug. 17, 1876; not avallable N1i2

Patent 3877,008; Conformal Helmen!
tenna; flled Oct. 15, 1974; patented Al
1976; not available NTIS.

Patent 3,077,004: Alroraft VLF/LF/MF Wio-
dow Antenna Recelving System: filed June
16, 1975; patented Aug. 24, 1978; not avail-
able NTIS

Adnhesiye

patented

Do

1076

24,
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Putent 3,978420: Sogmented Flow Laser
Cavity; filed Oct, 2, 1975; patented Aug, 31,
1876: not avallable NTIS,

patent 3,976.8904: Enorgy Absorbing Tear-
wenbing; fled Feb. 5, 1073; patented Sopt.
not avallable NTIS,

1,082,144; Directional Low-Frequency

s Hydrophone; filed Aug. 23, 1074;

patented Sept, 21, 1076; not avallable NTIS,

WirsoNal ARNONAUTION AND SPace ADMINIS-
muaTion, Assistant General Counsel for
Patent Matters, NASA Code GP-2, Waah~
Ington, D.C. 20646.

Fatent application 733,825: Nozale Extraction
Process and Handlemeter for Measuring
Handle; filed Oct. 19, 1876,

Patent 3,083,005: Ton Beam Thruster Shield;
patented Oct. 5, 1876; not avallable NTIS.

svallable NTIS.
Patent 3,984072: Attitude Control Systemy;
patonted Oct, 5, 1076; not avallable NTIS,
Patent 3,064,730: Method and Apparatus for
Neutrallzing Potentials Induced on Space-
craft Surfaces: patented Oct, 5, 1976; not
avallable NTIS,

PR Doc.77-10766 Plied 4-12-77;8:46 am|

GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS

Availability for Licensing

The Inventions listed below are owned
by the US. Government and are avail-
able for domestic and possibly foreign
leensing in accordance with the licens-
iIng policies of the agency-sponsors.

Coples of the patents cited are avafl-
able from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C.
2231, “or $.50 each. Requests for coples
of patents must include the patent num-

»

Coples of the patent applications can
be purchased from the National Tech-
nical Information Service (NTIS),
Springfield, Virginia 22161 for $3.50
(§7.00 outside North American Conti-
n_cnb). Requests for copies of patent ap-
plleations must include the PAT-APPL-
number, Claims are deleted from patent
pplication copies sold to the public to
wvold premature disclosure in the event
of an Interference before the Patent and
Trademark Office. Claims and other
technical data will usually be made
avallable to serlous prospective licensees
by the ugency which filed the case.

Requests for licensing information on
f pertioular invention should be directed
o the address cited for the agency-

spansor.
Dovaras J. Camrion,
Patent Program Coordinator,
National Technical Informa-
tion Serpice.

US. Deranraesy o Acrtrcvrrone, Research
Agresments and  Patent Management
Branch, General Services Diyisjon, Fed-
eral Bldg, Agriculturnl Research Service,
Hyattsville, Md. 20782,

"m:m 3.948,733: Bimplified Proteln Hydrol-
TS Apparatus; filed Dec. 12, 1973:
Patented Apr. 8, 1978; not avallable NTIS.
;n- 9.040,515; In-Fleld Boll Weevil Trap:

ed July 23, 1075; patented Apr. 13, 1078;
ot avatlable NTIS.

NOTICES
Patent 3.954,868: Process for the Preparation
Quaternary Arylaminoalkyl Phos-

phonium Salts; filed Dec. 5, 1974; patented
May 4, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,.960,763: Agricultural! Fonms as Car-
riers for Activated Charcoal; filed July 17,
1974; patented June 1, 1976; not avallable
NTIS

Patent 3,676,320: Chicken Coop Lifting De-
vice; flled Aug, 14, 1975; patented Aug. 24,
1876; not avallable NTIS,

U.S. DerarTMERT o HearTi, EOUCATION, AND
Wrrrane, National Institutes of Hoalth,
Chlef, Patent Branch, Westwood Bldg.,
Bethesda, Md. 20014,

Patent application 708,008: Antenna with
Electro-Optical Modulator; filed July 23,
1976,

Patent application 727.528: Aortic Heart
Valve Catheter: filed Sept, 28, 1676,

Patent application 737864: Preparative
Countercurrent Chromatography with o
Slowly Rotating Helical Tube Array; filed
Sept. 29, 1976,

Patent application 731,002: Nolse Chrono-
Dosimeter System; filed Oct. 8, 1076,

NATIONAL AXRONAUTICNS AND SPacs ADMINIS-
maTiON, Assistant General Counsel for
Patent Matters, NASA Code GP-2, Wash~
Ington, D.C, 20546,

Patent  application 717.318:
Shingle; filed Aug, 24, 16876,
Patent application 726910: Reaction Cured
Glass and Glass Coatings, filed Oot, 29,

1976,

Patent spplication 732,630: Laser Extenso-
meter; filed Oct. 15, 1978,

Patent application 738,218: Rotary Leveling
Base Platform; filed Nov, 3, 1076,

Patent applieation 738.219; Two Wavalength
Double Pulse Tunable Dye Laser; flled
Nov. 3, 1076,

Patent npplication 740,155: Dovice for Meas~
uring the Contour of a Surface; Hled Nov.
8, 10786,

Patent 3,744.739: Multiple in-Line Docking
Capabliity for Rotating Space Stations;
patented July 10, 1973; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.982010: Hydrogen-Rich Gas Gen-
erator: patented Sept, 28, 1076; not avall-
able NTIS,

Patent 3.083,714: Cryostat System for Tem-
peratures on the Order of 2 Deg. K or Less;
patented Oct, 5, 1078; not avaliabls NTIS.

Patent 3083749: Annular Arc Accelerator
Shock Tube; patented Oct 5, 1976; not
avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.083,703: Thermistor Holder for Skin
Temporature Measurements;  patented
QOct. 5, 1978; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,083,033: Heat Exchanger; patented
Oct, 6, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.084.070: Wingtip Vortex Disaipator
for Alrcraft; patented Oct. 5, 1076; not
avallable NTTS.

Patent 3,084256: Photovoltale Cell Array;
patented Oct, 5, 1970; not avallable NTIS,

Patont 3,984,0634: Anti-Multipath Digital Sig-
ual Detector; patented Oct, §, 1970; not
avallablo NTIS.

Patent 3,084, 871: Optlcal Process for Produc-
ing Classification Maps from Multispec-
tral Data; patented Oct. 5, 1978; not avail.
able NTIS.

Patent 3,984.681: lon and Electron Detector
for Use In an ICR Spoctrometer; patented
Oct, 5, 1978; not available NTIS,

Fatent 3.064.685: Wind Measurement Sys-
tom: patented Oct. 5, 1978; not avallable
NT1S.

Patent 3,084.680: Focused Laser Doppler
Velocimeter; patented Oct. 5, 1976; not
Available NTIS.

Solar Cell

19367

Patent 3.684,700: The DC-to-DC Converters
Employing Staggered-Phase Power
Switches with Two-loop Control; patentsd
Oct, 5, 1876; not available NTIS,

Patent 3985454: Window Defoct Planay
Mapping Technique; patented Oct. 12,
1976; not avallable NTIS,

[FR Doc.7T7-10767 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am)

GOVERNMENT-OWNED [INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The Inventions lsted below are owned
by the U.S, Government and are avail-
able for domestic and possibly foreign
licensing in accordance with the lcens-
ing policles of the agency-sponsors.

Copies of the patents clted are avail-
able from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C,
20231, for $.50 each. Requests for copies
gé patents must include the patent num-

r.

Coples of the patent applications can
be purchased from the National Tech-
nical Information BService (NTIS),
Springfield, Virginia 22161 for $3.50
($7.00 outside North American Conti-
nent) . Requests for coples of patent ap-
plications must include the PAT-APPL-
number, Claims are deleted from patent
application coples sold to the public to
avoid premature disclosure in the event
of an interference before the Patent and
Trademark Office. Clalms and other
technieal data will usually be made
avallable to serious prospective licensees
by the agency which filed the case.

Requests for licensing information on
& particular invention should be directed
to the address cited for the agency-
sponsor,

Dovoras J. CAMPION,
Patent Program Coordinator,
National Technical Informa-
tion Service.

U.S. DeranrMENT OF Asnicurryne, Research
Agreements and Patsnt Management
Branch, General Services Division, Fed-
eral Bidg. Agricultural Research Serv-
ice, Hynttavilie, Md. 20782,

Patent 3,032300: 2-Thia-1.36-Trinaa-7-
Phosphasdamantane 22-Dioxide; filed
Apr, 30, 1975; patented Jan. 13, 1978; not
avaliable NTIS.

Patent 30380833: Machine to Pill Insect
Roaring Coella with Diet; filed Oot. 1, 1974,
patonted Feb. 24, 1076, not awvnllable
NT118,

Patent 3,.058,1656: Flameproofing Resina for
Organic Toxtiles from Adduct Polymers;
filed Aug, 32, 1974; patented Apr. 27, 1076;
not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3054400: Phosphorus, Nitrogen,
Bromine Containing Polymers and Procesa
for Produging Flame Retardant Textiles:
fled Aug. 22, 1074; patented May 4, 1076;
not available NTIS.

Patent 3.9060477: Crossdyed Cotton FPabrios;
filed Jan. 11, 1974; patented June 1, 1976;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,063,434: Carboxymethylated Cotton
Fabrio with Improved Conditioned and
Wet Wrinkle Rocovery by Reaction with
Propylene or Ethylene Carbonate; fled
July 23, 1975; patented June 15, 1076; not
avallable NTIS.
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Patent 3.072024: 1-(1H,1H-Perfluoroootyl) -
1,3-Trimethylenediphosphonic Tetrachlo-
ride; filed Nov. 10, 1975; patented Aug. 8,
1976; not available NTIS,

Patent 3,975,164: Process for Producing and
Utilizing Durable FPress Fabrics with
Strong Acid Grafts, filed June 9, 1975;
patented Aug. 17, 1076, not avalinble NTIS.

Patent 3076,604: Preparation of Ethyleni-
mine Prepolymer; filed Jan. 30, 1975;
patented Aug. 24, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

U.S. ENERcY RESEARCH AND DEVELOFMENT AD-
MINISTRATION, Assistant General Counsel
for Patents, Washington, D.C. 20545.

Patent 3,013,509: Coll Sprin Venting Ar-
rangement; filed Sept, 30, 1074; patented
Oct. 21, 1975; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 8,920,343: Key-and-Keyway Coupling
for Transmitting Torque; filed Nov. 13,
1974; patented Nov, 18, 1975; not available
NTIS.

US. DeranTMENT oF THE Navy, Assistant
Chief for Patents, Office of Naval Re-
search, Code 302, Arlington, Va. 22217.

Patent application 674,206: A Valve for In-
dependently Throttling s Plurality of Hy-
draulio Lines; filed Apr. 8, 1076,

Patent applioation 684,527: Pilm-Recording
Noise Dosimeter; filed May 10, 1976,

Patont spplication 690,605: Salvage Appara-
tus and Method; filed May 27, 1976.

Patent application 707,471: A Self-Contained,
Portable, Underwater Stud Welder; filed
July 21, 1976.

Patont application 707,583: Elliptical Fly-
wheel Apparatus; filed July 22, 1876,

Patent application 708236: A Novel Method
for the Production of Hydrogen-Carbon
Monoxide Mixtures; filed July 23, 1976.

Patent application 708,605: An Underwater
Connector; filed July 30, 1976,

Patent applicstion 711,822: A System for
Compensating Self-Focusing and Belt
Phase Modulation in Lasers; filed Aug. 8,
1076,

Patent application 712,128: Fabrication of
Abiator Liners in Combustors; filed Aug.
5, 1976,

Patent application 716,720 Preparation of
Ceramics; filed Aug. 23, 1976,

Patent application 720,176: 7-Amino Cou-
marin Dyes for Plashlamp-Pumped Dye
Lasers; filed Sept. 3, 1976, ’

Patont application 721,127:
Holograms; filed Sept. 7, 1876,

Patent application %721,648: Neutral Beam
Bustained Astron Reactor; fled Sept. 8,
1976.

Patent application 721,640: Heat by Laser
Irradistion in the Pyrolytic Production of
Acetylone; filed Sept. 8, 1976,

Patent spplication 724,063: Collective Ion
Acceleration in a Converging Waveguide;
filed Sept, 18, 1878,

Patent 3,022,572: Electroncoustical Trans-
ducer; filed Aug. 12, 1974, patented Nov.
25, 1975; not avallable NTIS.

Potent 3,034,288: Object Release Dovice; filed
Nov. 18, 19%4: patented Jan, 27, 1976; not
avallable %

Patent 3,934,482 Cable Traction Sheave; filed
Jan. 27, 1975, patented Jan. 27, 1996; not
avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.030.407: Transducer; filed Apr. 8,
$074; patented Feb. 17, 1976; not avallsble
NTIS.

[FR Doc.77-10768 Filed 4-12-77,8:45 am|
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GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The inventions listed below are owned
by the U.S. Government and are avail-

NOTICES

able for domestic and possibly foreign
licensing ir. accordance with the licens-
ing policies of the agency~sponsors.

Copies of the patents cited are avall-
able from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C.
20231, for $.50 each, Requests for copies
g: patents must include the patent num-

r.

Copies of the patent applications can
be purchased from the National Tech-
nical Information Service (NTIS),

Springfield, Virginia 22161 for $3.50 °

(8$7.00 outside North American Conti-
nent). Requests for copies of patent ap-
plications must include the PAT-APPL-
number, Claims are deleted from patent
application copies sold to the public to
avold premature disclosure in the event
of an interference before the Patent
and Trademark Office. Claims and other
technical data will usually be made
available to serious prospective licensees
by the agency which filed the case.
Requests for licensing information on
a particular invention should be directed
to the address cited for the agency-
SpOnsor.
DovucLas J. CAMPION,
Patent Program Coordinator,
National Technical Informa-
tion Service.

U.8, DerArTMENT Or Acurcurrune Research
Agroements and Patent Mgmt. Branch,
General Services Division, Federal Bldg.,
Agricultural Research Service, Hyatts-
ville, Md. 20782,

Patent 3,037,724:0rango-Phosphorus  Com-
pounds Containing Perfluoroalkyl Radicals
and Thelr Application to Cellulosic Tex-
tiles. Piled Mar. 24, 1975, patented Feb. 10,
1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,030,883: Machine to Pill Insect Rear-
ing Cells with Dict. Filed Oct. 1, 1074,
patented Feb, 24, 1978; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,041,764: Use of Acidic Hexane to
Process Ofl Seeds for Protein and Oil. Filed
May 10, 1974, patented Mar. 2, 1978; not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,047,613: Process for Reducing Agent
Migration During Treatment of Enitted
Cotton Fabric. Filed Aug. 7, 1074, patented
Mar, 30, 1076; not avallable NTIS,

Patont 9.948,000: Selected Ammonium Sul-
fonate Catalysts for an Improved Process
Utilizing Mild Curing Conditions in Dur-
able Press Finlshing of Cellulose-Contain-
ing Pabrics. Filed Feb. 27, 1075, patented
Apr. 8, 1876; not avallable NTIS,

Patont 8,040,108: Process for Producing PFire
Resistant Organic Textile Materials. Filed
June 1, 1073, patented Apr. 6, 1976 not
avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.053,166: Flame Resistant Organic
Textiles Through Treatment with Phenols
and Adduct Polymers. Filed Aug. 22, 1974,
patented Apr. 27, 1876; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,054,.968: Composition for attracting
the Cotton Boll Weevil. Filed Feb. 27, 1875,
patented May 4, 1976; not ayallable NTIS.

Patent 3.058,032: Flame-Resistant Textiles
Through Finishing Treatments with Vinyl
Monomer Systems. Filed Aug, 28, 1974,
patented May 25, 1976; not avaliable NTIS.

Patent 3,050,461 Hair Cream Rinse Formula-
tions Contalning Quaternary Ammonium
Salts, Filed May 28, 1974, patented May 25,
1076; not available NTIS.

Patent 3,961,110: Treatment of Organlc Tex-
tiles with Adduct Polymers and FPhenols.
Plled Aug. 22, 1974, patented June 1, 1976;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,063,111: Pull Flow Feeder, Plled Mar
12, 1975, patented June 15, 1076; not avall-
able NTIS.

Patent 3063433: Formation of Urethans
Crosslinks in' Cellulose Ethers Incorporat. .
ing Amine Groups by Use of Proplyene or
Ethyleno Carbonate. Filed July 23, 1975,
patented June 15, 1876; nhot avaliable
NT1S,

Patent 3.963,435: Polyester Grafts and Crogs-
links to Cotton by Reaction with Hetero.
oyclic Carbonate, Glycol, and Dibgsic Acld
Filed Sept. 8, 1975, patented June 15, 1678
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,963,670: Ultraviolet-Initlated Prop-
aration of N, N-Dibutyl-8(10)-Dibutyl.
phosphonooctadecanamide. Filed Sept. 20,
1974, patented June 15, 1978; not avallable
NTIS,

Patent 3.963,027: Detection of Hidden Insecits
Filed June 18, 1975, patented June 15, 1974;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3070424: Durable Press Treatmen:
by Addition of Sodium Dihydrogen Phos-
phate to Aluminum Sulfate Catalyst. Filed
Aug. 14, 1975, patentad July 20, 1976; not
avatlable NTIS.

Patent 3,072,861: Process for Producing an
Edible Cottonseed Proteln Concentrate
Filed Nov. 26, 1074, patented Aug. 3, 1676;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,075,152; Simultaneous Dyeing and
Crosslinking of Cellulosic Fabrics. Filed
Jan. 23, 1975, patented Aug. 17, 1676, not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,975,843: Solubllization of Protein
with Ethanol-Acetonitril-Water Eolyent
Systems. Plled June 27, 1075, patented
Aug. 17, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 8,075,370: Methylolated Reaction
Product of a Hydroxy Carbamate and »
Cellulose-Dyelng Dyestull Containing Vinyl
Sulfone Groups. Flled Sept, 17, 1074, pai«
ented Aug. 17, 1076; not avallable NTIS

Patent 3,976,818 Polyfluorinated Amine Oil-
Repellent, Stain-Release Fabrio Treatment
Plled July 18, 1072, patented Aug. 24, 1§76
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.093,782: Repollents for the Con-
fused Flour Beetle. Filod Aug, 14, 1976, pat~
ented Nov. 23, 1976; not avallable NTIS

U.S. ENEROY RESEARCIH AND DEVELOPMENT AD-
MINISTRATION, Assistant Goneral Counsel
for Patents, Washington, D.C. 20545

Patent Application 556,754: Explosive Device.
Flled Mar. 6, 1975,

‘Patont 3,018,481: Apparatus for Reducing

Shock and Overpressure. Filed Sep. 17, 1975,
patented Oct, 21, 1975; not available NTIS

Patent 3,014,732: System for Remote Con-
trol of Underground Device. Piled July 23,
1973, patented Oct, 21, 1975; not avallabie
NTIS.

Patent 2,927,850: Lifting Parachute. Filed
Dec. 81, 1074, patented Doc. 23, 1976; not
avallable NTIS,

U.S. DEFARTMENT OF HEALTI(, EDUCATION, AND
Werrare, National Institutes of Health
Chlef, Patent Branch, Westwood Bidg,
Bethesda, Md. 20014.

Patent Application 713,045: Capillary Flow
Method and Apparatus for Determination
of Cell Osmotic Pragility, Filed Aug. &
1076,

Patent Application 724,248: A Digital Di=
play Plug-In. Filed Sep. 17, 1976,

U.S, DerArTMENT OF THE NAvY, Asslstant
Chief for Patents, Office of Nuu}h‘f’(c’-
search, Code 302, Arlington, Va. 2217

Patent Application 675,671: Combustion f»}‘s-
tem Using Dilute Hydrogen Peroxide. Filed
Apr. 9, 1976,

Patent Application 702,541: Low Altitude
Optical Altimeter. Flled July 6, 1976
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pstent Application 702,641: Puel Injection
with Flameholding. Piled July 6, 1976,

patent Application 702,642: Fluidic Combus-
tion Coptrol of a Ramjet. Filed July 6,
s

patent Application 705,223: Compostte Dome.
Pled July 14, 1876,

patent Applloation 705,722: Infrared Imag-
ing Device. Filed July 15, 1976,

patent Application 705,733: Shock Buffer for

iguid Propellant Gun Projectile. Flled

5, 1970,

Patent Application 706.880: Explosive Clo-
pure Valve. Filsd July 16, 1076,

Pstent Application T08,253: Edge Delection
Analyzer. Plled July 23, 1076.

Patent Application TI2458: Photoparamp

ay Multiplexer, Plled Aug. 6, 1076,

ent Application 723 880: Liquid Propel-

Iant Gun. Filed Sep. 186, 1076.

1021,562: Self-Depressing Under-
witer Towable Spread. Filed Oct. 10, 1962,
patented Nov. 25, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,922,6830: Automatic Vehicle Posi-
tioulng Syatem. Filed Dec. 3, 1964, patented
Nov, 25, 1975; not avatlable NTIS.

Patent 3,922,631: Underwater Intrusion De-
tecting System. Piled June 20, 1960, pat-
ented Nov. 25, 1975; not avallable NTIS,

Fatent 5022,652: Automatic Vehicle Posi-
tioning System. Filed Dec. 14, 1965, pat-
enfed Nov, 35, 1075; not available NTIS.

Fatent 3,922,630: Insulated Conductor De-
tector, Filed July 20, 1667, patented
Noy. 25, 1075; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 30522034: Sonar System. Plled
Sep. 26, 1065, patented Nov. 25, 1075; not
avatiable NTIS,

Patent 2924060: Hellum Speech Decoder,
Filed Oct. 15, 1974, patented Dec. 2, 1075;
not avallahle NTIS.

Patent 3928,830;: Sonar System. Filed Sep. 5,
1668, patented Dec. 23, 1075; not avalladle
NTIS

Patent 5.933,007: Devies to Determine Effec-
tive Target Size for PFixed Angle Puzes.
Filed Jan. 4, 1968, patented Jeny, 20, 1976;
not avaliable NTIS.

Palent 3,935,308: Wound Covering and Meth-
od of Application. Filed Aug. 8, 1974, pat-
ented Jan. 37, 1976; not available NTIS,

IFR Doc 77-10769 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am])

GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The inventions listed below are pwned
by the US. Government and are avail-
able for domestic mnd possibly forelgn
licensing in accordance with the lcens-
ing policies of the agency-sponsors.

Coples of the patents cited are avail-
fble from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C.
20231, for $.50 each. Requests for coples
gi rp.nu;:;-; must include the patent num-

Coples of the patent applications can
. burchased from the National Tech-
hical Informatfon Service (NTIS),
Sp_rmrr‘.c-ld. Virginia 22161 for $3.50
($7.00 outslde North American Conti-
Ment). Requests for coples of patent
Bpplications must include the PAT-
APPLnumber. Clafms are deleted from
Patent applicatfon coples sold to the
public to void premature disclosure in
the event of an Interference before the
Patent angd Trademark Office. Claims
ind other technical data will usually be
’.“‘wc available to serfous prospective
‘Cenzees by the ageney which filed the

Case

NOTICES

Requests for licensing Information on
& particular invention should be directed
to the address cited for the agency-

SPOnsor.
Dovcras J. CaMpIon,
Patent Program Coordinator,
National Technical Informa-
tion Service.

US. DerarTveENT OF Acmcuisure, Research
Agreements and Patent Mgmt. Branch,
General Services Division, Federal Bldg.,
Agricultural Resoearch Service, Hyatis-
ville, Md. 20782,

Patent 3960502: Synthetic Hormones for
Insect Control. Piled July 2, 1875, pa-
tented June 1, 1076; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3970,688: Synthetio Hormones for
Insect Control, Plled July 2, 1675, patented
July 20, 1978, not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,075560: Phosphorus and Nitrogen
Containing Resins for Flameproofing Or-
ganic Textiles. Plled Aug. 22, 1974, pat-
ented Aug, 17, 1976; not avallable RTIS,

Patent 3.978230: Arthropod Maturation In-
hibitors, Filed Mar. 24, 1975, patented
Aug. 31, 1976; not available NTIS,

Patent 3.982,014: Arthropod Maturation In-
hibitors. Piled Mar. 24, 1975, patented
Sept. 21, 1678; not ayallable NTIS.

Patent 3.985,616: Immobilization of Enzymes
with a Starch-Graft Copolymer. Filed
Sept, 8, 1975, patented Oct. 12, 1978; not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.085921: Treatment of Wood with
Butylens Oxide. Piled June 18, 1075, pa-
tented Oct. 12, 1078; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3988250: Rotary Bark Hack, Plled
Apr. 27, 1970, patented Oct, 19, 1976; not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.9687,058: Preparation and Uses of
Stable, Bound Stationary Phases. Flled
Fob. 27, 1675, patented Oct. 19, 1076: not
avallable NTIS.

U.S. ENxnoy RESEANCH AND DIVELOPMENT AD-
MININTRATION, Asslstant General Counsel
for Patents, Washington, D.C, 20545,

Patent application 0586,460: High Voltage
Pulse Generator, Filed June 12, 1975.

Patant application 589,804: Polymer Delinen-
tion System. Filed June 24, 1975.

Patent 3.915,6056; Method for a Treating Re-
active Metals In a Vacuum Furnace. Filed
Jan. 8, 1974, patented Oct. 28, 1975; not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,024,675: Energy Absorber for So-
dium-Heated Heat Exchanger. Filed May 3,
1073, patented Dec. 9, 1975; not available
NTIS,

Patent 3.928,027: Nonswelling Alloy. Filed
Aug. 20, 1974, patented Dec. 23, 1975; not
availables NTIS.

Patont 3,634,230 Adjustable Electronie Load-
Alarm Relny. Filed Sept, 27, 1974, patented
Jan. 20, 1976, not avallable NTIS,

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
Werrane, National Institutes of Health,
Chief, Patent Branch, Westwood Bldg.,
Bethesda, Md. 20014,

Patent application 703378: X-Ray Appa-

ratus, Filed July 6, 1976,

Patent application 712,767: Electrochemical
Growth of Crystals from Eleciroiyte Solu-
tions. Filed Aug. 9, 1976.

Patent application 7TI2.854: The Bynthesis,
Structure, and Antitumor Activity of 56-
Dihydro-§-Azacytidine. Filed Aug. 8, 1976,

Patent application 714,685: Double-Wheel
Automotive Hand Contro] System. Piled
Aug. 16, 1976,

Patent application 719,680: 1.2-Diaminocy-
clohexane Platinum (II). Complexes Hav-
ing Antincoplastic Activity, Piled Sept. 2,
1976,

19369

Patent application 732,207: Anodynin, an En-
dogenous Opiate Analgesic from Human
Blood, and Process for Recovering Same,
Piled Sept. 10, 1078,

Patent application 724,018: Method of Con-
verting Certain Allylic Ethers to Dienol
Ethers. Filed Sept. 10, 1078,

Patent 3,983,118: Production of N5-Methyl-
tetrahydrohomofolic Acid and Related Re-
duced Derivatives of Homofolic Acid. Flled
Aug. 16, 1074, patented Sept. 28, 1067; not
avallable NTIS,

U.B. DEPARTMENT OoF THE INTERIOR, Branch of
Patents, 18th and C Streets NW,, Wush-
fngton, D.C. 20240,

Patont 3977312: Parachute Stopping for
Mine Ventflation Use. Piled Oct. 81, 1075,
patentod Aug. 31, 1076; not avallable NTIS.

US. Derantmexy or vom NAvY, Assistant
Chief for Patents, Office of Naval Re-
search, Code 302, Arlington, Va. 22217,

Patent 3.982,178: Method of Determining
Adequacy of Substrate Memory Wire dur-
ing the Plating Procss. Filed Jan. 29, 1975,
patented Sept. 21, 1976; not available NTIS,

[FR Doc.77-10770 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]
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GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The inventions listed below are owned
by the U.S. Government and are avall-
able for domestic and possibly foreign
licensing in accordance with the licens-
ing policies of the agency-sponsors.

Coples of the patents cited are avall-
able from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C.
20231, for £.50 each. Requests for coples
of patents must include the patent
number,

Coples of the patent applications can
be purchased from the National Tech-
nical Information Service (NTIS),
Springfield, Virginia 22161 for $3.50
($7.00 outside North American Conti-
nent). Requests for copies of patent
applications must Include the PAT-
APPL number. Claims are deleted from
patent application copies sold to the
public to avoid premature disclosure in
the event of an interference before the
Patent and Trademark Office, Claims
and other technical data will usually be
made avallable to serious prospective
licensees by the agency which filed the
case.

Requests for licensing information on
a particular Invention should be directed
to the address cited for the agenty-
sponsor,

Dovaras J, Camrion,
Patent Program Coordinator,
National Technical Injorma-
tion Service.

US DEPARTMENT oF TME Anumy, Office of
Judge Advocate General, Patent Divison,
Roam 2C-450, Pentagon, Washington,
D.C. 20310,

Puatent 3042.132: Combined Eloctron Baam
Semiconductor Modulator and Junction
Laser, Filed Sopt. 6, 1974, patented March
2, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,044.720: Stabllized Terrain Optical
Position Sensor. Plled March 25, 1075,
patented March 16, 1876; not avallable
NTIS.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 71.—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




19370

Patent 3,048,600: Hydrogen Gas Generators
for Use in Chemical Lasers. Filed Nov, 8,
1074, patented April 6, 1976; not avallable
NTIS, A

Patent 8.048,700: Method for Producing High
Temperature Hydrogen. Flied Nov, B, 1074,
patented April 6, 1876; not available NTIS.

Patugt 3,050862: Solar Cell Detector Array
for Engagement Simulation. Piled Oct. 3,
1074, patentad Apr, 20, 1876; not avallable
NTIS,

Patent 3,952,583: Apparatus and Method for
the Remote Detection of Vibrations of
Diffuse Surfaces. Filed Jan. 2, 1875,
patented Apr. 27, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent §.0584567: Electronleally Operated
Tippling-Bucket Raln Gauge. Filed Bept.
20, 1975, patented May 25, 1076; not avall-
able NTIS.

Patont 3,050,650: Intense Energetic Electron
Beam Assisted Fusion Neutron Gonerator.
Plled Apr, 4, 1976, patented May 25, 1076;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,965,081 Isotactle and Syndiotactic
Polyvinyl Nitrates and Processes for Their
Formation. Filed Jan. 21, 1974, patented
June 22, 1976; not available NTIS,

Patent 3.065,740: Sampling and Dilution
Method. Flled Mar. 19, 1975, patented June
20, 1076; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,967,121: Low Level Infrared Camera
(LLIR Onmera). Piled Sept. 10, 1975,
patented June 20, 1076; not available NTIS.

Patent 39728084: Copolymers of Methyl
Alpha-N-Alkylacrylate and Methyl Meth-
acrylate, Piled Feb. 19, 1075, patented
Aug. 2, 1876; not avallable NTI1S,

U.S, DEraARTMENT OF THE A Foxce, AF/JACP,
Washington, D.C. 20314,

Patent applieation 708,317: Passive Infrared
Resolution Target, Filed July 19, 1976,

Patent application 707,139: Ejector Rack for
Nuctear Stores. Plled July 20, 1978,

Patent applleation 710,088: Perfluoroalkyiene
Ether Bibenzoxazole Polymers, Filed July
80, 1070,

Patent application 710,089: Perfluoroalkylene
Ether-Imidate and -Thiolmidate Esters.
Filed July 30, 1976,

U.S, ENERCY RESEARCH AKD DEVELOPMENT

ADMINISTRATION, Asszistant Goneral
Counsel for Patents, Washington, D.C.
20646,

Patent 3,911,280;: Method of Measuring a
Profile of the Density of Charged Particles
in o Particle Beam. Filed Apr. 11, 1974, pat~
ented Oct. 7, 1975; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,912.625: Method for Removing and
Decolorizing Aqueous Waste Efffluents Con-
taining Dissolved or Disperzed Organic
Mutter. Flled Nov. 5, 1973, patented Oct, 14,
1075; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,014,054: Zeeman Effect Absorption
Spectrometer. Filed Feb. 13, 1874, putented
Oct. 21, 1975; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.914,373: Method for Separating Iso-
topes. Filed Jan, 20, 1073, patented Oct. 21,
1875; not available NTIS,

Patent §.014.388: Volatilization of Todine
from Nitrio Acld Using Peroxide. Filed
Sept. 11, 1973, patented Oct, 21, 1975; not
avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,016,200: Window for Radiation De-
teotors and the Like, Filed Sept. 4, 1074,
patented Oct. 28, 1075; not available RTIS,

Patent 3918812;: Diagnoses of Disense States
by  Pluorescent Measurements Utilizing
Scanning Laser Beams. Filed May 7, 1973,
patented Nov. 11, 1075; not available NTIS,

Patent 3.018818: Method for detection of
Trichinellne, Filed Mar, 29, 1074, patented
Nov. 11, 1875; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.910273: Nonaqueous Actinide Hy-
dride Dissolution and Production of Acti-
nide Beta-Diketonates. Piled Aug. 23, 1074,
patented Nov. 11, 1075; not avallable NTIS,
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Patent 3,910,274: Nonaqueous Mothod for
Dissolving Lanthanide and Actinide Mot~
ala, Filed Aug. 23, 1074, patented Nov, 11,
1976; not avatlable NTIS.

Patent 3,920,677: Iodine Retention During
Evaporative Volume Reduction. Filed
July 16, 1074, patented Nov. 18, 1075; not
available NTIS,

Patent 3,922811: Fluorodinitroethy! Diftu-
oroformal and Process of Manufacture.
Filed May 10, 1072, patented Nov. 25, 1975;
not available NTIS,

Patent 3,022872: Iron Titanlum Manganese
Alloy Hydrogen Storage. Filed Feb, 4, 1875,
patented Dec, 2, 1075; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3923,619: O18 Enrichment Process
in UO2F2 Utllizing Laser Light. Piled
Sept. 16, 1974, patented Dec. 2, 1975; not
available NTIS,

Patent 3,02§050: Method for Preparing Ac-
tinide Nifrides. Piled Nov. 28, 1973, pat-
ented Dec. 2, 1975; not avaliable NTIS,

Patent 3,024,180; Potential Sensing Cell An-
nlyzer. Filed Oct, 12, 10873, patented Dec. 2,
1075; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,025,086: Stage Design. Piled Mar. 23,
1051, patented Dec. 9, 1075; not avallable
NTIS.

Patent 3.925039: System for Treating Fuel
Gas. Filed Nov. 18, 1074, patented Dec. 9,
1975; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 2.9256074: X-Roy Image Intensifier
PHosphor. Piled Jan. 30, 1973, patented
Dec. 9, 1975; not avallablo NTIS.

Patent 3,026,560: System for Detecting Gas-
eous Contaminants in Alr. Flled Oct. 30,
1073, patented Dec. 16, 1975; not avallable
NTIS,

Patent 3.920053: Process for Producing 1.5-
Diacetyl-3.7-Dinitra-1, 8, 5, 7-Tetraazacy-
clooctane. Filed Dec, 5, 1974, patented
Dec. 16, 1075; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,9029,585: Production of Charcoal
from Sawdust in a Fluidized Bed. Plled
Aug. 16, 1972, patented Dec. 30, 1975; not
avallable NTIS. =

Patent 3,020,601 : Synthes!s of Pentafiuorides.
Filed Mar. 26, 1074, patented Dec, 80, 1976,
Not available NTIS,

Patent 3,020,970 Process for Generating Hy-
drogen. Filed Sept. 10, 1074, patented
Dec. 30, 1075: not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,020080: Method of Producing Hy-
drogen., Filed Dec. 28, 1974, patented
Dec. 30, 1976; not available NTIS.

Patent 3032300: System for Disposing ¢
Radioactive Water. Filed Sept. 10, 1973;
patented Jan, 13, 10786,

Patent 3,936,633: Method of Determining
Lanthanides in a Transition Element Hoat,
Filed Jen, 16, 1075; patented Feb, 3, 1076,

Patent 3.939.040; Process for Radiation Graft-
ing Hydrogels onto Organle Polymerlo
Substrates. Filod Apr. 10, 1074; patented
Feb, 17, 1976.

Patent 3.943,002: Cryolite Process for the
Solidification of Radipactive Wastes, Filed
May 13, 1074; patented Mar, 9, 1076,

Patent 3.943.204: Method for Improving the
Extraction Properties of a Tributyl Phos-
phate Solution. Filed Feb. 5, 1074 pat-
ented Mar, 9, 1076,

Patont 3,.044.638: Process for Preparing Metal-
Carbide-Contalning Microspheres from
Metal-Loadod Resin Beads. Piled June 18,
1074; patented Mar, 16, 1676, ’

Patent 2,046,932: Brazing Graphite to Graph-
ite. Flied Apr. 25, 1988; patented Mar, 30,
1970,

Patent 3.047,335: Isotope Separation by Se-
lective Photodissoclation of Glyoxal., Filed
Mar. 4, 19075; patentod Mar. 30, 1976.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE NAvY, Assistant Chief
for Patents, Office of Naval Research,
Code 302, Arlington, Va. 22217,

Patent application 707,079: N.N‘-Bis(3 4-Di-
cyanophenyl) Alkanediamide, Polyphthalo.
cyanines, and Preparation Thereof. Filed
July 23, 1976,

Patont application 708,152: N.N'-Bis(3.4-Di-
cyanophenyl) Alkanediamide, Polyphthalo.
cyanines, and Preparation Thereof. Filed
July 23, 1976,

Patent application 708,688: OCatoptric Lems
Arrangement. Filed July 26, 1076,

Patent application 709,477: Solid State Blue.
Green Laser with High Efficlency Laser
Pump. Filed July 28, 1676.

Patent application 710965: Dun! Model
Guidance System, Filed Aug. 2, 1076

Patent application T13454: A Device For Se.
cant Correction of Azimuth Data in Track.
ing Radars, Filed Aug, 11, 1076,

Patent application 715,740: Apparatus lor
Measuring Holographic Lens Aberration
Parameters, Fllod Aug. 10, 1976,

Patent application 767,740: An Ol and Sor«
bent Mixture Contalnment Boom, Filed
July 22, 1976,

Patont 3,942,127: Aspherio Cassograin Laser
Power Amplifier System. Filed Apr. 11, 1975,
patented Mar, 2, 1976; not avallable NTIS

Poatent 3,048,042: System for Controlling the
Nozzle Throat Area of a Rocket Motor.
Filed Dec. 23, 1988; patented Apr. 6, 1076;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3048,182: Semi-Active Electro- Optis
cal Bomblet Fuze. Filed Oct, 3, 68, patonted
Apr. 6, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,856,991 : Optical, Semi-Active Bomb-
let Puze. Flled Oct. 3, 1068, patented May
18, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,957,3560: Device for Diasplaying a
Laser Beam. Filed Aug. 268, 1974, patented
May 18, 1076; not avallable NT1S.

Patent 3.064.416: Boller Reactor. Filed July
10, 1985, patented June 22, 1976; not
available NTIS.

Patent 3.068400: Filash Tube Modulator
Piled March 30, 1565, patented July 6, 1976,
not avaliable NTIS.

Patent 3,060,687: Dovico for Determining the
State of Charge in Batteries. Filed Dec. 20,
1974, patented July 13, 1878; not avaliable
NTIS

Patent 3,974,323: Metal Article Having Pro-
tective Thin Plim Costing and Method of
Applying. Filed Nov. 19, 1073, patented
Aug. 10, 1976; not available NTIS.

Patent 3.978,724: Fluldic Angle-of-Atltack
Sensor. Plled Dec. 4, 1075, patented Sept. 7
1076; not available NTIS.

Patent 3,970,253: Method for Dispersing
Glass Fibers for the Preparation of Giss
Pilter Medin, Filed Feb. 5, 1976, patented
Sept, 7, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.079,561: Level-Code Encoded Multl-
ploxer. Piled May 6, 1076, patented Sept. 7,
1976; not avaliable NTIS.

Patent 9,082,235: Sinusoidal Film Plated
Memoary Wire, Filed Aug. 28, 1074, patented
Sept. 21, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

NATIONAL AFRONAUTICS AND SPACE ADNINIS-
TRATION, Assistant General Counsel
Patent Matters, NASA Code GP-2, Washi-
ington, D.C. 20546,

Patent application 696,002: Ultra Stable Fre-
quency Distribution System. Filed june 21,
1976.

Patent application 718.244;
Transport, Filed Aug. 27, 1976.

Patent application 725,828: Turbulence In-
tensity Indicator. Filed Sept. 23, 1976, i

Patent 3077,231: Static Coofficlent Test
Method and Apparatus. Patented Aug. 3%
1976; not avaliablo NTIS.

Patent 3,977,771: Optical NoisesSuppression
Device and Method. Patented Aug. 31, 1975
not available NTIS, ;

Patent 3077,787: High Resojution Fouriet
Interferometer - Spectrophotopolarimeter.
Patented Aug. 31, 1976; not avallable NTIB.

supermn‘.c
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patent 3,078,287: Real Time Analysis of
volced Sounds, Patented Aug. 31, 1976;
pot available NTIS.

[FR Doc.77-10771 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|]

GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The inventions listed below are owned
by the U.S. Government and are avail-
able for domestic and possibly foreign li-
censing in accordance with the licensing
policles of the agency-sponsors.

Copies of the patents cited are avail-
able from the Commissioner of Patents
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C.
20231, for $.50 each. Requests for copies
of patents must include the patent
number.

Copies of the patent applications can
be purchased from the National Techni-
cal Information Service (NTIS), Spring-
field, Virginia 22161 for $3.50 ($7.00 out-
side North American Continent), Re-
quests for coples of patent applications
must include the PAT-APPLnumber,
Claims are deleted from patent applica-
tion copies sold to the public to avoid
premature disclosure in the event of an
interference before the Patent and
Trademark Office., Claims and other
technical data will usually be made
available to serlous prospective licensees
by the agency which filed the case.

Requests for leensing information on
A particular invention should be di-
rected to the address cited for the
Agency-sponsor,

Dovcras J. CAMPION,
Palent Program Coordinator,
National Technical Informa-
tion Service.

US. DeranTMENT OF THE AmMy, Office of
Judge Advocate General, Patent Division,
Room 20455, Pentagon, Washington,
D.C. 20810,

Fatent 3,941,900 Automatic Focus Pulse
Gated System. Piled Apr. 1, 1975, patented
Mar. 2, 1076; not svailable NTIS.

Fatent 3,044.050: Quasi-Optical Integrated
Circuits, Filed Sopt. 30, 1974, patented Mar,
10, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,940 246: Plezoelectrio Bimorph Con-
trolled Variable Capacitor. Filed Deec, 23,
1974, patented Apr. 6, 1876; not avallable
NTIS

Patent 3.952,378: Mechanical Closure Deyice.
Plled Feb. 4, 1075, putented Apr. 27, 1976;
not avallable NTIS.

mz_cm #.962,576: Laminur Jot Fluid Property
Sensor. Filed Apr. 10, 1975, patented Apr,
7, 197¢; not avallable NTIS:

Palont 3953,120: Testing and Inspecting
Lens by Holographic Means. Filed Jan. 9,
'1\_'..';:': putented Apr. 27, 1076; not avaliable

Patont 3,053 850" Radar Test Facllity Com-
munication System. Filed Oct. 8, 1074,
patented Apr. 27, 1676; not avallable NTIS,

Fatent 3058,121: Infrared Storage
Plate, Piled Sept. 10, 1075, patonted Mny
18, 1976; not avatlable NTIS.

Patent 3,068,602 Flueric Laminar Digital
Amplifier., Piled Mar, 12, 1075, patented
May 25, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.960,022: Null Adjustable Vortex
Rate Sensor, Filed May 9, 1973, patented

. June 1, 1976; not avallable NTIS.

”{M 3,062,601; Voltage Doubler Oirouit.
Filed Deo, 23, 1074, patented June 8, 1976;
Lot avaflable NTIS.

NOTICES

Patent 3,062,657: Broadband Data Modula-
tion System. Filed Oct, 23, 1974, patented
June 8, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,907,218: Edge-Guided Wave Direc-
tional Combiner. Filed Sept. 26, 1075, pat-
ented June 29, 1876; not avallable NTIS,

U.S, DEFARTMENT oF 718 Atr Forcr AF/JACP,
Wasmnaron, D.C. 20314,

Patent Application 706,520: Supersonic Flow
Diffuser with Energy Redistribution. Filed
July 10, 1876,

Patent Application 706,321: Method and Ap-
paratus for Effecting Multiple Spectral
Wavelength Imaging with Infrared Tele-
vision. Plled July 18, 1076,

Patent Application 706414: Error Corrected
Error Amplifier. Filed July 19, 1676,

Patent Application 707,574: Radistion Hard-
ened MNOS Memory Transistor and Method
of Manufacture, Piled July 22, 1876.

Patent 3,970,007: Salvage Switch. Flled Jan,
20, 1971, patented July 20, 1876; not avail-
able NTIS.

Patent 3975210: Metal-Gas Battery with
Axial Reactant Gas Storage Cavity. Filed
Mar, 27, W75, patented Aug, 17, 1976, not
avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.075410: Preparation of Yttrium and
Lanthanide Hexafluoroisopropoxide Diam-
moniates. Filed Sep. 6, 1973, patented Aug,
17, 1976; not available NTIS,

Patent 3,0765444: Ethynyl-Substitfuted Aro-
matic Ortho Diamines and Method of Syn-
thesis, Plled May 18, 1075, patented Aug.
17, 1876; not available NTIS,

Patent 3,075,748: Multispectral Laser Camera
Device. Filed May 22, 1070, patented Aug.
17, 1076; not available NTIS. 3

Patent 3975055: Edgetone Suppression De-
vice for Wind Tunnel Walls, Piled June 27,
1975, patented Aug. 24, 1976; not avail-
able NTIS.

Patent 3975981: Separation Spring Actun-
tor, PFiled May 12, 1975, putented Aug. 24,
1976; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,076,268 Tethered Balloon Moor-
Ing Means, Filed Apr. 8, 1975, patented Aug.
24, 1976; not available NTIS,

Patent 3976,304: Interstage Bieed Assembly,
Filed July 18, 1975, patented Aug. 24, 1978;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3.976,521: Method of Coating Boron
Particles with Ammonium Perchlorate.
Flled Nov. 20, 1974, patented Aug. 24, 1978;
not avallable NTIS.

ExEncY RESEARCH AND DEyELOPMENT ADMIN-
ISTRATION, Assistant General Counsel for
Patents, Washington, D.C. 20645,

Patent Application 561,501: Fabrication of
Nb3(Al, Ge) Superconductors by Plaamn
Arc Bpraying. Flled Mar, 24, 1075,

Patent Application 563,274: Method and Ap-
paratus for Producing Synthetic PFueis
from Solld Wasto, Plled Mar. 28, 1975,

Patent 3910714: Liquid Metal Pump for
Nuclear Reactors, Flled Dec. 11, 1674, pat-
onted Oct, 7, 1975; not available NTIS,

Patent 3.912,682: Hydraulic Balancing of a
Control Component within a Nuclear Re-
actor, Filed Aug. 16, 1974, patented Oct. 14,
1975; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,912,684 LMFBR with Booster Pump
n Pumping Loop. Plled Jan. 9, 1974, pat-
ented Oct. 14, 1975; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,012908: Electric Cartridge-Type
Heater for Producing a Given Non-Uniform
Axial Power Distribution, Filed Nov. 12,
1074, patented Oct, 14, 1975; not avallable
NTIS,

Patent 3014371 Method for Preparing
Boron-Carbide Articles, Piled Dec, 27, 1078,
patented Oct, 21, 1975; not avulvablo NTIS.

Patent 39014,612: Neutron Source. Plled
Aug. 26, 1974, patented Oct. 21, 1975, not
avallable NTIS,
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Patent 3,015400: Acld Pre-Treatment Method
for In situ Ore Leaching, Flled July 23,
1974, patented Oct, 28, 1075; not nvallable
NTIS,

Patent 3.917,500: Thermionic Nuclesr Reac-
tor with Internal Heat Distribution and
Multiple Duct Cooling, Fled Apr. 16, 1074,
patented Nov, 4, 1975; not available NTIS.

Patent 3919,406: Thermochemical Produc-
tion of Hydrogen, Piled July 10, 1974, pat-
ented Nov. 11, 1875: not avallable NTIS,

Patont 3,919.580: Relativistic Electron Beam
Generator. Plled Sept. 11, 1974, patented
Nov. 11, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,923,4906: Nickel Powder and a Proc-
e for Producing It, Plled Apr. 26, 1045,
patented Dec. 2, 18756; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,023612: Electroplating a Gold~
Platinum Alloy and Electrolyte Therefor.
Filed Feb. 25, 1074, patented Dec. 2, 1975;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,024,108: Background Compensation
for & Radiation Level Monitor. PFiled
Oct, 31, 1974, patented Dec. 2, 1875: not
avallabls NTIS,

Patent 3,025,636: Method of Recovering Ura-
nium Hexafluoride. Filed June 10, 1947,
patented Dec. 8, 10756; not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,026344: Volumetric Dispenser for
Small Particles from Plural S8ources. Filed
June 20, 1974, patented Dec. 16, 1075, not
avallable NTIS.

Patent §,927,102: Chemlcal Cycle for Thermo-
chemical Production of Hydrogen from
Water, Filed Jan. 29, 1975, patented Dec. 186,
1075, not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3.0273206: Tissue Irradiator. Filed
July 10, 1974, patented Dec, 16, 1875; not
avaliable NTIS,

Patent 3,028,126: Fuel or Irradiation Subas-
sembly, Filed July 9, 1074, patented Dec. 23,
1995; not avallable NTIS.

Patent 8,028,649: Thoermochemical Produce
tion of Hydrogen, Flled June 20, 1074,
patented Deo, 23, 1075; not available NTIS.

Patent 3,928,700: Method of Producing Thin
Cellulose Nitrate Film. Piled May 30, 1974,
patented Dec. 23, 1075; not available NTIS,

U.S, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, BOUCATION, AND
Wrerrane, National Institutes of Health,
Chief, Patent Branch, Westwood Bldg.,
Bethesda, Md. 20014.

Fatent Application 704,087; Dialyals Rogen-
eration System Using Automatic Feedback
Control System and Controlled Ultrafiltra-
tion. Filed July 13, 1976,

Patent 3876,072: Blink-Operated Extracor-
poreal Tear Duct, Piled Sept. 3, 1075, pat-
ented Aug. 24, 1978 not avallable NTIS.

US, DEranTMENT oF THE NAVY, Assistant
Chief for Patents, Office of Naval Re-
search, Code 302, Arlington, Va, 22217,

Patent Application 073.404: Event Stacker
and Dispiay Devise. Flled Apr, 6, 1076,

Patent Application 682-010: Serial to Paralle}
Converter, Filed May 3, 1976.

Patent Applieation 604,623: Dual Resonance
Bender Transducer, Flled June 10, 1076
Patent Application 669,007: Constant Al-
titude Auto Pilot Circult. Plled June 21,

1976,

Patent Application 702,704: Camera. FPlled
July 6, 1078,

Patent Application 705,643: Ship Propulsion
for Burst Speed. Flled July 15, 1076.

Patent Application 706,410: Drive Control
to Prevent Simultaneous Conduction in
Push-Pull Switching Amplifieras, Filed
July 19, 1976,

Patent Application 708,779: High Speed
Manchester Encoder. Piled July 20, 1976.

Patent Application 711,173; A High Power
Microstirip Element. Filed Aug, 3, 1876,

Patent Application 713,485: A Negative Feed-
back Amplifier and Level Shifter. Filed
Aug, 11, 1976,
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Patent Application 715,083 Broadband
Micrownve Two-Stage Stagper Tuned
Field Effect Transistor Amplifier, Filed
Aug. 17, 1976,

Patent Application 716,870: Coaxial Wet Cou-~
nector. Filed Aug. 23, 1076.

Patent 3.540,501: Polyfluoroepoxides and
Epoxy Resins Containing Pluorine on thoe
Aromatic Carbon Structure and Process.
Flled July 30, 1068, patented Dec. 22,
1970; not avstiable NTIS.

Patent 3.808,6062: Radar Target Simulator
Using No Electrical Connection to Radar.
Piled Aug, 18, 1068, patented Aug. 5, 1975;
not available NTIS.

Patent 3,036,054: Electronic Bearing Selector
for Omni-Directional BSignals, Piied May
27, 1064, patented Feb. 10, 1876; not avall-
able NTIS,

Patont 3,936,068: Sonar Reverberation Sim-
ulstion. Filed June 18, 1968, patented Fob.
10, 1876: not avallable NTIS.

Patent 3,064,185: Mothod of Planar Mount-
ing of Sillcon Solar Cells. Filed June 8,
1973, patented June 22, 1976; not avallable
NTIS

Patent 3,065843: Modular System for Per-
forming the Discrete Fourler Transform
via the Chirp-Z Transform. Plled Mar. 3,
1075, patented June 22, 1976; not avallable

NTIS.

Patent 3,065,720: Load Crack Testing Device.
Plled Oct, 1, 1975, patented June 29, 1076;
not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,067.633: Gas Vent System for Oper-
ation in Any Arbitrary Spatial Orienta-
tion. Flled May 232, 1075, patented July
6, 1976; not avallable NTIS

Patent 3,068,401: Radar Rangemeter. Filed
Nov. 25, 1974, patented Uuly 6, 1976; not
anvallable NTIS,

Patent 3,971,110: Method for Fabricating an
Electron-Emission Cathode. Plled Sept. 11,
1975, patented July 27, 1976; not available
NTIS.

Patent 3971927: Modular Discrete Cosine
Transform System. Plled Nov. 8, 1975,
patented July 27, 1976: not avallable NTIS,

Patent 3972,564: Ring Type Recovery Tool.
Filed Jan, 12, 1076, patented Aug. 3, 1076;
not available NTIS,

Patent 3,972.666: Tong Type Recovery Tool.
Plled Jan. 2, 1076, patented Aug. 3, 1076;
not avaliable NTIS.

Patent 3,972,730: Pyrotechnieally Activated
Lithtum-Chlorine Cell. Filod June 25, 1975,
patented Aug. 8, 1976: no® avallable NTIS,

Patent 3,072814: Fluldlc Oll-Water Separa-
tor. Filed Peb. 12, 1675, patented Aug.
3, 1076; not available NTIS,

Patent 3,973,501: Fuxe with Dual Safe Poel-
tions and Armed-Safe Indicator. Piled
Sept. 17, 1074, patented Aug. 10, 1976; not
available NTIS,

Patent 3,878,487: Coupled Fed Electric Micro-
strip Dipole Antenna. Filed Apr. 24, 1975,
patonted Aug. 31, 1976; not available NTIS.

Patent 3.970.746: High-Spoeed Manchester
Code Demodulator. Flled Apr. 28, 1075,
patented Sept. 7, 1070; not avallable NTIS.

Texxessee Vaurey Avrmonrry, Division of
Law, Muscle Shoals, Ala, 356660,

Patent 3.080.483: Removal of Carbonaceous
Matter from Ammonium Polyphosphate
Liquids. Piled June 5, 1075, patented July
13, 1976; not avallable NTIS,

[FR Doc.77-10772 Plled 4-123-77;8:45 am]

TECHNICAL INFORMATION PRODUCTS
AND SERVICES

Spain

The National Technical Information
Service of the U.S. Department of Com-
merce requests that parties interested in

NOTICES

managing the sales of its technical In-
formation products and services in Spain
make their interest known to the NTIS
Assistant Director, Market Development,
NTIS 5285 Port Royal Road, Springfield,
Virginia 22161.

Approval: April 8, 1977.

DEeax SMITH,
Assistant Director,
Market Development,

[FR D00.77-10773 Pild 4-12-77,8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[PRL 714-1)

CALIFORNIA STATE STANDARDS

Motor Vehicle Pollution Control; Public
Hearing

Section 209(a) of the Clean Afr Act, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. 1857{-6a(a), pro-
vides: “No State or any political subdi-
viston thereof shall adopt or attempt to
enforce any standard relating to the
control of emissions from new motor ve-
hicles or new motor vehicle engines sub-
ject to this part * * ¢ [or] * * * shall
require certification, inspection, or any
other approval relating to the control of
emissions from any new motor vehicle or
new .motor vehicle engine as condition
precedent to the Initial retafl sale, titling
(if any). or registration of such motor
vehicle, motor vehicle engine, or equip-
ment.™

Section 209(b) of the Act directs the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), after notice
and opportunity for public hearing, to
waive application of the prohibitions of
section 209 to any State which had
adopted standards (other than crankcase
emission standards) for the control of
emissions from new motor vehicles or
new motor vehicle engines prior to
March 30, 1068, unless he finds that such
State does not require standards more
stringent than applicable Federal stand-
ards, to meet compelling and extraordi-
nary conditions or that such State stand-
ards and accompanying enforcement
procedures are not consistent with sec-
tion 202(a) of the Clean Alr Act.

By letters dated July 19, 1976, Novem-
ber 1, 1076, January 20, 1977, and Febru-
ary 22, 1977, the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) notified the Administra-
tor that the Board had taken a number
of actions to revise California’s motor ve~
hicle emissions control program. The
CARB requested that waivers be granted
for those items in the revisions which in
the judgment of the Administrator re-
quire such waivers, and that & public
hearing be convened by the Adminis-
trator.

The EPA has determined that the fol-
lowing Iitems are within the scope of
walvers currently in effect, and there-
fore, no new walver is required:

(1) Assembly line test procedures ap- .

plicable to 1978 model year gasoline-
powered passenger cars and light duty
trucks, and

(11 Compliance and inspection testing
requirements applicable to 1977 and 1978
model year gasoline-powered passenger
cars and light duty trucks.

The following items will require a
waiver before they can be effectuated by
Callfornia:

(1) Compliance and inspection testing
of 1977 and subsequent model year motor
vehicles except 1977 and 1978 mode] year

powered passenger cars and
light duty trucks under sectlons 2100 et
seq., Title 13, California Administrative
Code,

(1) Exhaust emisslon standards and
test procedures for 1979 and subsequent
model year passenger cars, light duoty
trucks and medium duty vehicles,

(ii) Evaporative emission standard
and test procedures (SHED gest) for 1980
and subsequent model year gasoline-pow-
ered motor vehicles except motorcycles,
and also, amendments to the SHED test
procedures for 1978 and subsequent
model year gasoline-powered motor ve-
hicles except motoreycles.

(ly) Certification test procedures ap-
plicable to 1980 and subsequent model
year passenger cars, light duty trucks
and medium duty vehicles imposing a re-
striction on allowable maintenance, and

(v) Assembly line test procedures for
1978 model year diesel-powered light
duty trucks, and medium duty vehlcles.

As a result of the promulgation of
Federal emission standards and test pro-
cedures for 1978 and later model year
motorcycles, see 42 FR 1122 (January 5,
1977), the CARE adopted certaln
amendments to the California motor-
cycle emission control regulations on
March 24, 1977, In light of the promul-
gation of the Federal regulations as well
as these amendments to the California
regulations, EPA intends to consider
whether California continues to comply
with the conditions of the October 1,
1976, waiver. See 41 FR 44209 (October 7,
1976). In the meantime, though, this
waiver will remain in effect unless and
until the Administrator determines
otherwise.

Finally, the EPA also notified the
CARB that a public hearing would be
convened by the Administrator in order
to consider whether to grant Californis
a general waiver of Federal preemption
for all standards and test procedures
(including accompanying enforcement
procedures) adopted by the CARB in
the future that relsted to the control of
emissions from new motor vehicles or
new motor vehicle engines. In the event
that California is granted such a walver,
the Administrator would provide notice
and an opportunity for a public hearing,
upon submission of a bona fide request
by any interested party, to consider
whether California continued to comply
with the conditions of such a walver In
light of any such future standards and
test procedures.

Therefore, I hercby given notice that:

(i) California has submitted a request
for a walver from the prohibitions of
section 209(a) for a serles of five actions
that have been taken by the CARB,
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() EPA Intends to consider whether
California continues to comply with the
conditions of the October 1, 1976, waiver,
see 41 FR 44209 (October 7, 1976), and
to determine whether to grant California
s general walver from the prohibitions
of section 209(a) for all standards and
test procedures (Including accompanying
enforcement procedures) adpoted by the
CARB in the future that relate to the
control of emissions from new motor
vehicles or new motor vehicle engines,
for which no walver has heretofore been
granted, and

(i) A public hearing on these mat-
ters will be convened at the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Portection Agency Regional
Office (Region IX), Conference Room A,
Second Floor, 100 California Street, San
Francisco, California, on May 16-20,
1877, commencing at 10:00 a.m. Ben-
jamin R. Jackson, Director, Mobile
Source Enforcement Division, EPA, is
designated as the Presiding Officer for
this hearing.

The agenda for the public hearing will
be as {ollows:

fondsy (May 16, 1877)—Compliance and
Inspection testing of 1077 and subsequent
todel year motor vehicles except 1077 and
1078 mode] year gasoline-powered passenger
cars and light duty trucks; assembly line test
procedures for 1978 model year diesel-pow~
ered light duty trucks, and medium duty ve-
hicles; reconslderation of Qctober 1, 1976,
walver,

Tuesday (May 17, 1977)—Evaporative
emission standard and test procedures
(SHED test) for 1880 and subsequent model
year gasoline-powered motor vehicles except
motoreycles, and also, amendments to the
BHED test procedures for 1078 and subse-
quent model year gasoline-powered motor ve-
hicles except motorcycles.

Wednesday (May 18, 1077) —Exhaust emls-
slon standards and test procedures for 1979
nud subsequent model year passenger cars,
light duty trucks and medium duty vehicles;
certification test procedures applicable to
1680 and subsequent model yonr passonger
cars, light duty trucks and medium duty ve-
hicles Imposing a restriction on allowable
malntenance.

Thursday (Muay 19, 1977) —General walver.

Any person desiring to make a state-
ment wt the hearing or to submit ma-
terial for the record of the hearing
should file a notice of such intention and
ten copies of his or her proposed state-
ment (and other relevant material) by
M;w 1, 1977, with the Director, Mobile
Source Enforcement Division (EN-340),
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street 8W., Washington, D.C. 20460. In
eddition, fifteen copies of such statement
OF material for the record of the hearing
should be submitted to the Presiding
Officer at the time of the public hearing.
Participants are also urged to supply ad-
ditional copies of any written material
for distribution to Interested members of
the audience.

The pertinent California standards
and test procedures can be found in:

(1) Bections 2100 et seq., Title 13, Call-
fornia Administrative Code,

(i) Bections 1955.1, 1955.5, 1959, Title
.1'3. California Administrative Code, and

California Exhaust Emission Standards

NOTICES

and Test Procedures for 1975 through
1979 Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty
Trucks, and Medium-Duty Vehicles,™
adopted February 19, 1975, last amended
November 23, 1976,

(iii) Section 1960, Title 13, California
Administrative Code, and *“California
Exhaust Emissions Standards and Test
Procedures for 1980 and Subsequent
Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty
Trucks, and Medium-Duty Vehicles,”
adopted November 23, 1976, as amended
December 14, 1976,

(iv) Section 19876(b), Title 13, Cali-
fornia Administrative Code, and “Cali~
fornia Evaporative Emission Standards
and test procedures for 1978 and Sub-
sequent Model Gasoline-Powered Motor
Vehicles except Motorcycles,” adopted
April 16, 1975, last amended November
23, 1976,

(v) Section 2056, Title 13, California
Administrative Code, and “California
Assembly-Line Test Procedures for 1978
Model-Year Passenger Cars, Light-Duty
Trucks and Medium-Duty Vehicles,”
adopted January 25, 1977, and

(vi) Bection 1958, Title 13, California
Administrative Code, and “California
Exhaust Emission Standards and Test
Procedures for 1978 and Subsequent Pro-
duction Motorcycles,” adopted July 15,
1975, as amended February 20, 1976.

In addition, in considering whether to
grant California s general waiver from
the prohibitions of section 209(a), the
pertinent California standards and test
procedures can be found in Title 13 of the
California Administrative Code,

A copy of the above-described mate-
rial is available for public inspection
during normal working hours (8:00
am. to 4:30 pm.) at the U.S, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Public In-
formation Reference Unit, Room 2022
(EPA Library), 401 M Street SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20460, Copies of the Califor-
nia standards and test procedures are
avallable upon request from the Califor-
nia Air Resources Board, 1102 Q Street,
Sacramento, California 95812.

Procedures. Bince the public hearing is
designed to give interested persons an
opportunity to participate in this pro-
ceeding by the presentation of data,
views, arguments, or other pertinent in-
formation concerning the Administra-
tor's proposed action, there are no ad-
versary parties as such. Statements by
the participants will not be made under
oath and the participants will not be
subject to cross-examination.

Presentation by the participants
should be limited to the following con-
siderations:

(1) Whether the California standards
(Including test procedures) mentioned
above are more stringent than applica-
ble Federal standards,

(1) Whether compelling and extra-
ordinary conditions continue to exist in
California, and

(iii) Whether such standards and ac-
companying enforcement procedures are
consistent with section 202(a) of the
Act, in particular with respect to their
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technological feasibility in the lead time
remaining.

In addition, participants will be able
to present their views on the question of

“granting California a general waiver of

Federal preemption.,

In order to assure full opportunity for
the presentation of data, views, and ur-
guments by participants, the Presiding
Officer will, upon request of the partici-
pants, allow a reasonable time after the
close of the hearing for the submission
of written data, views, arguments, or
other pertinent information to be in-
cluded as part of the record of the
hearing.

A verbatim record of the proceeding
will be made and a copy of the transeript
will be made available on request at the
expense of the person so requesting.

The determination of the Administra-
tor regarding the action to be taken with
respect to the walver of the prohibition
of section 209(a) for the State of Cali-
fornia is not required to be made solely
on the record of the public hearing.
Other scientific, engineering, and related
pertinent Information, not presented at
the public hearing may also be consid-
ered. This information will be available
for public ingpection prior to the Admin-
istrator's determination on this matter.

Dated: April 7, 1977,

Srantey W, Lecro,
Assistant Administrator
Jor Enforcement.

| FR D0c.77-10854 Plled 4-12-77:8:45 am |

[PRL 713-2; PFT22]
FOOD. ADDITIVE PETITION
Filing

FMC Corporation, Agricultural Chemi-
cal Division, 100 Ningara St., Middleport,
N.Y. 14105, has submitted a petition
(FAP TH5159) to the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) which pro-
poses to amend 21 CFR 561 and 193 by
establishing food additive regulations
permitting the use of the insecticide (3-
phenoxyphenyl) methyl 3-(2,2-dichloro-
ethenyl) - 2.2-dimethyleyclopropanecar-
boxylate in a proposed experimental pro-~
gram involving application of the insec-
ticide to growing tomatoes and soybeans
with a folerance limitation of 80 parts
per million in dehydrated tomato pomace
and 1 part per million in soybean oil for
residues of the combined c¢fs and frans
isomers of the insecticide.

Notice of this submission is given pur-
suant to the provisions of section 409(b)
(5) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act. Interested persons are invited
to submit written comments on the peti-
tion referred to in this notice to the Fed-~
eral Reglster Section, Technical Services
Division (WH-568), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St. SW., Washington, D.C.
20460. Three copies of the comments
should be submitted to facilitate the work
of the Agenoy and of others interested in
inspecting them. The comments should
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be submitted as soon as possible and
should bear a notation indicating the pe-
tition number “FAP TH5159." Comments
may be made at any time while a petition
is pending before the Agency. All written
comments will be available for public in-
spection in the office of the Federal Reg-
{ster Section from 8:30 am. to 4 pm.
Monday through Friday.

Dated: April 5, 1877.

DovctAs D, Cawer,
Director, Registration Division,

| FR Doc.77-10880 Filed 4-12-77,8:45 am|

[FPRL 713-3; OPP-50287]

MOBILE CHEMICAL CO. AND
MOBAY CHEMICAL CO.

Issuance of Experimental Use Permits

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973;
80 Stat. 751; 7 US.C. 136(a) et seq.),
experimental use permits have been is-
sued to the following applicants. Such
permits are in accordance with, and sub-
ject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part
172; Part 172 was published in the Pro-
£RAL RecisTER on April 30, 1975 (40 FR
18780) , and defines EPA procedures with
respect to the use of pesticides for ex-
perimental purposes,

No, 2224-EUP-8. Moblle Chemical Com-
pany, Richmond, Virginia 23261. This ox-
perimental use permit allows the use of 1,340
pounds of the insecticide #thoprop on sugar-
cane to evaluate control of nematodes, A to-
tal of 335 acres is involved. the program Is
authorized only in the State of Florida and
Puerto Rico, The experimental use permit
is effective from March 11, 1977, to March 11,
1978. A permanent tolerance for residucs of
the active ingredient In or on sugarcane,
sugarcane fodder and forage hins been estab-
lished (40 CFR 180.202),

No, 2224-EUP-15. Moblle Chomical Coms
pany, Blchmond, Virginia 23251, This expert-
mental use permit allows the use of 204
pounds of the inseoticide ethoprop on to-
bacco to evaluate control of nematodes, flea
beetles, and wireworms. A total of 22 acres
it tnvolved; the program (s authorized only
in the States of Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tefinessee,
and Virginia, The experimental use permit
is effoctive from March 11, 1977, to March 11,
1978.

No, 3125-EUP-133. Chemagro Agricultural
Division, Mobay Chemical Company, Kansas
City. Missourl 64120. This experimental use
permlt aliows the use of 4,000 pounds of the
herbicide 4-Amino-8-(1,1-dimethylethyl) -3«
(methylthio) -1,2 4-triszin 6(4H) -one on soy-
beans to evaluate control of grusses and
broadleaf weeds. A total of 8,000 scros s
involved: the program is authorined only in
the States of Alabama; Arkansas, Georgia,
Niinols, Indians, Jowa, Kansas, Kentucky,
Loulsiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Misalssippl,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Carolina, Ohlo,
South Carolina, Tennecssce, and Wisconsin,
The experimental use permit is effective
from March 11, 1077, to March 11, 1978 A
permanent tolerance for residues of the ac-
tive ingredient In or on soybeans has boen
established (40 CFR 180.332).

Interested parties wishing to review

the experimental use permits are re-
ferred to Room E-315, Registration Di-

NOTICES

vision (WH-567), Office of Pesticide Pro-
grams, EPA, 401 M St. 8W,, Washington,
D.C. 20460. It is suggested that such in-
terested persons call 202-755-4851 before
visiting the EPA Headquarters Office, so
that the appropriate permits may be
made conveniently available for review
purposes. These files will be available
for inspection from 8:30 am. to 4:00
p.m. Monday through Friday.

Dated: April §, 1977.

Dovcras D, Camnrer,
Acting Director,
Registration Division.

[FR Doc.77-10856 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

[FRL 713-5; OPP-50289]

MONSANTO AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
CO. ET AL

Issuance of Experimental Use Permits

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Pungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973;
89 Stat. 751; 7 US.C. 136(a) et seq.),
experimental use permits have been
issued to the following applicants. Such
permits are in accordance with, and
subject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part
172: Part 172 was published in the
FeperaL REcIsTER on April 30, 1975 (40
FR 18780), and defines EPA procedures
with respect to the use of pesticides for
experimental purposes.

No. 5624-EUP-83. Monsanto Agricultural
Products Company, St. Louls, Missouri 63168,
This experimental use permit allows the use
of 800 pounds of the herbicide alachlor on
potatoes to evaluate control of annual
grasses and broadieaf weeds, when used
through center pivot Irrigation systems, A
total of 200 acres is involved; the program is
authorized only in tho States of Colorado,
Idaho, Oregon, Washington, Wisconsin, and
Wyoming. The tal use permit is
effoctive from March 21, 1977, to March 21,
1078. A permanent tolerance for residucs of
the active ingredient in or on potatoes has
been established (40 CFR 180.248).

No. O77-EUP-10, Diamond Shamrock
Corporation, Cleveland, Ohlo 44114, This ex-
perimental use permit allows the use of 150
pounds of the insecticide thiofanox on cot-
ton ond potatoes to evaluste control of
aphids, thrips, mites, fleahoppers, leafminers,
and boll weevils. A total of 00 acres is In-
volved; the program is authorized only in
the States of Alabama, Arizona, Callfornis,
Georgla, Idaho, Indiana, Loulsiana, Malne,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippl, New York,
North Carclina, North Dakots, Ohlo, Oregon,
Pennsylvania, South Carolinn, Tennessoe,
Texas, Virginia, Washington, and Wisconsin,
The experimental use permit is effective from
March 17, 1877, to March 17, 1078. All treated
crops will be destroyed or used for research
purposes only.

No. 1016-EUP-34. Union Carbide Carporn-
tion, Washington, D.C, 20006, This experi-
mental use permit allows the use of 150
pounds of the insecticlde-nematocide aldi-
carb on oranges to evaluate control of thrips,
aphids, whitefiles, mites, scales, and nema-
todes. A total of 204 acres is inyolved; the

is authorized only In the States of
Arizona, California, Florlda, and Texas, The
experimental use permit Is effective from
February 25, 1977, to February 25, 1078.
Permanent tolerances for residues of the
active ingredient In or on oranges and dried

citrus pulp have been established (40 orn
180260 and 21 CFR 561.30, respectively),

Interested parties wishing to review
the experimental use permils are re-
ferred to Room E-315, Registration Di-
vision (WH-567), Office of Pesticlds
Programs, EPA, 401 M 8t. SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20460, It is suggested that such
interested persons call 202-755-4851 be-
fore visiting the EPA Headquarters
Office, so that the appropriate permits
may be made conveniently available for
review purposes. These flles will be avail-
able for inspection from 8:30 am. to
4 p.n. Monday through Friday.

Dated: April 5, 1977.

Dovtras D. Canrr,
Acting Director,
Reygistration Division.

{FR Doc.77-10858 Filed 4-12-77.8:45 am|

PESTICIDE PROGRAMS
[FRL-7; PP6G1T31 & 6G1733/T101)

Extension of a Temporapr‘y' Tolerance Gib-
berellic Acid and N-[Phenylmethyl[-1H-
Purin-6-Amine 2

On May 6, 1076, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) gave notlee
(41 FR 18708) that In response to pesti-
cide petitions (PP8G1731 and 6G1732)
submitted to the Agency by Abbott Lab-
oratories, Agricultural and Veterinary
Products Diy., North Chicago, IL 60064, &
temporary tolerance was established for
residues of the plant regulators gibberel-
lic acid d N-[phenylmethyll-1H-
purin-g-anmine in or on the raw agricul-
tural commodity apples at 0.15 part per
million (ppm). This temporary tolerance
expires April 1, 1977.

Abbott Laboratories has requested a
one-year extension of this temporary tol-
erance both to permit continued testing
to obtain additional data and to permit
the marketing of the above raw agricul-
tural commodity when treated in ac-
cordance with the provisions of an ex-
perimental use permit that is being ex-
tended concurrently under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (89 Stat. 973;
89 Stat, 751; T U.8.C, 136(a) et seq).

The sclentific data reported and all
other relevant material have been evalu-
ated, and it has been determined that an
extension of the temporary tolerance will
protect the public health. Therefore, the
temporary tolerance is extended on con-
dition that the pesticide is used In ac-
cordance with the experimental use per=
mit with the following provisions:

1. The total amount of the pesticide 0
be used must not exceed the quantity
authorized by the experimental use per-
mit.

2. Abbott Laboratories must immedi-
ately notify the EPA of any findings from
the experimental use that have a bearing
on safety. The firm must also keep rec~
ords of production, distribution, and
performance and on request make the
records available to any authorized of-
ficer or employee of the EPA or the Food
and Drug Administration.
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This temporary tolerance expires June
1, 1978. Residues not in excess of 0.15
ppm remaining in or on apples after this
expiration date will not be considered ac-
tanable if the pesticide is legally applied
during the term of and In accordance
with the provisions of the experimental
use permit and temporary tolerance, This
temporary tolerance may be revoked if
the experimental use permit is revoked
or if any scientific data’ or experience
with this pesticide indicate such revoca~
tion is necessary to protect the public
heslth.

Dated: April 5, 1977.

(Bec. 408()) of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Coarnetio Act {21 US.C. 346a())) )
Dovcras D. Camrr,
Acting Director,
Registration Division.

[FR Doc.77-10881 Plled 4-12-77;8:45 am]

|FRL T18-1; PF7)

PESTICIDE PROGRAMS
Filing of Food Additive Petition

Interregional Project 4 (IR-4), PO
Box 231, New Brunswick NJ 089803, on
behalf of the States Oregon and Wash-
ington has submitted a petition (FAP
TH5161) to the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) which proposes that 21
CFR 193 be amended by establishing a
regulation permitting the use of the in-
seoticlde m-{[((dimethylamino) methyl-
enelamino)-phenyl methylcarbamate
hydrochloride on the growing crop hops
with a tolerance limitation of 150 parts
per million for residues In or on dry hops.

Notice of this submission is given pur-
suant to the provisions of section 409(b)
(5) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act. Interested persons are invited
to submit written comments on the peti-
tion referred to in this notice to the Fed-
eral Reglster Section, Technical Services
Division (WH-569), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, Room 401, East Tower, 401 M
8t 8W, Washington DC 20460. Three
coples of The comments should be sub-
mitted to facllitate the work of the
Agency and others interested in inspect-
Ing them. The comments should be sub-
mitted as soon as possible and should
bear o notation indicating the petition
number “FAP 7H5161". Comments may
be made at any time while a petition is
pending before the Agency. All written
comments filed pursuant to this notice
Will be available for public inspection in
the office of the Federal Register Section
from 8:30 am. to 4:00 p.m. Monday
tarough Priday.

Dated: April 5, 1977.

Dovaras D. Camrr,
Acting Director,
Registration Division,

PR Doc.77-10879 Piled 4-12-77:8:45 am]

NOTICES

[FRL 712-8; OPP-33000/408 and 460)

RECEIPT OF APPLICATION FOR PESTICIDE
REGISTRATION

Data to be Considered in Support of
Applications

On November 19, 1973, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub-
lished in the Frpeaan Recister (39 FR
31862) its Interim policy with respect to
the administration of Section 3(c) (1)
(D) of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), 8s
amended (“Inferim Policy Statement™).
On January 22, 1976, EPA published in
the FeperAL RecISTER & document en-
titled *“Registration of a Pesticide
Product—Consideration of Data by the
Administrator in Support of an Ap-
plication” (41 FR 3339). This document
described the changes in the Agency's
procedures for implementing Section
3(e) (1) (D) of FIFRA, as set out in the
Interim Policy Statement which were
effected by the enactment of the recent
amendments to FIFRA on November 28,
1975 [P.L. 940-140], and the new regu-
lations governing the registration and re-
registration of pesticides which became
effective on August 4, 1975 (40 CFR Part
162).

Pursuant to the procedures set forth
in these Froeran RecistEr documents,
EPA hereby gives notice of the applica~
tions for pesticide registration listed be-
low. In some cases these applications
have recently been received; in other
cases, applications have been amended
by the submission of additional support-
ing data, the election of a new method of
support, or the submission of new “offer
to pay" statements.

In the case of all applications, the
labeling furnished by the applicant for
the product will be available for inspec-
tion at the Environmental Protection
Agency, Room 209, East Tower, 401 M
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. In
the case of applications subject to the
new section 3 regulations, and applica-
tions not subject to the new section 3
regulations which utilize either the 2(a)
or 2(b) method of support specified in
the Interim Policy Statement, all data
citations submitted or referenced by the
applicant in support of the application
will be made available for inspection at
the above address. This information
(proposed labeling and, where applica-
ble, data citations) will also be supplied
by mall, upon request. However, such a
request should be made only when cir-
cumstances make it Inconvenient for
the inspection to be made at the Agency
offices.

Any person who (a) is or has been
an applicant, (b) belleves that data he
developed and submitted to EPA on or
after January 1, 1970, is being used to
support an application described in this
notice, (¢) desires to assert a claim un-
der section 3(¢) (1) (D) for such use of
his data, and (d) wishes to preserve his
right to have the Administrator deter-
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mine the amount of reasonable compen-
sation to which he is entitled for such
use of the data or the status of such
data under section 10 must notify the
Administrator-and the applicant named
in the notice in the FepgraL REGISTER
of his claim by certified malil. Notifica-
tion to the Administrator should be
addressed to the Product Control
Branch, Registration Division (WH-
567), office of Pesticide Programs, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, 401 M
St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. Every
such claimant must Include, at & mini-
mum, the Information listed in the In-
terim Policy Statement of November 19,
1973.

Specific questions concerning applica-
tions made to the Agency should be ad-
dressed to the designated Product Man-
ager (PM), Registration Division (WH-
567), Office of Pesticide Programs, at the
;zbove address, or by telephone as fol-
ows:

PM 11, 12, & 13-202/755-0315
PM 21 & 22--202/426-2454
PM 24—202/7556-2196

PM 31—202/426-2635

PM 33--202/756-0041

PM 15, 16, & 17—202/426-0425
PM 23—202/7565-1307

PM 25—202/755-2632

PM 32-—-202/426-0486

PM 34—202/4206-9400

The Interim Policy Statement requires
that claims for compensation be filed by
June 13, 1977. With the exception of 2(¢c)
applications not subject to the new sec-
tion 3 regulations, and for which a sixty-
day hold period for claims {s provided,
EPA will not delay any registration
pending the assertion of claims for com-
pensation or the determination of rea-
sonable compensation. Inquiries and as-
sertions that data relied upon are sub-
ject to protection under section 10 of
FIFRA, as amended, should be made by
May 13, 1977.

Dated: Aprll 5, 1977,

DoucrLas D. Camer,
Acting Director,
Registration Division.

AvrricaTions Rxcmven (OPP-33000/408)

EPA Reg. No. 42-18, West Chemical Products,
Inc,, Long Island City NY 11101, BUG-A-
BYE. Active Ingredients: Petroleum Distil-
Intes 14.004; Piperonyl Butoxide, Techni-
cal 0.50%; Pyrethrins 0409, Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of interim policy, PM17

EPA Reg, No. 201-274. S8hell Chemical Co.,
A Div. of Shell Oil Co,, Agricultural Chem-~
ieals, San Ramon CA #4583. BIDRIN 8
WATER MISCIBLE. Active Ingredients:
Dimethyl phosphate of 3-hydroxy N,N-
dimethyl-cis-crotonamide 824, Method of
Support: Application proceedsa under 2(b)
of interim policy. Ropublished: Additional
uses. PM16
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EPA Plle Symbol 275-GE. Chemlical and Agri-
cultural Products Div., Abbott Labora-
tories, 14th St. & Sheridan Rd., North
Chlcago IL 60064, PROMALIN PLART
GROWTH REGULATOR. Active Ingredi-
ents: N-[phenylmethl)-IH-purine-6-amine
1.8%: Glbberellins A A 18%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of Interim policy. PM25

EPA Reg. No. 276-18. Agricultural and Vet
erinary Products Div,, Abbott Laboratories.
DIPEL WORM KILLER. Active Ingredi-
ents: Bacillus thuringiensis. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of interlm policy. Republished: Amend-
ment with data, PM17

EPA Reg. Nq, 352-364. E. I. DG Pont De
Nemours & Co., Inc., Blochemicals Dept,,
Wilmington DE 10808, BENLATE BENO-
MYL FUNGICIDE TOMATOES, Active In-
grodients: Benomyl [Methyl 1-(butyl-
carbamoyl) -2-benzimidazole carbamate]
509. Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(a) of Interim policy. Re-
published: Added use. PM22

EPA Reg. No, 352-367. E. 1. Du Pont De
Nemours & Co., Inc. TERSAN 1801 TURF
FUNGICIDE, Active Ingrodients: Benomyl
[Methyl 1-(butylearbamoyl)-2-benzimide-
zolecarbamate] 60%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of In-
terim policy. PM22

EPA Pile Symbol 352-GIE, E, I. Du Pont De
Nemours & Co., Inc, Legal Dept. D7045.
LEXONE 4L METRIBUZIN WEED KILLER.
Active Ingredients: 4-Amino-8-(1,1-dl-
methylethyl) = 3 = (methylthio) - 124 -
trinzin-5 (4H)-one 42.8%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy. PM25

EPA File Symbol 352-GIU. E. I. Du Pont De
Nemours & Co., Inc., Legal Dept. D7045,
Blochemicals Dept,, Wilmington DE 19808,
METHOMYL INSECTICIDE WATER MIS-
CIBLE LIQUID. Active Ingredients: Meth~
omyl 8-methyl N-| (methylearbamoyl)oxy]
thicacetimidate 20% . Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of in-
terim policy. PM12

EPA Rog, No. 400-89, Unlroyal Chemical, Div,
of Unlroyal, Inc., 74 Amity Rd., Bethany
OT 06525. OMITE-SE. Active Ingredients:

te 2-(p-tert-butylphenoxy) cyclo-
hoexyl 2-propynyl sulfite €8.1%, Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of interim policy. Republished: Added use.
PM13

EPA Reg. No, 400-104. Uniroyal Chemical.
COMITE. Active Ingredients: Propar-
gite 2-(p-tert-butyiphonoxy)cyciohexyl 2-
propynyl sulfite 75.00.. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy, Republished: Added use,
PMI13

EPA Reg. No, 432432, Div. of CPC Interna-
tional, Ino., 100 Church 5t, New York NY
10007, SBP-1382 AEROSOL INSECTICIDE,
Active Ingredients: (5-Benzyl-3-furyl)
methyl 2.2-dimethyl-3-(2-methylprope~
nyl) cyclopropanecarboxylnte 0.4407%; Re-
lated Compounds 0060%; Aromatic pe-
troleum hydrocarbons 1.000%: Petroleum
distillate 18480%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(a) of In-
terim policy. Republished: Added data.
PM1T

EPA Reg. No. 432-452. 8. B. Penick & Co,
1050 Wall 8t. West, Lyndburst NJ 07071
USA. YOUR BRAND SBP-1382 AQUEOUS
PRESSURIZED SPRAY INSECTICIDE 0.25
FOR HOUSE AND GARDEN. Active Ingre-~
dients: (5-Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl 22-
dimethyl - 8 « (2 - methylpropenyl) cyclo-
propanecarboxylate 0.260%; Related com-
pounds 0,034%. Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(a) of Interim
policy. Republished: Added data, PM17
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EPA Reg. No. 432-454. 8. B. Penick & Co.
YOUR BRAND SBP-1882 AQUEOUS PRES~
SURIZED SPRAY INSECTICIDE 0.35 FOR
HOUSE AND GARDEN. Active Ingredients:
(5-Bensyl-3-furyl) methyl 2,2-dimethyl-8~
(2 - methylpropenyl) cyclopropanecarboxy-
late 0.350%;: Related compounds 0.048%%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(a) of Interim policy. PM17

EPA Reg. No, 432-403, 8. B. Penick & Co,
YOUR BRAND SBP-1382 YARD AND
PATIO PFOGGER OUTDOOR FOGGER, Ac~
tive Ingredients: (5-Benzyl-3-furyl)methyl
22-dimethyl-3-(2-methylpropenyl) coyclo-
propanecarboxylate 0.250%; Related com-
pounds 0,034 %. Mothod of Support: Appii-
cation proceeds under 2(a) of interim pol-
ey, PM17

EPA Reg. No. 432-517. 8. B, Penick & Co., 1050
Wall St. Weat, Lynchhurst NJ 07071 USA.
YOUR BRAND SBP-1382 0435% SPACE
AND RESIDUAL AQUEOUS PRESSURIZED
SPRAY. Actlve Ingredients: (5-Benzyl-3-
furyl) mothyl 22-dimethyl-3-(2-methyl-
propenyl) eyclopropanecarboxylate 035%;
Related compounds 0.04 %, Method of Sup~
port: Appiication proceeds under 2(h) of
interim policy. PM17

EPA Flile Symbol 476-ERIE. Stauffer Chemical
Co., 1200 8. 47th 8t, Richmond CA 04804,
TILLAM/DEVRINOL 4:1E. Active Ingredi-
onts: S-propyl butylethylthiocarbamate
43.9%; 2-alphanaphthoxy) -N N-diethylpro-
plonamide 11.0%. Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(n) of interim
policy. PM25

EPA Flle Symbol 557-ROET. Swift Agricul-
tural Chemlicals Corp,, 111 W. Jackson
Hivd,, Chlcago IL 60604, VIGORO INDOOR
INSECT SPRAY FOR CONTAINER
PLANTS. Active Ingredients: Pyrethring
0.01%; Petroleum distiliate 0.04 %, Mothod
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of interim policy. PM17

EPA Flle Symbol 618-1I, Merck Chemical
Div., Merck & Co,, Inc., PO Box 2000, Rah-
way NJ 07086, ARBOTECT 20-S. Active In-
gredients: 2-(4-thiaxzolyl) benzimidazole
hypophosphito 20.6% (equivalent to 20%
2-(4-thiazolyl) benzimidazole) . Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim policy. PM21.

EPA Pile Symbol 818-10. Merck Chemleal Div,
ARBOTECT 8. Active Ingredients: 2-(4-
thiszolyl) benzimidazole - hypophosphite
13% (equivalent to 1% 2-(4-thiazolyl)
boenzimidazole). Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(b) of intertm
policy. PM21

EPA Filo Symbol 40185-R. Florida Dept. of
Agricultural and Consumer Services, Mayo
Bldg., Tallabassee FL 32304. HEPTACHLOR
5-G ORANULAR INSECTICIDE. Active In-
grients: Heptachlor 5.00% (Heptachlo-
rotetraliydro-4.7-methanolndene); Related
compounds 1.9€%. Meothod of Support:
Appiication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim
policy, PM15

Arrracations Recaiven {OPP-3300/400)

EPA File Symbol 1043-TN. Vestal Labora-
tories Div,, Chemed Corp., 4863 Man-
chester Ave, St Louls MO 63110, 1-
STROKE VES-FHENE-L. Active Ingredi-
ents: Sodium o-phenylphenate 13.6%;
Sodium o-benzyl-p-chlorophenate 9.3%;
Tetrasodium ethylenediamine tetraacetate
1.0% ;Essential olls 0.5%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(a) of
interim policy. Republished: Revised offer
to pay statement submitted. PM32

EPA PFlle Symbol 1043-TR. Vestal Labora-
tories Div, VESPHENE-L. Active Ingredi-
enis: Sodium o-phenylphenate 53%; So~
dium o-benzyl-p~chlorophenate 3.6%; Tet«
rasodium ethylenediamine tetrsacetate
0.4% . Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(a) of interim policy, Re-

published: Ravised offer to statem

submitted. PM32 . Mg

EPA File Symbol 1043-TE. Vestal Labors.
tories Div. VESTAL 8-L. Active Ingredionts.
Sodium o-phenylphenate 6.8%; Sodium o.
benzyl-p-chlorophenate 4.6 % ; Tetrasodiym,
ethylenediamine tetrascetato 0.6 Methog
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(a) of interim polley. Republished: Re.
vised offer to pay statement submitted
PM32

EPA File Symbol 1043-TG. Vesta!l Labors.
tories Div., VESTAL 1 STROKE ENVIRON
L. Active Ingredients: Sodium o-pheny.
phensta 13.0%: Sodium o-benzyl-p-choro-
phenate 0.3%; Tetrasodium ethylenedin.
mine tetrancetate 1.0%. Method of Sup.
port: Appilcation proceeds under 2(s) of
interim policy, Republished: Reovised of.
fer to pay statement submitted. PM32

EPA Fllo Symbol 1043-TU, Vestal Labora-
tories Div. VESTAL ENVIRON L, Active In.
gredients: Sodium o-phenylphenate 5.3%;
Sodium o-bonzyl-p-chlorophenate 3.6%:
Tetrasodium ethylenediamine totrancetate
0.4% . Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(a) of interim policy. Re-
published: Revised offer to pay statoment
submitted. PM32

EPA Pllo Symbol 1043-TL, Vestal Labors-
toriea Div, VESTAL 89-L. Active Ingredi-
ents: Sodium  o-phenylphenate 537
Sodium o-benzyl-p-chlorophenate 36%;
Tetrasodium ethylenediamine tetrascotate
0.4 %. Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(a) of Interim policy. Re-
published: Revised offer to pay statement
submitied. PM32

EPA Flle Symbol 1471-RNI, Elanco Produgts
Co.. A Div,. of Eif Lilly and Co., PO Box
1750, Indianapolis IN 48206, USA. OX1CI-
DIN. Active Ingredients: 3,7-dichlorophe-
niodoxin-5-ium bisulfate 90.0% . Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of interim pollcy. PMa3

EPA Plle Symbol 1471-RNO. Elanco Products
Co, SPIKE 20P. Active Ingredients: tebu-
thiuron: N-[b6-(1,I-dimethylethyl)-134-
thindiazol-2-yI]-N N'-dimethylurea 2007,
Method of Support: Application procecds
under 2(a) of interim policy. PM25

EPA Pile Symbol 2224-LG. Mobll Chomic
PO Box 20683, Richmond VA 23261, MO-
DOWN HERBICIDE 4 FLOWABELE. Active
Ingredients: Bifenox 44%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
Interim policy. PM25

EPA Reg. No. 25086-62. Hartez Mountain Corp
Harrison NJ 07029 and St, Thomas Ontario
N5P, HARTZ 2 in 1 TICK & FLEA COLLAR
FOR DOGS, Active Ingredients: 2-Chloro-1-
(2.4,5-trichlorophenyl)  vinyl  dimethyl
phosphate 13.7%. Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim
policy. Republished: Now use. PMiI5

EPA Reg. No. 2606-03. Hartz Mountain Corp
HARTZ 2 in 1 TICK & FLEA COLLAR FOR
CATS. Active Ingredients: 2-Chloro-1-12,
4.5 ~trichlorophonyl) vinyl dimethyl phos-
phate 13.7%, Method of Support: Ap|
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim po
Republished: New tse. PM15

EPA Reg. No, 3125-148, Chemagro Agricul=
tural Div, Mobay Chemical Corp,, PO Box
4013, Kansas City MO 04120, BAYOON
70% WETTABLE POWDER. Active Ingredi-
ents: 2-(1-Methylethoxy) phenol methyl-
carbamate 12.8%; Xylene 33.0%, Motnod
of Support: AppMeation proceeds unde
2(b) of interim policy. Republished: e
vised offer to pay statement, PMI2

EPA Reg. No. 3125-288. Chemagro Agricul-
tural Div. MESUROL 75% WETTABLE
POWDER INSECTICIDE—BIRD RLP_“"
LENT. Active Ingredients: 8.5-Dimethyl-#-
(mothylthio) phenol methyloarbamalo
75%. Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. Re
published: New use pattern. PMI12
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EPA Rag. No, 8238-24. Agrico W Chemlical
Co., Crop Protection Chemicals Div, PO
Pox 3451, Tulsa OK 74101. FUNGI-SPERSE
Ii. Active Ingredients: Sulphur 48.2%;
pasic Copper Sulfate 8.0% (copper as
Metallic 4.25% ). Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim
palicy. PM23

EPA Reg. No. 431341, Carroll Co., 2000 W.
Kingsley Rd., Garland TX 75041, PINE II
PINE ODOR DISINFECTANT. Active In-
gredients: Pine Oil 6.407%; Coconut Sosp
£32%: Isopropanocl 4.80%; Potassium o-
penxyl-p-chlorophenate 2.40%; Tetrasodi-
um ethylenedimine totraancotate 040%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of interim policy. PM33

EPA Reg. No. 4581-173. Agchem Div.-Penn«
walt Corp., PO Box “C", King of Prussin
PA 10406. HYDROTHOL 47 POR ALGAE
CONTROL. Active Ingredients: Di (NN~
dimethylalkylamine) salt of Endothall
96.7%. Method of Support: Application
procecds under 2(b) of interim policy. Re-
published: Revised offer to pay statement
submitted. PM24

EPA Reg. No. 45681-174. Agchem Div.-Penn-
walt Corp. HYDROTHOL 191. Active In-
gredients:  Mono  (NN-dimethylalkyla-
mine) salt of Endothall §3.0%. Method of
Bupport: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim poliey. PM24

EPA Reg. No. 4681-204. Agchem Div.-Penn-
walt Corp. AQUATHOL “K". Active In-
gredionts: Dipotassium Salt of Endothall
403%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy, Re-
published: Revised offer to pay statement
submitted, PM24

EPA Reg. No, 45681-223. Agchem Div.-Penn-
walt Corp, HERBICIDE 273. Active In-
gredients: Dipotassium Salt of Endothall
403%. Method of Suppori: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy.
PM24

EPA Fiis Symbol BS008-GR. Tretolite Div.,
Pelrolite Corp., 360 Marshall Ave., St. Louls
MO 63116, X-CIDE 5602 INDUSTRIAL MI-
CROBIOCIDE. Active Ingredients: Methyl-
enebls(thiocyanate) 0.5%. Mothod of Sup~
port: Applieation proceeds under 2(b) of
Interim policy. PM33

EFA Rog. No. 5204-40. M & T Chemlcals, Inc.,
PO Box 1104, Rahway NJ 07085. BIOMET
650 GERMICIDAL DETERGENT CONCEN-
TRATE. Active Ingredients: n-alkyl (60%
Cl4, 30% C18, 5% C12, 6% Cl8) dimethyl
bensyl ammonium chiorides 0.85% ; n-alkyl
(507 €12, 30% Cl4, 17% C16. 3% C18)
dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonlum chlorides
R85%: trl-n-butyltin benzoate 2.00%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of tuterim policy, PM33

EPA Filo Symbol 5362-EE Solventol Chemi-
¢al Products, Ino., 13177 Huron River Dr.,
Romulus MI 48174. 703 DISINFECTANT-
SANITIZER FUNGICIDE DEODORIZER.
Active Ingredients: Didecy! dimethyl am-
monium chloride 7.5%: Isopropanol 3.0%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of interim policy. PM31

EPA Fiie Symbol £125-GU. Bixon Chemieal
Co., 50-10 97th PL, Corona NY 11368. BOWL
CLEANER II. Active Ingredients: Oatyl
Gecyl dimethy! ammonium chlaride 1250 %
Dioctyl  dimethyl ammonium chloride
0.825%: Didecyl dimethyl ammonium chio-
fido 0.625%; Alkyl amino betaine 1.000%;
Hydrogen chloride 17.500 % . Mothod of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
nterim policy, PM31

EPA Wile Symbol 6125-GT, Bixon Chemical
Co. BOWL CLEANER III. Active Ingredi-
onis: Octyl decyl dimethyl ammonium
thloride 1.250%; Diocty) dimethyl am-
montum chioride 06257 Didecyl dimethyl
fmmonium chloride 0.625% Alkyl amino
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betalne 1.000%; Hydrogen chloride 8.000%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(b) of interim . PM31

EPA File Symbol 6125-GI. Bixon Chemical Co.
BOWL CLEANER IV. Active Ingredienta:
Octyl decyl dimethyl ammonium chloride
1.250%; Dioctyl dimethy! ammonium chlo-
ride 0.026%; Didecyl dimethyl ammontum
chloride 0.625%: Alkyl amino betaine
1.000%; Hydrogen chloride 8.000%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under 2
(b) of interim policy. PM31

EPA Plle Symbol 7173-RTL. Chempar Chemi-
cal Co,, Inc., 260 Madison Ave., New York
NY 10018. ROZOL BAITS. Active Ingredi-
ents: 2-| (p-chlorophenyl) phenylacetyl|-
1.3-indandione 0.005% . Method of Support:
Application procoeds under 2(a) of interim
policy. PMi11

EPA Reg. No. T989-45, BASP Wyandotte

\ 5
Sodium salt of bentazon $2.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim policy. Republished: Significant
new use, PM25

EPA Reg. No. 9115-7. S8un-Ray Chemical Co,,
Industrial Malntenance Products Div,, 119
W. Jackson, Phoenlx AZ 85003, H-T-X DIS-
INPECTANT-CLEANER. Active Ingredi-

: n-alkyl (50% Cl4, 40% C12, 10%
C16) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride
500%;: ‘Tetrasodium  Ethylenediamine
Tetraacetate (EDTA) 0.16%; Essential Ofls
0.38%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. Re-
published: Revised offer to pay statement
submitted. PM31

EPA Ple Symbol 4581-0EE. Agchem Div,,
Pennwalt Corp., PO Box C, §00 First Ave.,
King of Prusiia PA 10408. TOPSIN-M
THIOPHANATE-METHYL FUNGICIDE, Ac-
tive Ingredients: ‘Thiophanate-methyl
(dimethylf (1, 2-phenylene) bis (Iminocar«
bonothioy!) | bis (carbamate]) 70%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under 2
(b) of interim policy. PM21

[FPR Doc77-10882 Plled 4-12-77;8:46 nm1

[FRL 713-8; OPP-42042A]
STATE OF OHIO

Approval of State Plan for Certification of
Commercial and Private Applicators of
Restricted Use Pesticides

Section 4(2) (2) of the Federal Insecti-
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
(FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 7
U.8.C. 136 et seq.), and the implementing
regulations of 40 CFR Part 171, require
each State desiring to certify applicators
to submit a plan to the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) for its certifi-
cation program. Any Btate certification
program under this section shall be main-
tained in accordance with the State Plan
approved under this section.

On February 15, 1977, notice was pub-
lished in the Froemal Recister (42 FR
9204) of the intent of the Regional Ad-
ministrator, EPA Reglon V, to approve
the Ohio State Plan for the Certification
of Commercial and Private Applicators
of Restricted Use Pesticldes (Ohio State
Plan),

Complete coples of the Ohlo State Plan
were made available for public Inspection
at the following locations: Office of the
Director, Ohio Department of Agricul-
ture, 65 8. Front Street, Columbus, Ohlo;
US. Environmental Protection Agency,
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Alr and Hazardous Materials Division,
Pesticide Branch, Region V, Chicago,
Tlinois; and the U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, Technical Services Divi-
sion, Federal Register Section, Office of
Pesticide Programs, Washington, D.C.

Written comments were received only
from the National Canners Association.
These comments were carefully reviewed
and evaluated by EPA and by the Ohio
Department of Agriculture, which has
been designated as the State lead agency
responsible for implementing the Ohlo
State Plan.

The National Canners Association
commented that, because pesticide appli-
cator training is not mandated by ths
amended FIFRA, the proposed training
budget of the Ohfo Cooperative Extension
Service should not be considered by EPA
in its assessment of the adequacy of
funding to support the pesticide appli-
cator certification program. The State
Plan identifies the Ohfo Cooperative Ex-
tension Service as a primary cooperating
agency, and as such, includes a training
plan with an estimate of funds needed
to carry out proposed training activities
under the certification program. How-
ever, the Agency assessed the adequacy
of funding needed to conduct the certifi-
cation program based only upon funding
data provided by the lead agency.

The Ohlo Plan separates commercial
applicators engaged in Agricultural Pest
Control into several subecategories, in-
cluding (a) Agronomic Pest Control, (b)
Horticultural Pest Control, and (¢) Agri-
cultural Weed Control. The National
Canners Association commented that the
Agricultural Weed Control subcategory
overlaps into the Agronomic and Horti-
cultural Pest Control subcategories. The
Ohio Plan clarifies this comment by de-
fining Agricultural Weed Control as
commercial applicators using or super-
vising the use of pesticides, other than
fumigants, to control weeds in sgronomic
and horticultural corps, The Plan goes
on to limit the Agronomic and Horticul-
tural subeategories to application of
pesticides, other than herbicides, on these
Crops.

Concern was ralsed over the State's
intention to require a certification fee
for pesticide applicators, Section 4 of
the amended FIFRA establishes a coordi-
nated State/Federal program for cer-
tifying applicators, with section 4(a)
(1) making EPA responsible for prescrib-
ing applicator certification standards.
Section 4(a) (2) provides that If a State,
at any time, desires to certify applicators
of pesticides, the Governor shall submit
a State Plan for such purposes, Further,
under Section 24 of FIFRA, the States
are given n great deal of flexibility in
developing their individual programs
provided those programs meet the pre-
scribed Federal standards. This-comment
pertains to regulatory requirements
established under State Law and ad-
dresses an {ssue which is not germane to
the acceptability of the Plan under Fed-
eral regulations. The Agency has for-
warded the comment to the Ohio Depart-
ment of Agriculture for consideration.
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The Ohio State Plan will remain avail-
able for public inspection in the Office
of the Director, Ohio Department of
Agriculture, 65 S. Front Street, Colum-~
bus, Ohio 43215,

It has been determined that the Ohlo
State plan satisfies the requirements of
section 4(a) (2) of the amended FIFRA
and 40 CFR Part 171. Accordingly, the
Ohio State Plan i5 approved.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Pursuant to section
4(d) of the Administrative Procedure
Act, 5 U.S.C. 553(d), the Agency finds
that there is good cause for providing
that the approval granted herein to the
Ohlo State Plan shall be effective upon
signature of this notice. Neither the
Ohio State Plan itself nor this Agency's
approval of the Plan creates any direct
or immediate obligation on pesticide ap-
plicators or other persons in the State
of Ohio. Delays in starting the work nec~
essary to implement the Plan, such as
may be occasioned by providing some
later effective date for this approval, are
inconsistent with the public Interest. Ac-
cordingly, this approvadshall become ef-
fective immediately.

Dated: March 31, 1977,

GEORGE R. ALEXANDER, Jr.,
Regional Administrator,
Region V.,
|FR Doc.77-10878 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am)

[ PRL 713-6]
SUBMITTAL OF SIP REVISIONS

Schedules for Submittal of Revisions to

Louisiana Implementation Plan for
l:‘hotochomlcal Oxidants and Particulate
atter

On July 16, 1976 (41 FR 20481), the
Regional Administrator called for revi-
slons to Louisiana's State Implementa-
tion Plan (SIP) to correct deficiencies
with respect to attainment and mainte-
nance of the national primary and sec-
ondary standards for photochemical oxi-
dants, and attainment and maintenance
of the national secondary standards for
particulate matter. The revision for
photochemical oxidants concerned Lou-
isilana’s portion of the Southern Loul-
glana~Southeast Texas air quality con-
trol region (AQCR), and the revision for
particulate matter concerned the
Shreveport AQMA (Caddo, Bossier, and
Webster Parishes),

PHOTOCHEMICAL OXIDANTS

The revision to the control strategy for
photochemical oxldants was requested to
be submitted by July 1, 1877, No date was
established for submittal of a control
strategy to provide for maintenance of
the standards. A detailed schedule for
submittal of an attainment control
strategy has been negotiated with Loui-
slana, The time required for developing
additional control regulations, submit-
ting the regulations for public hearing,
and getting approval by the Loulsiana
Ajr Control Commission (LACC) will not
allow Louisiana to meet the originally re~
quested date of July 1, 1977. The sched-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL

NOTICES

ule below reflects the various dates by
which the LACC will accomplish the
tasks required for development and sub-
mittal of the control strategy revision for
photochemical oxidants. The date of De-
cember 15, 1077, is considered the earliest
reasonable date by which the revision
can be submitted, and this date will su-
persed the July 1, 1977, date originally
established.

Oxmant REvisioNn Sf:mm.:

1, Complete emission Inven- May 31, 1977,
tory.

2. Complete control strategy. June 30, 1977,

3. Select emission lmits____. July 31, 1977,

4. State spproval of proposed Aug. 31, 1077,
regulations.

5. Publichearing. . cooo.. Oct. 31, 1977,

0, Pinal State adoptlon..... Nov. 30, 1977,

7. SubmittoEPA. .. ..... Dec. 15, 1077,

PARTICULATE MATTER

In the notice of call for SIP revisions,
the date for submitting a revision to the
control strategy for particulate matter
was deferred until an analysis for deter-
mining the extent of the problem could
be completed. The analysis for the
Shreveport AQMA has started and is ex-
pected to be completed by the end of May
1977. Knowing the completion date of
the analysis made It possible to negotiate
& schedule with Louisiana for submitting
a reviston to the particulate matter con-
trol strategy. December 15, 1977, is con-
sidered the earliest reasonable date by
which the revision can be submitted.

PARTICULATE REVISION BCHEDULE

1. Complete emission inven- Mar, 15, 1077,
tory.

2. Complete control strategy. May 31, 1977,

3, Select emission limits.___. July 31, 1077,

4. State approval of proposed Aug. 31, 1077,
regulations.

5. Publichearing. ... .o Oct, 31, 1977,

6. Final State adoption...... Nov. 80, 1877,

7. S8ubmittoEPA. ... Dee. 18, 1677,

This notice is not subject to rulemak-
Ing procedures, The need for the plan re-
visions wa¥ based upon & technical find-
ing by the Regional Administrator that
the control strategles for photochemical
oxidants and particulate matter are in-
adequate and need to be revised. Author-
ity for such action is provided in sections
110(a) (2) (H) and 110(e) of the Clean
Alr Act, 1970, Ample oppoitunity for pub-
lic comment on the control strategy re-
visions will be provided during the public
hearing that the State is required to hold.
(Sec. 110(n) (2) (H), Clean Alr Act, sec, 110
(¢), Clean Alr Act as amonded, (42 USC.
1857¢c-6(¢c)).)

Dated: March 31, 1977.

Joax C, Wuire,
Regional Administrator.

| PR Doc.T7-10855 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am)|)

|FRL 713-4; OPP-50288)
UPJOHN CO. ET AL
Issuance of Experimental Use Permits

Pursuant to section 56 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) .as amended (88 Stat, 973;

89 Stat. 751; 7 US.C. 136(a) el seq),
experimental use permits have beey
issued to the following applicants. Syeh
permits are in accordance with, nnd sip.
Ject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Py
172; Part 172 was published in the Fyp.
ERAL REGISTER on April 30, 1975 40 FR
18780), and defines EPA procedures with
respect to the use of pesticideés for experi-
mental purposes.

No, 1023-EUP-39. The Upjohn Company
Kalamazoo, Michigan 40001, This experi.
mental use permit allows the use or 77
pounds of the herblelde diphenamid on
cotton, okra, peanuts, peppers, potatoes, soy.
beans, sweet potatoes, strawberries, tomatoes
blackberries, raspberties, fruit trees, and
ornamentals to evaluate control of annul
grasses and broadleaf weeds. A tota] of @
acres is involved; the program is suthoriyed
only in the States of Californis, Florida
Georgls, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinols, Als-
bama, Ohlo, North Carclina, Virginin ang
Wisconsin. The experimental use permiy |s
effective from March 11, 1977, to March 11,
1078. Permanent tolerances for residucs of
the active ingredient In or on cotton, okrs
peanuts, peppers, potatoss, soybeans, sweet
potatoen, strawberries, and tomatoes have
been established (40 CFR 180.230). Al
treated blackberries, respberries, and frult
trees will be non-bearing,

No. 476-EUP-87. Stauffer Chemical Camn-
pany, Richmond, California 04804, This ex-
perimental use permit allows the use of 4725
pounds of the herblolde S-propyl dipropyl-
thiocarbamate and 270 pounds of tho her-
blcide N-butyl-N-othyl-nan-trifuoro-20-
dinitro-p-toluldine on peanuts when applied
through a center pivot Irrigation systom to
ovaluate control of varjous grasses and broad-
leaf weeds. A total of 200 acres Is Invoived;
the program is authorized only In the States
of Alabamsa, Florida, and Georgla. Tho ex-

tal use permit is effective from
Munrch 11, 1977, to March 11, 1878, Perman
tolerances for residues of the active Inyr
ents In or on peanuts have been established
(40 CFR 180.240 and 40 CPFR 180.208).

No. 201-BUP-53. 8hell Chemical Company
Washington, D.C. 20038. This experiment
use permit allows the use of 10,000 pc
of the herblelde 2-][4-Chloro-6-(et
amino) -s-trisain.2 -« yljamino] -2 - n
propionitrile on soybeans to evaluate
of broedleaf weeds. A total of 9350 acres 8
Involved; the program is authorized ooy
in the States of Alabama, Arkansas Jows
Niinols, Loulsiana, AMissiesippl, Missourl
Minnesota, and Tennessee, The experimental
use permit Is effective from March 14, 1677
to March 14, 1078. A temporary_ tolerance for
residues of the atelve Ingredient In or on =05~
beans has been established.

Interested parties wishing to review
the experimental use permits are refer-
red to Room E-315, Registeration Divi-
sion (WH-567), Office of Pesticide Pro-
grams, EPA, 401 M St. §W., Washington
D.C. 20460. It Is suggested that such in-
terested persons call 202-755-4851 before
visting the EPA Headguarters Office, 50
that the appropriate permits may be
made conveniently ayailable for review
purposes. These files will be avatlable for
inspection from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 pmn
Monday through Friday.

Dated: April 5, 1977.

Dovucras D. CAmPT.
Acting Director
Registration Division

| FR Doc17-10857 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 wi
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 21175, et al; Ple Nos,
2273-CM~P-T3, et al)

AMERICAN TELEVISION AND
COMMUNICATIONS CORP. ET AL.

Applications for Construction Permits
Adopted: March 7, 1977.
Released : March 31, 1977,

In re Applications of American Tele-
vision & Communications Corporation
and Eastern Shore Communications
corporation and Texas Microwave, Inc.
and Shreveport Signal Company for
construction permits in the multipoint
distribution service for a new station at
Shreveport, Louisiana; Docket No. 21175,
File No. 2273-CM-P-73: Docket No.
21176, Pile No. 3899-CM-P-73; Docket
No, 21177, File No. 40563-CM-P-73;
Docket No. 21178, File No. 4173-CM-P-
73,

1, The Commission has before it the
above-referenced applications of Amer-
jcan Television & Communications Cor-
poration (ATC), filed on September 28,
1072; Eastern Shore Communications
Corporation (Eastern Shore), filed on
November 27, 1972; Texas Microwave,
Ine, (TMD, filed on November 30, 1872:
and Shreveport Signal Company (SSS),
filed on December 8, 1972, All four ap-
plications propose Channel 1 operation
in the Shreveport, Loulslana area, and
thus are mutually exclusive and require
comparative consideration. All four ap-
plications have been amended as a re-
sult of informal requests of the Commis-
sion staff for additional information,
and no petitions to deny or other objec~
tions to any of the applications have
been received,

2, ATC, which holds licenses in point-
to-point, DPLMRS, CATV and CARS
services, has fifteen MDS construction
permit applications pending and has
been granted permits for four cities, in-
cluding Savannah, Georgia. Eastern
Shore is a wholly-owned subsidiary of
United Cable Television Corporation
(United Cable) and is transferee of cer-
tain MDS interests held by United Video,
Inc. (Video) prior to the transfer of
Video from United Cable to Lawrence
Flinn, Jr. and the concomitant trans-
fer of part of Video’s MDS interests in
Atlanta, Georgia to Robert Weisberg, all
of which were authorized by the Com-
mission in 1976. Eastern Shore also has
construction permit applications pend-
ing for Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla-
homa; Lansing, Michigan; Chattanooga,
Tennessee; and Boise, Idaho. TM has
five MDS construction permits, all in
Texas, and has applications pending for
Little Rock, Arkansas; Springfield, Ii-
linois; and Newark, Ohio. Its parent
corporation, Communications Properties,
Inc., has a broad range of interests in
CATV, common carrier, broadecast and
CARS operations throughout the coun-
try. 8SC has only this application pend-
ing, though its prineipal, Louis H. Pfau,
has Interests in various other MDS ap-
plications, including those for Little
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Rock, Arkansas; Knoxville, Tennessee;
and Tallahassee, Florida,

3. Upon review of the captioned appli-
cations, we find that the four applicants
are legally, technically, financially, and
otherwise qualified to provide the serv-
ices which they propose, and that a
hearing will be required to determine, on
a comparative basis, which of these ap-
plications should be granted.

4. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered,
That pursuant to section 308(e) of the
Communications Act “of 1934, as
amended, and § 0.201 of the Commis-
sion’s Rules, the above-captioned appli-
cations are designated for hearing, in
a consolidated proceeding, at a time and
place to be specified iIn a subsequent
order, to determine, on a comparative
basis, which of the above-captioned ap-
plications should be granted in order
to best serve the public interest, con-
venience and necessity. In making such
a determination, the following factors
shall be considered: *

{8) The relative merits of each proposal
with respect to service srea and eflicient
froquency use;

(b) The nature of the services and facil-
ities proposed, and whether they will satiafy
service requirements known to exist or likely
to exist In the Shreveport, Louisiana area;

(o) The anticipated quality and reliability
of tho service proposed including selection
of equipment, installation, subscriber secu-
rity and maintenance;

{d) The charges, regulations and oondi-
tions of the service to be rendered, and thelir
relation to the nature, quality and costs of
service; and

(e) The managerial and entreprencurial
qualifications of the applicanta,

5. It is jwriher ordered, That Amer-
ican Television and Communications
Corporation, Eastern Shore Communi-
cations Corporation, Texas Microwave,
Inc,, Shreveport Signal Company, and
the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau, ARE
MADE PARTIES to this proceeding.

6. It is jurther ordered, That parties
desiring to participate herein shall file
their notices of appearance in accord-
ance with the provisions of §1.221 of
the Commission's Rules,

WALTER R. HINCHMAN,
Chief, Common Carrier Bureau.

PR D00 77-10817 Plled 4-12-77;8:45 am)|)

[ Docket No, 19154; POC 77-204)

BROADCAST RENEWAL APPLICANT

Comparative Hearing Process; Policies
Adopted: March 9, 1977;

Releaged: April 7, 1977,

By the Commission: Commissioners
Hooks and Fogarty issuing a separate
statement; Commissioner Quello con-
curring and issuing a statement.

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration its Notice of Inquiry, 27

: Constderation of these factors shall be
made in light of the Commission's discus-
ston in Peabody Telephone Answering Serv-
ioe, et al, 55 P.C.C. 2d 626 (1975).
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FCC 2d 580 (1971), Further Notice of
Inguiry, 31 FCC 2d 443 (1971), Second
Further Notice of Inquiry, ¢3 FCC 2d 367
(1973), and Third Further Notice of In-
quiry, 43 FCC 2d 822 (1973), dealing with
the criteria to be used during a com-
parative proceeding in which a renewal
applicant is challenged by one or more
new applicants for the same facllity.
(See 39 FR 1516, January 10, 1974.)

2. One of our primary responsibil-
ties is to choose from among such quali-
fied applicants. This decision is extreme-
ly difficult, involving a number of factors
of comparison and requiring a costly and
time-consuming evidentiary hearing,
which often extends beyond the license
term sought by the competing applicants.
In this proceeding we have explored
whether we could simplify the decision-
making process by substituting simple
quantitative standards for our present
ad hoc examination of an incumbent
licensee’s past program performance.

3. To better understand the matters
at issue in this proceeding, 1t is necessary
to explore some of the underlying con-
cerns and events that prompted its in-
stitution. Under the statutory scheme
devised by the Congress, broadcast sta-
tion licenses are granted upon stated
terms for a fixed period of time, with
renewal being permitted upon written
application therefor, The issuance of a
license, however, confers no proprietary
interest therein to the license holder;
“no such license shall be construed to
create any right, beyona the terms con-
ditions, and periods of the license.” * Con~
sequently, the Commission is called upon
to review, at regular intervals, the
licensee’s overall performance during the
preceding license term and to determine
whether the public interest, convenience,
and necessity would be served by a re-
newal of the authorization. Congress has
also provided for a competitive spur to
existing licensees by affording new par-
ties an opportunity to apply for the facil-
ities of the licensees. At the same time,
it has been recognized that there are
“legitimate renewal expectancies im-
plicit in the structure of the Act” and
that “meritorious stations * * * should
[not! be deprived of broadcasting priv-
ileges when once granted to them * * *
unless clear and sound reasons of public
policy demand such action." Greater
Boston Television Corporation v. F.C.C.,
143 US. App. D.C. 383, 396, 444 F. 2d
841, 854 (1970) ; and Chicago Federation
of Labor v. F.R.C., 59 App. D.C. 333, 334,
41 F. 2d 422, 423 (1930)." These latter

i We also have before us the testimony and
comments of the numerous parties who have
participated in this proceeding. A list of
those parties is attached as appendix A.

: Section 301, Communications Aot of
1034, ns amended, 47 U.S.C. 301, See also
47 U.S.C, 304, 300(h).

% 8¢e also Journal Company v. F.RC., 60
ApD, D.C. 02, 94, 48 P. 2d 461, 463 (1031):
Buvangelical Lutheran Synod v, F.OC., 70
App. D.C. 270, 278, 105 P, 2d 793, 796 (1939);
and WOKO, Inc, v, F.C0,, 80 US. App. D.C,
833, 342, 153 F. 2d 623, 632, reversed on other
grounds, 320 U.S. 228 (1046).
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concerns spring from the substantial
financial and other investments neces-
sary to render meritorious broadcast
service to the public. To reward these
efforts with a denial of renewal would
not encourage the continuation of such
worthwhile service. Rather, it would be
an inducement to the opportunist to
disregard the nature of the service to
be rendered to the public and to set
85 his paramount goal the short-term
maximization of his profit. Such a tum
of events would fll-serve the public in-
terest,

4. In an attempt to reconcile these
essentinl elements of the public interest,
namely, the maintenance of the com-
petitive spur and the preservation of pre-
dictabllity and stability of broadcast
operation, the Commission adopted the
following policy: If a renewal applicant
shows In a hearing with a competing
applicant that its program service during
the preceding license term has been sub-
stantfally attuned to meeting the needs
and interests of the public served by its
station and that the operation of the
station has not otherwise been char-
acterized by serious deficiencies, the re-
newal applicant will be preferred over
the newcomer and the application for
renewal will be granted. See Policy
Statement on Comparative Hearings In-
volving Regular Renewal Applicants, 22
FCC 2d 424, reconsideration denied, 24
FCC 2d 383 (1970), Under this policy,
consideration of the characteristics nor-
mally explored In & comparative hearing
involving new applicants, { e, diversifica-
tion of the media of mass communici-
tions, and the integration of station
ownership and management as well as
other elements of the "best practicable
service” objective,' would not be neces-
sary where it was clear that the existing
licensee's operation had solidly met the
needs and Interests of the station’s serv-
jce area and had not been characterized
by serious deficlencles, At that point, the
hearing was to terminate and an initial
decision in favor of the renewal appli-
cant was to ensue. The critical question
was, therefore, 8 non-comparative one;
whether the renewal applicant hasg In
the last license term rendered a substan-
tial service, a service solidly meeting the
needs and interests of the public served
by its station.

48eo0 Policy Stotement on Comparative
Broadcast Hearings, 1 PCC 2d 303, recon-
stderation dended, 1 FPCC 2d 918 (1965),

5Tt was specifically noted that “there can
bo concern whether this policy will prevent
» new applicant willing to provide a superior
service from supplanting an existing loensee
who has broadcast s subatantial, but less
impressive, service.” However, as the Com-
mission pointed out:

* & * ghere are obvious risks in accepting
promises over proven perfarmance at g sub-
stantial level, and we see nNo way, other than
the one we have taken, ndequstely to pre-
serve the stability and predictability which
are important sspects of the overall public
interest, We belleve that there will still be
real incentiyes for those existing broad-
casters willing to provide superior service to
do =0, since the higher the level of thelr
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5. The Commission was aware that the
policy and standards which it had
adopted Iacked mathematical precision,
and that the elements which would con-
stitute substantinl service would have to
be developed in terms of the particular
factual circumstances of hearing cases.”
On February 23, 1971, however, the Com-
mission instituted the present Inquiry in
an effort to explore the feasibility and
appropriateness of quantifying a concept
of substantial service by which the past
performance of a licensee could be
properly ecvaluated in the contoxt of a
comparative hearing. Notice of Inquiry,
27 FCC 2d 580, As a beginning point, the
inquiry concerned television bhroadcast-
ing only ' and focused on two important
areas, local programming and programs-
ming designed to contribute to an in-
formed electorate, specifically news and
public affairs programming. The follow-
ing figures were proffered ss representa-
tive of a substantial service (27 PCC 2d
nt 582): "

(1) With respect to local programming, a
range of 10-15% of the broadcast effort (in-
cluding 10-15% -in the prime time period,
6-11 p.n., when tho lurgest audience Is avail-
able to watch).

{i1) The proposed figure for news is 8-10%
for the network afMliate, -5% for the In-
dependent VHF station (including a figure of
8-10% and 5%, respectively, iu the prime
time period).

(1) In the public affairs area, the tenta-
tive figure is 3-5% with, as stated, a 3%
figure for the 6-11 p.n. time period.

Where o percentage range was proposed,
it was stated that the applicable per-
centage would depend on the station’s
revenues and market size. As a general
matter, it was also suggested that un-
profitable stations be exempted from
these tentative guldelines and so, inde-
pendent UHP stations were excluded un-

til such time as they became profitable.

operntions, the less likely the new spplicants
will file against them at renewal time * * ¢
Thus the public interest will be served by
the continuing eofforts of broadeasters to
minimize the chances of the filing of com-
peoting applications. Pollicy Statemient, supra,
22 FOC 2d at 420,

““It Is not possible to lay down any more
precise standards,” stated the Commission,
“since so much will depend on the particular
facts.” Pollcy Statement, supra, 22 FCC 2d
AL 420,

' The Poilcy Statement wns not so restric-
tive in scope, It Included comparative hear-
ings between lcensees and new applicants
for the same radio as well as television fa-
cilities in the same community, Where the
new applicant sought the use of fucilities in
another community, however, the Policy
Statement would not apply, for the essen-
tial comparison was not between the appii-
cants, Rather, it concerned the character-
istics of the communitics and their respec-
tive needs for s broadcast station. In such
cases, the principles of Section 307(b) of the
Act would govern the hearing.

* The figures proposad for the selected pro-
gram categories were based upon the Com-
mission’s judgment and experience as to
what should constitute substantial service
and upon o study of the composite week pro-
gram information set forth In commercial
television renewal applications for the years
1068-16870,

The high end of the range in each cale-
gory was to apply to renewal applicants
in the top 50 television markets with an-
nual revenues over $56 million, wheress
the low end would apply to stations
which were located outside those mar-
kets and which had snnual revenues to.
talibg less than $1 milllon. An appropri-
ate graduation within the suggested
ranges was left to be established for in-
termediately situated stations.

6. The Notice of Inquiry further
pointed out that the proposed program
guldelines were only prima facle indfcs-
tors of substantial service. They were not
concelved to be automatically definitive,
either for or against the renewal appli-
cant. If the renewal appleant did not
meet these program guidelines, it could
still be argued in the comparative hear-
ing that the overall service rendered was
substantial notwithstanding the sob-
standard quantitative performance in
the local and informed electorate pro-
gram areas, In the same veln, the satis-
faction of these guidelines would not
preclude an evidentiary showing that the
station’s past performance was not, in
fact, substantial—that the station had
not dealt with the issues of truly great
public concern or had fafled to serve
equitably and In good faith the needs
of significant groups within its service
area, Finally, it was noted that the pro-
gram guidelines, if adopted, would not
be fixed or Immutable, They would have
to be revisited at appropriate intervals
to determine, in light of experience and
changing conditfons. whether the
selected figures should be revised, up-
wards or downwards.

7. On June 11, 1971, the United States
Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit invalidated the Com-
mission’s 1970 Policy Statement, holding
that the bifurcated hearing procedure
ndopted by the Commission contravened
Section 309 of the Communications Act,
as Interpreted in Ashdacker Radio Corp.
v. F.C.C., 326 U.S. 327 (1945), by depriv-
ing the qualified new applicant of lis
right to a full hearing on the merits of
its applieation. Citizens Communications
Center v. F.C.C, 146 US. App. D.C. 32,
447 F. 24 1202, A policy providing that
the qualifications of challengers—no
matter how superior they may be—may
not be considered unless the licensee's
past performance Is found not to have
been substantially attuned to the needs
and interests of the community was, In
the Court's view, contrary to law. Ac-
cordingly, it was ordered that the Policy
Statement’s provisions not be applied to
any present or future comparative re-
newal proceedings. While it acknowi-
edged that “licensees should be judged
primarily on their records of past per-
formance,” the Court suggested that
superior, rather than substantial, per-
formance should be the standard of eval-
uation in a comparative renewal silus-
tion and that all relevant factors, such
ns the diversification of ownership of
mass media, independence from govern-
mental influence fn promoting First
Amendment objectives, the eliminstion
of excessive and Joud advertising, the
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delivery of quality programs, and the ex-
tent to which the incumbent has rein-
yested the profit of its license to the
srvice of the viewing and listening pub-
1ie! should be considered in determining
whether the renewal applicant had ren-
dered a superior service entitling it to a
“plus of major significance.” At the same
time, the Court stated (145 U.S. App.
DC. at 43, 44T F. 2d at 1212) :

+ ¢ + without Impinging at all upon the
Commission's substantive discretion in
weighing factors and granting licenses, our
nolding today merely requires the Commis-
slon to adhere to the comparative hearing
procedure which It has followed without fall
unce Ashbacker and which has rightly come
to be accepted by observers as a part of the
dus process owed to all mutually exclusive
spplications.

8. In & Further Notice of Inquiry
adopted on August 4, 1971, the Commis-
slon weighed the impact the Citizens case
had upon the instant proceeding and
concluded that the Court's decision re-
inforced, rather than obviated, the need
to seek out and quantify, at least In part,
o past performance entitling the renewal
applicant to a “plus of major signifi-
cance” in a comparative renewal situa-
tion, See 31 FCC 2d 443. While expréssing
some confusion as to the meaning as-
cribed by the Court to the term “su-
perior,” ™ the Commission found that
further attempts to redefine the differing
characterizations applied to the renewal
applicant's past performance were not
necessary. “What rather counts,” stated
the Commission, “are the guidelines ac-
tually adopted to indicate the ‘plus of
major significance’, the type of service
which, if achieved, is of such nature that
one can ‘* * * reasonably expect renewal’
e e 381 FCC 2d at 444, Thus, the
Commission Invited interested parties to
address themselves to the appropriate~
bess in this respect of the percentage
figures set forth in the prior Notice. Com-
ments directed to the other proposals and
1o the factors suggested by the Court in
the Citizens case were also encouraged.
In the latter regard, the Commission
acknowledged that while a general guide-
line directed to the relationship between
revenues and program expenditures had
earlier been considered, it was tentatively
concluded that the matter should be left
to exploration, as appropriate., in the
hearing process. In the same vein, the
Commission expressed its disbelief that
4 general standard could be formulated
Wwith respect to the diversification of con-
trol of the media of mass communica-
tons, That important factor, reasoned

' Another relevant criterion subsequently
l('!vmmed by the Court was the “integration
% minority groups into station operatign.”
Citlzenz Communications Center v. F.C.0.,
146 US. App. D.C. 410, 420, 463 F. 2d 822,
823 (1072),

- .'In Tesponse fo the original petitioners'
1u. ther request for relief, the Court on May 4,

D"ll. clarified ita eurlier opinion and indi-
Cated that the word “superior™ had been used
In 1ts ordinary dictionary meaning, namoly,
far above the ayerage.” Citizens Communi-
‘fations Center v, P.C.C., supra, 140 US.O.
APp. D.O. nt 420, 463 P, 24 at 823,
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the Commission, “is one which much be
evaluated on the facts of each case.” 31
FCC 2d at 445.

9. Second and Third Further Notices
of Inquiry in this proceeding were issued
by the Commission on October 9, 1973,
and November 30, 1973, respectively. See
43 FCC 2d 367 and 43 FCC 2d 822. In
the second Further Notice, the Commis-
sion noted that the parties who had pre-
viously participated in the inquiry had
basically addressed themselves to the
limited question of whether any quanti-
tative standards should be established to
define substantial service. To establish a
more complete record, the Commission
requested interested parties to comment
on the pragmatic problems arising from
the implementation of definitive guide-
lines in this area. Some problems specif-
ically noted by the Commission were the
categories of programming selected, the
precise definitions of those categories, the
relaitve merit of exact percentages or
percentage ranges to reflect substantial
service, and the applicability of the sug-
gested standards to varlous groups of
stations. In conjunction with this Notice,
a special questionnaire was issued to all
commercial television licensees in order
to elicit current data on the program
categories selected for the proposed per-
centage guidelines.” The tabulations,
based on these guestionnalres, were set
forth in the Third Further Notice.

Comments. 10, Apart from the gener-
ally accepted belief that past program-
ming performance {s the best evidence of
how a station has and will serve its com-
munity, the formal commentary received
in response to our Notices and the re-
marks of the parties who participated in
the oral argument before the Commis-
sion on May 4 and 5, 1972, do not reflect
a clear consensus of opinfon on any of
the matters explored in this inquiry. For
example, there Is marked disagreement
for various reasons regarding the pro-
posal to present local and informed elec-
torate programming during the prime
time hours of 6:00-11:00 p.m. Separate
prime time standards are opposed by Sta-
tion KFMB-TV, which argues that they
would Improperly interfere with the
ability of licensees to adapt to local con-
ditions. Storer Broadcasting Company
end the firm of Haley, Bader and Potts
principally object to such standards on
the ground that they would not serve
thelr intended purpose. It cannot be val-
idly assumed, argue these parties, that,
regardless of content or quality, the
scheduling of a program in prime
time will result in achieving a greater
audience, for experience has shown
that programming which lacks strong
popular entertainment value does not
draw n large audience during prime
time. It is also argued by renewal
parties that certain programming,
such s programs directed specifically
to farmers, to women, or to some other

particular population group, is not

1 Program information was requested for
the days comprising the Commission's 1974
composite week, See note 7, supra,
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well-suited for prime time viewing
and may be better received in the mom-
ing or early-afternoon rather than at
night, when a more heterogenous audi-
ence s available. KMSO-TV, Inc. and
Central Coast Broadcasters, In¢c. main-
tain that the imposition of prime time
program standards would destroy viewer
preference for network programming in
single station markets and deprive small
market television stations of a vital
gource of revenue. Similarly, WUAB,
Inc. contends that the required pres-
entation of fixed amounts of news and
public affairs programming in prime time
would impede the efforts of independent
UHF stations, which had begun to earn
& profit, to counter-program with respect
to network afliliate stations in the mar-
ket. To compel independent UHF sta-
tions to directly compete against the
news programs of the network affiliates or
the highly popular nefwork entertain-
ment programs would, submits WUAB,
disserve the public interest by eliminat-
ing diversity of programming and erod-
ing whatever financial stability the inde-
pendent UHF stations may have devel-
oped

11. Black Efforts for Soul in Television,
on the other hand, supports the proposal
to present local and informed electorate
programming during the prime time
hours of 6:00-11:00 p.m. The suggested
quantitative standards are necessary in
each program category, argues BEST, to
prevent such public interest programs
from being relegated to “graveyard”
hours where even the most interested
viewer would have difficulty seeing them
and where they would have only a mini-
mal effeect In Informing the electorate.
“Omitting a prime time standard,” states
the National Citizens Committee for
Broadcasting, “would defeat one of the
purposes of establishing programming
guidelines: to ensure dissemination of in-
formation and local service to a substan-
tial segment of the audience. * * *” NCCB
further submits that the reality of viewer
preference cannot be ignored—prime
time is the period when most people
watch television, when the public needs
will most need to be served, A somewhat
middle ground approach Is taken by sev-
eral other parties. In recognition of the
various time zones, the differing sched-
ules of the three major networks, and
the early evening and late nighttime tele-
vision viewing patterns, Spanish Inter-
nationnl Communications Corporation
would have the prime time hours begin
at 5:00 p.m, rather than 6:00 p.m., Mc-
Clatchy Newspapers would expand the
prime time period to include the 11:00 to
11:30 p.m. time segment, and Westing-
house Broadcasting Company would al-
low stations to designale any continuous
five-hour period beginning at either 5:30
pm. to 6:00 p.m., local time, as their
prime time viewing hours.

12. There is also a considerable diver-
gence of opinion with respect to the per-
centages initially proposed by the Com-
mission. Some parties suggest a single
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overall percentage for all stations, re-
gardless of the size of the market, reve-
nues, or network afiliation; others urge
a percentile range for different kinds of
stations based on a station’s overall
strength as measured by the American
Researchh Bureau’s Day-Part Average
Quarter Hourly Prime-Time Delivery
figures; ¥ and still others propose spe-
cific percentages keyed to various types
of programming for different kinds of
stations. KGUN-TV, meanwhlle, urges
that any programming guidelines that
may be adopted should be expressed in
terms of actual broadcast time devoted
to the preferred program categories.
With respect to the level of these per-
centages, Storer Broadeasting Company
and others argue that the figures pro-
posed by the Commission sre unrealisti-
cally high, pointing out that only one
per cent of the nation’s television sta-
tions meet a1l four proposed guldelines,
and 45 per cent do not meet any of the
four guidelines,” On the other hand,
Black Efforts for Soul in Television sub-
mits that the percentage levels proposed
reflect the broadeasters' current median
performance and should, therefore, be
substantially revised upwards, The more
current performance data which we ac-
quired in response to the Second Further
Notice of Inquiry (see paragraph B8,
supra) has contributed little to resoiving
the parties’ disagreement. For example,
the National Citizens Commitiee for
Broadcasting recommends the adoption
of a standard which would be applied
to the various station groupings sug-
gested by the Commission at levels ap-
proximating thelr respective 20th per-
centiles as shown In the Third Further
Notice. The National Association of
Broadcasters disagrees, contending that
the percentages chosen, if any, should
approximate the 80th percentile for each
group of stations. A number of parties
believe that the percentages that may
be chosen should approximately the me-
dian, whereas others disagree as (o
whether median percentages would be
too high or too low.

13. A more fundamental concern s
expressed by several parties who ques-
tion the Commission's professed author-
ity to establish quantitative standards
in the manner suggested In the initial
Notice, Metromedia, Inc. submits that the
adoption and imposition of quantitative
programming requirements would ex-
ceed the Commission's suthority, It is
argued that the quantitative guidelines
proposed herein are, in fact, program

# Consideration of such factors as staff
size, climate and topograpby, expansiveness
of service areas, and other ingredients of
small market broadcast operations are also
advocated by KMSO-TV, Inc, and the Rocky
Mountaln Broasdcasters Association.

# According to Storer, the Commission’s
statement in the Notice of Inquiry that “in
each of [the] categories, substantial num-
bers of broadcusters are meeting the pro-
posed guidellnes” was premised upon an
sveraging of the relevant stations' performe
ance in each program category, See 27 FCC
2d at 58I,
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controls or uniform nationwide program
edicts, which all licensees would com-
ply with in an effort to protect their li-
censes, Through the adoption of these
quantitative proposals, the Commission
would be prescribing programming per-
centages for future operation. Such ac-
tivity by governmental agency, submits
Metromedia, s countenanced neither by
the Communications Act nor by judi-
cial Interpretations of that federal stat-
ute, specifically Red Rion Broadcasting
v. F.C.C, 395 U.S. 367 (1969, which did
not bestow carte blanche program au-
thority upon the Commission. Iows State
University of Science and Technology,
the licensee of Station WOI-TV, Ames,;
Iowa, also has serious doubts concerning
the Commission's statutory and consti-
tutional authority to specify exactly how
much and what kind of programming a
renewal applicant must present if it is
to be found to have rendered a substan-
tial service to the public. According to
WOI-TV, the prohibition against Com-
mission censorship, which is set forth
in Section 326 of the Act, means that the
Commission may not substitute its own
judgment for that of its licensees and
compel the presentation of programs
which the Commission, but not neces-
sarily the licensee, deems to be in the
public Interest. WOI-TV further con-
tends that the suggested quantitative
program proposals not only substitute
the decision of the Commission as to
what and how much programming
serves the interest of the public receiving
fts station's signal,” but also necessarily
entail a prohibition agalnst the presen-
tation of other types of programming
within the limited broadcast week. In the
latter regard, the National Religious
Broadcasters, Inc., whose views are en-
dorsed by the Natlional Association of
Evangelicals, argues that to single out
any program category is to insure that
many licensees give primary attention
to the preferred categories, thereby re~
ducing or eliminating broadcast time for
other, less favored program categories.
For the Commission to exclude religious
programming from the categories which
would be considered in achieving prima
facle evidence of substantial program
performance would, in the NRB's view,
have a “chilling”" and constitutionally
impermissible effect upon the freedoms
gunranteed by the First Amendment,
NRB submits that a program service
that does not Include religlous program-

“To suggest the specific categories, the
minimum amount of broadcast time to be
allocated to each category, and the specific
hours of the day during which these favored
types of programs are t0 be oarried In order
to preserve the broadcaster's lcense from
challenge Is, in tho opinion of the North
Carolina Amociation of Broadoasters, n sub-
stantial Intrusion into the specific program
judgment of every affected television licens-
€e, In contravention of the First Amend-
ment and Section 328 of the Act. Similarly,
Southern Broadeasting Company feels that
there s no basis In law for the Commission's
imposition of rigid standards of specified
program percentages at designated times,

ming can be in the public interest, 1y
maintains, however, that whether to N
clude or exclude religlous programs from
a station's program fare is an Individug]
independent judgment of the leensee
based upon its knowledge of the nceds
and interests of the public it serves. 13
should not be a decision effectively man.
dated by an unwise Commission action,

Discussions. 14. As noted above, a num-
ber of participants In this proceeding
argue that the proposal for quantitative
program standards would draw uvs out-
side the bounds for our authority. We
disagree, though we appreciate the con-
cemns they express. In our Notice of In-
quiry we disclaimed any intention to
dictate the content or format of par-
ticular programs, and emphasized that
choosing local and informational pro-
gramming is 2 matter for each licensce's
Judgment, atter giving good faith atten-
tlon to the problems, needs, and inter-
ests of its station’s service area. We
recognized possible disadvantages of a
system of quantitative standards, but be-
lieved that they might foster the effec-
tiveness of the 1970 Policy Statement
and lend stability to a situation where
uncertainty was escalating. Accordingly,
we decided to explore the feasibility of
gquantifying & concept of substantial
service which, if met by a rencwal ap-
plicant, would normally call for renewal,
and whether the public interest bene-
fits flowing from such & corollary to the
1970 Policy Statement would warrant
our intrusion into an area where we have
always been reluctant to tread.

15. Our attention was originally fo-
cused on the effects of quantitative
standards on comparative renewal hear-
ings. However, many of the commenis
filed discuss the anticipated effects of
such standards outslde the hearing proc-
ess. It has become entirely clear that
whatever use standards would have In
hearings, they would also have a sub-
stantial effect generally. In fact, we be-
lieve that almost all licensees would
adopt our standards of substantial per-
formance as their own minimum stand-
ards. This would result in increased lev-
els of local, news, and public affairs pro-
gramming, since many stations now
broadcast lesser amounts of these pro-
gram types.

16. Some commenters, as indicaied,
applaud the expected increases in these
“favored” program categories as an im-
provement in broadcasters' public serv-
ice. However, many others maintain t}m'»
mere quantitative increases are an ilu-
sory gain, and that the intrusion oo
licensee discretion inherent In the
scheme argues against it. There is some
merit in each view. It is apparent that
the value of & program to the viewiog
public is dependent on many variables,
including the resources committed to 1t
production and its relation to audience
needs and Interests. Those stations that
{ncreased their support for local and in-
formational programming might well
upgrade their service. However, others—
through cholce or necessity—might only
spread their resources thinner, and re-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO, 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




duce the quality and value of such pro-
gramming. In short, increasing the
amount of this programming would not
necessarily improve the service a station
provides its audience. In any-event, we
nave no illusions that quantitative
standards would be other than an en-
croachment on the broad discretion 1i-
censees now have to broadeast the pro-
grame they belleve best serve their
sudiences. We do not believe such a re-
sult Is justified unless there are clear
and substantinl benefits accompanying
jt. We therefore turn to consideration
of the lkely effects of gquantitative
standards on the comparative hearing
FOCLSs.

4 17. For several years we have aimed to
streamline what we see s an unneces-
garily burdensome hearing process, One
apparent key to improvement was sim-
plifying the imporant determination of
whether an Incumbent had provided a
substantial program service. We there-
fore proposed quantitative standards as
a means of lending concreteness to the
otherwise imprecise concept of substan-
tial service. We recognized, however, that
a single standard could not equitably be
applied to all stations, and consequently
proposed o range of percentages for each
program category, with the appropriate
figure to be dependent on the factors de-
scribed above.

18, Unfortunately, the very flexibility
required for meaningful quantitative
standards reintroduces much of the un-
certainty we sought to avoid in the first
place. Were they in effect, selecting the
precise standards from the specified
ranges would itself be a point of conten-
tion between competing applicants. Fur-
ther, even once it were determined that
A station’s performance fell above or
below the appropriate standards, the
parties  would  iIndubitably dispute
Whether other factors overcame the
prima facie showing of substantial or
Insubstantial service. Thus, quantitative
standards do not appear to us to offer li-
tensees, competing applicants, or the
public any significantly greater certainty
45 to what level of preformance would
constitute substantial service. In addi-
tion, of course, even a clear history of
tubstantial service would not guarantee
renewnl, since any preference awarded
for it cannot terminate the hearing In
favor of the Incumbent licensee.

19. Quantitative standards also suffer
4 defect suggested earller, when we
pointed out that meeting them estab-

only a prima facle case of substan-
tial service. We rely chiefly on program
percentages and avold judging program
Quality per se, but there are certain quali-
tative aspects we must consider. This was
ustrated in an example we gave in
the Notice of Imquiry: “An applicant
ctould devote & most substantial percent-
hge of his time to public affairs, * * *
but with coverago solely of issues like
tanoe safety, rather than the issues that
are truly of ‘great public concern’ in the
irea.” We therefore look to the adequacy
of an applicant's ascertainment of com-
munity problems, needs, and interests,
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and to his programming in response to
them. While we afford a licensee great
discretion in selecting his responsive pro-
gramming, the adequacy of the program-
ming effort is obviously the sum of both
the amount and the nature of it. Since
quantitative standards cannot take such
important factors into account, they are
inherently deficient.

Conclusions. 20. To summarize, we be-
lieve that the quantitative program
standards under consideration here
would have effects in two aress. First,
they would artificially increase the time
most television stations devote to local,
news, and public affairs programming.
Such general increases were not our pur-
pose in this proceeding and would rep-
resent a restriction on licensees” program
discretion, a result we would eschew in
the absence of clear and substantial pub-
lie interest benefits, Licensees must pre-
sent a reasonable amount of local and in-
formational programming to justify re-
newal, but we are not convineed that the
government should impose on broadcast-
ers a national standard of performance
in place of independent programming de-
cisions attuned to the particular needs
of the communities served. Second, they
would not produce any significant im-
provement in the quality or efficiency of
our comparative renewal hearing process.
On the contrary, they might well compli-
cate the process further.

21. We set out to establish bench-
marks of substantial program service
which would warrant preferring an in-
cumbent licensee to a challenger, thereby
affording licensees a degree of certainty
as to programming performance they
would have to achieve to protect them-
selves against competing applicants.
After hearing two days of testimony and
considering hundreds of pages of com-~
ments on this subject, we conclude that
quantitative standards would not do
what we had hoped. They would not sim-
plify the hearing process, and they could
not offer a licensee any real assurance of
renewal, They are a simplistic, superfi-
clal approach to & complex problem, and
we will not adopt them.

22. While we have declded that quan-
titative program standards should not be
adopted and that this protracted inquiry
should be terminated, our efforts and the
endeavors of those who participated
herein have not been for naught. The
evaluation of the commentary developed
in this proceeding and the experience ac-
quired since 1971 In considering individ-
ual comparative renewal cases and in
reviewing the legislative proposals ad-
vanced in Congress have led this Com-~
mission to conclude that inadequacies of
the mechanism for comparing the in-
cumbent licensee and the new applicant
are symptomatic of the defects inherent
in the comparative renewal process itself,
In November 1976 we therefore recom-
mended to Congress the elimination of
comparative renewal hearings, stating:

Since the earilest broadcast legislation was
considered, Congress has favored a competi-
tive, privately run broadcast system oper-
ating free of government censorship of pro-
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gram content. On thoe other band, we have
rightfully viewed broadcssters as publie
trustees with obligations to serve the pub-
lic Interest and with no vested fnterest in
thelr assigned frequencles. The optimal bal-
ance between these values would produce o
renewal process that encourages licensee per-
formance with a minlmum of government
intrusion Into the broadcaster's program-
ming discrétion. The possibllity of n com-
parative renewal challenge has beon viewed
&8 an incentive operating to spur the broad-
caater toward the beat possible public sery-
ice performance.™ In view of the fact that
the comparative process has not and cannot
operate effectively for this purpose ™ and
since the subjectivity inherent In this proc-
ess carries with it an ever present threat of
undue government intrusion into broadoast-
er dixcretion, we belleve that the compara-
tive renewal should be abolished,
(Footnotes omitted.) ™

23. Until such time as the Congress
acts in this area, the Commission will
continue to resolve these renewal pro-
ceedings in a manner consistent with
the policles and practices set forth in
prior comparative renewal cases. As re-
flected In those cases, our focus will ini-
tially be upon the program service ren-
dered by the renewal applicant during
the preceding license term. The in-
cumbent lcensee’s past performance
achieved under the pressures and de-
mands of day-to-day operation in the
community, affords the Commission the
strongest and most reasonable basis on
which to determine whether the public
intérest will be served by its renewal.
Our past practice in this regard has been
to examine all elements of the licensee’s
past performance that bear upon its
service in the public interest. We agree
with the Court in MecClatehy Broad-
casting Co. that “[wlhere that interest
lles Is always a matter of judgment and
must be determined on an ad hoc basis.”
239 F. 2d 15 (D.C. Cir. 1956). Our prec-
edent in this ares further reveals some of
the issues that we have considered par-
ticularly relevant. In general, of course,
the licensee's responsiveness to the as-
certained problems and needs of its com-
munity, including minority interests and
concerns, remains central. See Ascertain-
ment of Communily Problems by Broad-
cast Applicants, 57 FCC 2d 418 (1878).
In RKO General, Inc. (KHJ-TV), 44
FCC 2d 123 (1973), a broad range of
issues was developed In the record, in-
cluding: news, public affairs and local
programming, as well as cultural, educa-
tional, foreign Ilanguage, prime time,
children’s agricultural and religious pro-
gramming. Clearly, there is no “form-
ula of general application” that can be
applied to &1l cases. Moreover, in the fu-
ture we expect that issues that are not
now considered fmportant will come to
the fore. Thus to a large extent par-
ticipants can raise, upon an appropriate
showing, any other relevant and sub-

¥ Report of the Pederal Communications
Commission to the Subcommittee on Com-
munications of the Committee on Interstate
and Forelgn Commerce [of the House of Rep-
reésentatives] Re the Comparative Renewal
Process, at page 41,
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stantial factors bearing upon the licen-
see’s past performance and the program
service that can be expected from that
licensee in the future. When presented
with comparative hearing cases in the
future, the Commission will have to con-
tinue to welgh all issues carefully and
make the public interest determinations
that cannot be foreshadowed today or
structured with mathematical precision.

24. As illustrated most recently in the
Daytona Beach, Florida case,” the re-
newal applicant must, therefore continue
to run on its record, and we believe that
that record should be measured by the
degree to which the licensee’s program
performance was sound, favorable, and
substantially above a level of mediocre
service which might just minimally war-
rant renewal. Where the renewal appli-
cant has served the public interest in
such & substantial fashion, it will be en-
titled to the “legitimate renewal ex-
pectancy” clearly “implicit in the struc-
ture of the [Communications] Act.”
Greater Boston Television Corporation v.
F.C.C, supra, 143 US, App. D.C. at 396,
444 F. 2d at 854. Thereafter, we will di-
rect our attention to the comparative
Tactors set forth in the 1965 Policy State-
ment, supra. While that policy statement
will otherwise govern the introduction
of evidence in the comparative renewal
proceeding, the weight to be accorded
the legitimate renewal expectancy of the
incumbent licensee and the significance
of other comparative considerations will
depend on the facts of the particular
case.

25, This approach leaves it to the
hearing process to determine—on a case-
by-case basis—which applicant would
best serve the public interest. Given the
comparative nature of the process, we
question whether any other result is
possible, since each case must be decided
on the record. That is, because each ap-
plicant is entitled to a full and complete
comparative hearing, the outcome of the
hearing must depend on the evidence
adduced, not on some absolute standard
set by the Commission.

26. Accordingly, it is ordered, That this

proceeding is terminated.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
CoMmMiIssioN ™'
VINCERT J. MULLINS,
Secretary,

AryeNoix A

Testimony was given or comments flled by
or on behalf of the following parties:

Action for Children’s Television

American Broadcasting Companlies, Inc
American Newspaper Publishers Assoclation
Professor Robert A. Anthony

Appalachian Broadceasting Corp.

Mrs, Robert Bartunek

Willlam H. Best III

Black Efforts for Soul in Television

Black Hawk Broadeasting Company

W Cowles Florida Broadeasting, Inc. (WESH~
TV), 60 PCC 2d 372 (1976), reconsideration
dented, PCC 77-1, released January 4. 1977,

“See attached Separate Statement of
Commissioners Hooks and Fogarty and State-
ment of Commissioner Quello.
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Capital Citles Communioations, Ine,

Central Coast Broadeasters, Inc,

Channel 3, Inc.

Chronical Broadcasting Co.

Colby and Tarrant

Columbia Broadeasting System, Ino,

Combined Communications Corporation

Combined Communications Corporation of
Kentucky, Inc.

Combined Communications Corporation of
Oklahoma, Inc.

Committee for Community Access

Committee for Open Media

Community Broadcasting Company

Community Coalition for Media Chango

The Corinthian Stations

Cornhusker Television Corporation

Council of Churches of Christ of Greater
Cleveland

Dempsey and Koplovits

Dudley Station Corporation

Eagle Broadcasting Company

Eugene Radio-Television, Ine,

The Evening News Association

Fetzer Broadeasting Company

Fetzor Television Corporation

Fidelity Television, Inc.

Fisher's Blend Station, Inc.

Florida Association of Broadcasters

Forum Communications, Ine,

General Electric Broadcasting Co,, Inc,

Geoorgla Assoclation of Broadcasters

Gill Industries

Golden West Broadeasters

Haley, Bader & Potts

Hampton Roads Television Corporation

Idaho Association of Brondcasters

Institute for Broadcasting Pinancial Manage-
ment, Inc,

Iowa State Universily of Science and Tech-
nology

KAKE-TV and Radio, Inc.

Koy Television, Inc.

EMSO-TV, Inc,

KOOL Radio-Television, Ine,

Koteen & Burt

KTAR Broadcasting Company

J. Jerome Lackamp

Leake TV, Inc,

Loe Enterprises, Incorporated

Louisiana Assoclation of Broadcasters

McClatchy Newspapers

Meredith Corporation

Metromedis, Inc,

Midecontinent Broadcasting Co.

Arna Mueller

National Assoclation for Better Broadeasting

National Association of Broadossters

National Assoclation of Evangelicals

National Black Medin Coalition

National Broadcasting Company, Inc.

National Citizens Committes for
onsting

National Religious Brondcasters, Ino,

Nationwide Communications, Ine.

Nebraska Broadepasters Association

Norbertine Pathers

North Alabama Broadcasters, Inc.,

North Carolina Assoclation of Broadcasters

Office of Communication of the United
Church of Christ

The Orion Stations

Palmer Broadeasting Company

Poninsula Brosdcasting Corparation

Post-Newsweek Stations

Quincy Broadeasting Company

Ranchland Broadeasting Co., Inc.

REKO General, Inc,

Rock Island Broadcasting Co.

Rocky Mountain Broadeasters Assoclation

Rust Craft Broadeasting of New York, Inc,

Sabine Broadoasting Company

Scranton Broadcasters, Ino,

Screen Goems Stations, Ino,

Sonderling Broadeasting Corp.

South Carolina Assoclation of Broadeastoers

Southern Broadeasting Company

Southwest Oregon Television Brondcasting
Corporation

Broad-

Spanish Internationsl Communications Core
poration
Rev. Donald Stockford
Storer Broadcasting Company
Stuart Broadeasting Company
Tennessoe Association of Brondeasters
Time-Life Broadcast, Ino,
Tribune Publishing Co,
United States Department of Justice
United States Office of Economlo Opportunity
Universal Communications Corporation
WAPA-TV Broadeasting Corporation
WBEN, Inc,
WEBNS-TV, Inc.
WOAR, Inc.
WDSU-TV, Inc,
Welfare Rights Organization
Westinghouse Broadeasting Company, Inc.
WQOAL Television, Ine,
WHP, Inc,
WJIAQC, Incorporated
WEKY Television System, Inc,
WLAC-TV, Inge,
WLEY-TV, Ino.
WNJIU-TV Broadcasting Corporation
WOC Broadeasting Company
Wometco Skyway Broadcasting Company,
Ino.
WPIX, Inc,
WPTA-TV, Inc.
WUAB, Inc,
STATIONS

KCAU-TYV, Sloux City, Iowa
KPIZ-TV, Fond du Lac, Wisconsin
KRMB-TV, San Diego, Californin
KGUN-TV, Tucson, Arizona

KIIX, Fort Collins, Colorado
KJEO-TV, Fresno, California
EMEX-TV, Los Angeles, California
KMTV, Omaha, Nebraska
KOAA-TV, Pueblo, Colorado
KOSA-TV, Odessa, Texas

KRGV, Weslaco, Texas

KTSB-TV, Topeka, Kansas
KWEX-TV, S8an Antonlo, Texas
EZTV, Corpus Christi, Texas
WAFB-TV, Baton Rouge, Louisians
WAKR-TV, Akron, Ohlo

WCIA, Champaign, Ilinois

WCTV, Thomasville, Georgia
WDAM-TV, Laurel, Mississippl
WHNB-TV, New Britain, Connecticut
WICD, Champaign, Tllinois

WICS, Springfield, Illinois

WJIBF, Augusta, Georgis
WENX-TV, Saginaw, Michigan
WERG-TV Mobile, Alabama
WLTV, Miaml, Florida

WMBD-TV Peoria, Illinols

WMTV, Madison, Wisconsin
WNOE-TV Columbia, South Carolina
WRAU-TV Peorin, Tllinols
WSAU-TV Wausau, Wisconsin
WSIL-TV Harrisburg, Illinois
WSPA-TV Spartanburg, South Carolina
WTOK-TV Meridian, Mississippl
WTRF-TV Wheeling, West Virginia
WITVO, Rockford, Iilinois

WXTV, Patterson, New Jersey

SEPARATE STATEMENT OF COMMISSIONERS BN~
JaMiN L. Hooxs anp Josery R. FOGARTY

In Re: Docket 19154, Formulation of Poli-
cies Relating to the Broadoast Renewol Ap-
plicant, Stemming from the Comparative
Hearing Process,

The most accurate way to describe the situ-
ation with respect to comparative renewals
1s, to borrow from Sir Winston Churchill,
thiat It s a riddle within an enigma within @
conundrum. The riddle: by what standards
15 & renewnl applicant to be measured. The
enigma; by what standards is o renewal chal-
lenger to be measured. The ultimate conui~
drum of course 15, even assuming the umb"
lshment of such respective standards, 1ow
can there be constructed a matrix which can
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pe used to ratiopally measure and compare
two largely unrelatable properties: an em-
pirical property (an existing record) and an
a priori property (a set of applicant pledges).
The present statutory scheme which now un-
arguably compels such comparisons' may
well demand the sort of classic “spples and
granges” similization which makes the stat-
ute tmposaible to administer In any peorfect
fashion

Indeed, many deft and scholarly minds
nave addressed this condition and declared
the patient incurable.*

The majority {5 understandably frustrated
by its nability to resoive this complex equa-
ton systematically, and thus, In & meta-
phoric senge, it throws its bands In the alr
and 1ts fate 1o the meorcy of the legisiature.
It essentially declares the statutory scheme
sdministratively unworkable and says that
no intelligible standards belng possible, It
will sdopt none and will Instead decide fu-
ture comparative cases on an ad hoc basis
without benefit of pre-announced guidelines,
smve occastonal reference to our 1065 Pollcy
Statement on ‘Comparative Broadcast Hear-
ings. (see infra.)

Although that may be one pragmatic
answer, it is not necessarily the only or the
best answer to an admittedly deep dilemma,
In fact, given that an administrative agency
i required to Justify its actions on some ra-
tional basis, any future decision in a com-
parative renewal case which smacks of & “seat
of the pants” approach and judgment will be
susceptible to appellate reversal. See John-
ston Broadeasting Co. v. FCC, 175 F.2d 351
(1940) (comparative applicants must be
measured on all “material differences™ and
the cholce must go to the “better qualified™).

Therefore, and In full appreciation of the
conceptual difficulties involved, it behooves
the Cornmission to do all that is conceivable
to develop and enunciate the actual stand-
ards it intends to employ in its analytical
process; that Is an unavoldable legal duty.
There Is no doubt that any criteria developed
In this amorphous area will be to some de-
gree imperfect, Nor is there any doubt that
such standards, of necessity, will be to some
extent subjective or that in the final analysis
Ruy pelection between competing candidates
for n license will have to rely heavily on
Judgmenta) elements not given to rigid ob-
lectification, Notwithstanding, and unless
und until the problem s addressed by legls-
iture, we are flatly compelled to develop
fame reasonable comparative process so that
the public as well as our regulatecs have bet-
Tér notice of the ground for our judgments,

HENEWAL APPLICANT KECORD

To this end, as we seo It, there neods first
Y be defined the elemental criterin by
Whlch we nseess a renewal applicant’s record.
Ar wo have been told by the judiciary, it is
literally” on that record that the venewal
ipplicant runs. Oflce of Communications of
the United Church of Christ v. FCO, 389

Sl

47 USQO, Sections 300 (a) and (e). See
:na Ashbacker Radio Corp. v. FCO, 328 US,
~27.|1945»; Citizens Communications Center
v, l'(‘(.‘ M7 P, 24 1202 (1972).

; Por an engrossing history of the compara-
:“f‘ process, and overlooking the wry colora-
‘o0, see the exhaustive dissent of former
("f;pxm'.momr Glen O. Robinson In Cowles
:’.-urldr'a~Broadct\atl|xg. Ine,, 60 FOC 2d 372 at
35 11976). After a thoroughgolng review of
our comparatives processes, Commissioner
R_obx::san Bl#0 conaigns the system to the
;f?:zﬁﬂl\p and suggests, Instead, licensing by
u:n: ¥ iﬂmt result, however, strikes us moro
5 & little dicey and the odds on its adop-

on are about the same as those on the Eas-
ter Bunny in the Preakness,

NOTICES

F.2d 094 (1968). And, as the majority car-
rectly notes, we have been told that a “meri-
torlous licensee” should not lose its license
absent sound public policy reasons. Mafortiy
Order, para. 3 (citing Greater Boston Tele-
vision Corporation v. FCC, 444 P2d 841
(1870)). C/. Chicago Federation of Lebor v.
Federal Redio Commission, 41 F2d 422
(1930). Moreover, the Greater Boston doc-
trine was both endorsed and reinforced by
Citizens Communications Center v. FOC, 447
F.24 1201 (1070) whereln the court declared
that a renewal applicant demonstrating a
“superior” record should be accorded “a plus
of major significance” In any comparative
context. Specifically, the court sald: (447
F.2d at 1218, footnote 35):

The court recognizes that the public Iself
will suffer if incumbent licensees cannot rea-
sonably expect renewal when they have ren-
dered superior service. Given the incentive,
an incumbent will naturally strive to achieve
a4 level of performance which gilves him &
clear edge on challengers at renewal time.
But If the Commission falls to articulate the
standards by which to judge superior per-
formance, and If it Is thus impossible for an
incumbent to be reasonably confident of re-
newal when he renders superior performance,
then an incumbent will be under an unfor-
tunate temptation to lapse Into mediocrity,
to seek the protection of the crowd by
eschewing the creative and venturesome in
programming and other forms of public serv-
ice. The Commission in rule making proceed-
ings should strive to clarify in both quanti-
tative and qualitative terms what constitutes
superior service.

A, "QUANTITATIVE" RENEWAL STANDARDS

Thus, before any scale of licensee perform-
ance can be prescribed, it is clear that the
elements on which we will “score"” a renewal
applicant must be clearly established. Put-
ting mside all comparative aspects for the
moment, It {5 an open secret that by delega-
tion of authority to the staff, the rough rule
of thumb employed by the Commission to
gauge ordinary licensee renewability is our
“B-1-85" rule. That is, any licensee which does
not propose, in aggregate annual amounts of
program time, at least (a) 5% news, (b) 1%
public affalrs and (¢) 5% other non-enter-
tainment programming has the onus of
explaining to us the reason(s) for the
"deficiencies.”

Some have suggested, therefore, that the
ansgwer to the Cifisens Invitation is simply
to have the Commission construct a gradu-
ated performance curve predicated on the
"6-1-5" index and designate progressively
higher levela within those selective program
areas In accordance with an sscending con-
Hinuum of superiatives, Eg., 6-2-6, "good”
7-3-17, “better,” 8-4-8 and above, “superior.”

However attractively simple that formula
might appear, 1t 158 obvious that such a
primitive callbration suffers from two prin-
cipal and probably fatal deficiencies. One, it
rests tenuously on the subjective and highly
dubjous proposition that the entirety of a
Heensee's overall obligations can be measured
solely by the raw time It has devoted to three
rather narrow programming categories. And,
two, it would likely escalate Into a potentially
ad absurdam inflation of the regnant norm.

With respect to the first drawback, sub-
Jectivity, the learned Chlef Judge of the D.C.
Circuit Court of Appeals, the Hon. David L.
Bazelon perhapa sald it best when in a recent
opinion he observed: “Comparing amounts
of programming types alred, not only re-
quires qualitative Judgments In categorizing
the programs, but would also scem to be a
crude measure of the public interest.™
N.COB. v. FOO, oo . 2d ..., «uc. DC.
Cir, No. 75-1064, (released March 1, 1977),
slip op. at 40, A literal reading of that opinion
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nlso suggests that any such qualitative
analysis may run afoul of a broadcaster’s
First Amoendment rights in the first instance
and we cannot completely overlook the
possible constitutional implications.

With t to the second aspect, escala~
tion, there is no denying that any perform-
ance “floor” we establish in terms of a
performance gradation would quickly con-
vert the “superior” into de rigueur, While
this might very well upgrade the overall lovel
of non-entertainment programming, it is
largely inapposite to and unhelpful with our
immediate problem, viz, a mechanism for
contrasting the past programming record of
an existing licensee with the promises of o
new #pplicant, The nexus is, at best, remote,
Thus, wo concur with the majority in re-
fusing to adopt the “quantitative standards"
Lest as proposed.

B, TRADITIONAL COMPARATIVE STANDARDS

Hence, acknowledging the critical short-
comings of & pure “quantitative standards”
maeth ., many would suggest simply
falling back on those standards set forth in
our 1665 Policy Statement on Comparative
Broadeast Hearings, 1 FCC 2d 3638 (1865), as
a sultable benchmark, However, there Is no
getting around the fact that the 1965 Polley
Statement was evolved to compare two (or
more) competing applicants for a new facili-
ty and does not contemplate an advantage
to any party on the basis of a meritorious
record of performance, The 1865 Policy
Statement, rather, assigns competitive values
to ownership and organizational structure
while the courts have told us that “a renewal
applicant . . . must literally ‘run on {ts
record.”™ Office of Communications of the
United Church of Christ v, FCC, 350 F. 2d at
1007; and agaln, the superior applicant is to
be given a “leg up" over its adversaries,
Accordingly, as we read these principles, a
renewal applicant demonstrating only aver-
age performance must be compared on the
full gamut of predictive factors, and we have
no particular dispute with that course of
events, Thus, all that remains for us to
effectuate the courts’ edicts Is to define and
clarify the criteria by which we evaluate a
broadecast record in order to determine
whether n licensee’s past performance en-
titles it to legitimate expectation of renewal.

A POBSISLE ALTERNATIVE: THE “COMPREHENSIVE
OVERVIEW" APPROACH

Having eschewed the so-called "quantita-
tive standards” approach, we belleve there
neods to be devised a system that to the
extent feasible:

(n) Measures the totality of licensee re-
sponilveness to its fLduclary role scoording
to objectively oriented guldelines.

(b) Allows for the appropriate recognition
of meritorious past broadeast records, and

(¢) Permits a challonger to polnt out de-
ficlencles and offenses In a current loensee's
record and its own ability to surpass that
record in all foreseeable likelihood,

To that end, we believe that there should
be articulated an outline of those positive
activities engaged in by llcensees which could
evidence a strong commitment to the public
Interest responsibilities that accompany the
broadeasting privilege. Such a conceptunl 1ist
should Include not only those codified duties
that form the threshhold for any bare accept-
ability test, but those that go appreciably
beyond our minimum requirements. More-
over, for purposes of taking cognirance of
conduct that is In the truest sense "supe-
rior,” the lst should fully include those ac-
tivities that demonsirate an awareness of
and sensitivity to community problems,
needs, tastes, and interests above and beyond
those strictly amenable to regulatory super-
vision. By these, we mean those activities
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which evince a full intsgration into the
affalrs of the community and the licensee's
attompts through fis Heensed medium to call
attention to problems, to suggest answers, to
educate the electorate, to serve minority
groups, to recognize and respond to the needs
of the large children's audience—Iin short—to
NMuminate, to entertain, to enlighten, to
upMee,

In that connection, there Is attached
hereto a pessible checklist of typleal licensee
activities, g and otherwise, upon
which we could conceivably ovaluate Ii-
censoes and provide tho public with a com-
prehensive schedule of those clements we
would jook to In reviewing a licensee's total
efforts to serve the community in accordance
with the highest standarda anticipated of a
fiduciary. (See Attachment A). There Is no
intention here that the Commission keep a
“running score” on individual broadcasters
over one or more license terms; the list would
serve simply as s yardstick by which, in a
comparative renewal setting, a lcensee's
efforts could be evidenced, If, in contrast to
the average station In its class, a licensee
demonstrated service to its community in the
most dedicatod and conscientious manner ac-
cording to the specified eclements, that -
censee would be awarded the “plus of major
significance™ adverted to ante.

Many will find that most of the compaonent
elements on the sample list are not entirely
new but rather comprise a host of items
which are now routinely noticed by the Com-
mission or are routinely supplied by lcensees
in comparative proceedings anywny. They re-
flect, 1% is believed, m componite of those
fundamental oactivities common—more or
less—to all television broadeast stations; and
in fact, the particular sctivities described
.may be more familiar to ltconsces than o
the Commission itself,

While this suggested checkilst is not in-
tended to be definitive and public comment
on improvements would bo most welcome, it
does nt, we belleve, & resacnable
attempt to objectify and to a certain extent
quantify what until now has been a prooess
of slmost absolute subjectivity.

CONCLUSION

Although, regrettably, the cbjectification of
renowal standards does not and cannot re-
move us from the thorny thicket of further
comparative dellberations, it is, we belleve, a
possible step in the right direction. Because
until some method is establiahed of rationally
evaluating a rencwal applicant’s perform-
ance, there 1s no possible way to begin to
award the “plus” to which a superior appll-
cant Is properly entitled,

Moreover, we so¢ no reason why a licensee
which has rendered clearly meritorious serv-
jce and whose record iz free of any signifi-
cant Infractions should ever have to worry
about belng displaced by another party. In
the real world, our experience has been that
the spectre of comparative renewals is a
threat most frequently to those locensees
which have fallen significanty short of the
right to be called superior, howaver that
standard is defined. While the comparative
renewnl process s unquestionably a some-
what cumbersome method to spur licensees
to the excellence we all would expect, it does
have the advantage over more Draconlan
measures and deep regulatory involvement
which might bo the only sultable alternative
to the comparative process.

In conclusion, although we concur with
the majority to the extent that it rejects the
“quantitative standards™ approach ss pro-
posed, we do not at this time call for Con-
gressional abrogation of the comparative
process and have proffered a possible alternn-
tive by which to effect our public interest

NOTICES

mandate in accordance with our understand-
ing of the presont state of the law and to
make our ad hoo decisions more predictable,
orderly and reasonabile,

Arrpxmx

HYPOTHETICAL TELEVISION RENEWAL
cHECKLIST

A sample of what cloments such a Check-
115t might contaln are the following:

A. Programming Proctices, 1. Amount of
time devoted to:

o. News and public affairs,

b, Childrens programming,

¢. Local programs attuned to needs, prob-
lems and interests as adduced In ascertain-
ment survey,

d. Programs primarily directed to racial
and cultural minorities,

e, Programa relating to controversial iassues
of public importance and editorial program-

L. Opportunity for public response to con-
troversial issues and editorials,

g Public service announcements and
amount thereof devoted to local community
affatrs,

h. Pre-emption of network entertalnment
for other material.

2. Amount of the above presented in Prime
Viewing Hours

B. Commercial Practices. 1. Overall average
of commercial content

a. Reduction of such levels during chil-
drens programs
b. Clustering (or other techniques) to avold
poervasive advertising directed to children

Conformance with appropriate codes re-
specting kinds and varieties of unsuitable
advertising.

3. Rejection of decoptive or misleading ad-
vertisements,

a. Confarmity with all Federal Trade Com-
mission guldelines and ndvisories on ads.

4. Responsiveness to official (federal, state,
local) sgencies engaged In consumer protec-
tion.

C. Employment, Management and Owner=
ship Practices, 1. Employment and manage-
ment profile reflective of community demo-
graphics:

o, Conformance with rules of FCC, EEOC,
und other federal, state and other local equal
employment agencies.

2. Minority and female representation on
board of directors and other management
bodies.

3. Training and recrultment of minority
and female personnel.

4. Efforts to attract minority equity In
ownership (where spplicable) .,

5. Investment in improvement of facilities,
personnel and service,

D. Community Involvement. 1. Extent of
ascertalnmont offorts,

2. Pacllitation and enco! nt of con-
tinuous dialogue with public and public in-
terest groupe.

3. Adherence to agreements with citizens
and groups,

4. Participation in local affairs,

a. Service to charity and educational
boards by s,

b. Involvement in civic affairs,

¢. Provision of facilities, equipment, ox-
pertise and other resources to the publie.

5. Commission examination of complaints
and/or commendations from community
during license term.

on this checklist are not

Ny plete or those favored by
Commissioners Hooks and Fogarty, but rep-
resent a compendium of some of the major
clements suggested by the public, publie in-
terost groups and the legislature,

' The elements

STATEMENT OF
CoxmissioNgs James H, Quriio

In Re¢: Broadcast Comparative Hearing
Policy Statement.

I support the majority poaltion in contin.
uing our present policy in comparative re.
newal cases. My support 1s based less on phil.
osophical grounds than upon practical ones
It is clear to me that, absent Congressional
action, comparative renewal procoedings are
& fact of life and no objective standards, re-
gardless of how they might be framed, =i
serve to obviate such proceedings under cur.
rent interpretations of the court,

1 want to make it clear that I view thiy
jssue as & technical one, however, and 1 do
not regard it as an fmplication that the Com-
mission s satisfled with current levels of
public service by all the broadcasting Indus.
try. My personal view {a that public service
standards could, and should, be higher and
that more time and effort should be devotad
1o local programming—including public af.
falts and news programming during hours
which attract the largest audiences. I a¥sy
believe that more attention ghould be devoted
to the production and scheduling of publis
service announcements in TV prime time or
radio “drive' time to reach a large audlence
and ensure effectiveness, Bstablishment of
rigid rules to force public service perform-
ance would probably be a misuse of govern.
mental authority, However, such perform-
ance, or lack thereof, will recelve considerable
welight In my personal future deliberations
in renewnl cases,

|PR Doc. 10819 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am)

CENLA BROADCASTING CO., INC. AND
UNITED COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Applications for Construction Permit
Adopted: April 4, 1977,
Released: April 11, 1977.

Tn re applications of Cenla Broadcast-
ing Company, Inc., Alexandria, Louisi-
ana, Req: 93.1 MHz, Channel 226; 100
KW (H & V);: 790 ft. (H & V); (Docket
No. 21151, File No. BPH-0495), United
Communications, Inc., Alexandria, Lou-
isiana, Req: 93.1 MHz, Channel 226; 100
kW (H & V) ; 810 ft. (H & V), (Docket No.
21152, File No. BPH-9648), for con-
struction permit.

1. The Commission, by the Chiel,
Broadcast Bureau, has before it the
above-captioned applications of Cenla
Broadcasting Company, Inc. (hercin-
after “Cenla”) and United Communica-
tions, Inc. (hereinafter “United™, both
seeking a construction permit for o new
FM broadcast station in Alexandris,
Louisiana. Requesting the same chan-
nel, these applications are mutually ¢xX-
clusive,

2. In Exhibit CN-I-a of its applica-
tion, Cenla stated that *(t)he industrisl
life of Alexandria-Pineville and the sur-
rounding area is based upon asgricuiture
and its related activities * * *. Along with
agriculture, commercial fresh-water fish-
ing is also a thriving business”. By letter
dated March 29, 1976, Commission stafl
advised Cenla that Its community leader
survey omitted representatives of the
fishing industry. This omission was not
corrected by Cenla's amendment of April
28, 1976. Although the amendment re
ported numerous additional interviews
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gith community leaders, representa-
tives of the fishing Industry were not
smong them. Question and Answer 16 of
the Commission’s Primer on the Ascer-
tainment of Community Problems by
proadcast Applicants, 27 FCC 2d 650
(1871), indicates that an ascertainment
showing is defective if leaders of a sig-
nificant group comprising the fommunity
are not consulted. An appropriate issue
will therefore be specified.

3. Question and Answer 6 of the Primer
require an applicant to ascertain the
problems of major communities which
are outside the city of license, within 75
miles of the transmitter, and which the
applicant undertakes to serve. Question
and Answer 7 provides that as certain-
ment in such communities may consist
of consultations with leaders who can be
expected to have & broad overview of
community problems, In the alternative,
i an applicant chooses not to serve such
& community, it must explain why. These
requirements were pointed out to Cenla
by Commission staff letter of March 29,
1676. Figure K of Cenla’s application in-
dicates that Ferriday, Louisiana, is
within Cenla's proposed 1 mV/m contour
and is less than 75 miles from its pro-
posed transmitter. In 1970, Ferriday's
population was 5,239. Considering the
size of the proposed city of license (41,657
In 1970), Perriday is & major community
as contemplated by Questions and An-
swers 6 and 7. As Cenla bhas neither in-
terviewed “broad overview™ leaders in
Perridey nor explained why it does not
intend to serve the community, an issue
will be specified.

4. A similar defect appears in United’s
pscertainment showing with respect to
Ferriday and the Louisiana community
of Winnfield, whose 1970 population was
7142, Both communities are located
within United's proposed contours and
within 76 miles of its proposed transmit-
ter site, and an issue on this point is
required.

5. Commercial fishing, cited as eco-
nomically important by Cenla, also goes
inmentioned in the ascertainment show-
Ing of United. Although advised by Com-
mission staff letter of March 29, 1976, of
the need for economic data, United’s de-
soription of the composition of Alex-
andria says nothing about fishing, and
no representatives of the Industry are
listed In connection with the community
lgadnr survey. In accordance with Ques-
tions and Answers 13(a) and 16, an issue
will be specified.

6. Prior to its amendment of March 4,
1977, United proposed to finance con-
struction and operation with $16,400 paid
in by stock subseribers and a $187,000
line of credit from SCDF Investment
Corporation. The March 4 amendment,
however, withdrew reliance upon the
SCDF funds. United has therefore dem-
Onstrated the BVMlabuity of only 518.400.
Although the absence of information
Pertaining to costs of capital precludes
‘ﬁlfulntioxx of United’s total financial re-
‘}}Ul_lcmont. the funds now available
fourly are vastly inadequate; United's

T payment on equipment alone re-
(llruw“ $37.312. ‘A financial issue will
ierefore be Included.

NOTICES

7. United proposes a specialized format
of predominantly black-oriented pro-
graming. Cenla, In contrast, proposes
general market programing, The relative
need for these different types of pro-
graming will be considered under the
standard comparative issue, Ward L,
Jones, FCC 67-82 (1967); Policy State-
ment on Comparative Broadcast Hear-
ings, 1 FCC 2d 303, footnote 9 at 37
(1985),

8. Except as indicated by the issues
specified below, the applicants are qual-
ified to construct and operate as pro-
posed. Because they are mutually ex-
clusive, they must be designated for
hearing in a consolidated proceeding.

9. Accordingly, it is ordered, That pur-
suant to section 309(e) of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, as amended, the
above-captioned applications are desig~
nated for hearing in a consolidated pro-
ceeding, at a time and place to be spec-
ified In a subsequent Order, upon the
following issues:

(1r To determine the efforts made by
the applicants to ascertain the commu-
nity needs and problems of the proposed
service area, in the following respects:

{n) Whether Cenla Broadeasting Company
dne.’s showing omits consultations with lead-
ers of the commercial fishing industry, s
signifionnt group in the community,

(b) Whether Cenla Broadeasting Com-
pany Inc, has complied with questions and
answers 6 and 7 of the Primer with respect
to the community of Ferriday, Loulsiana.

(¢) Whether United Communications, Ine,
has complied with questions and answers
0 and 7 of the Primer with respect to the
communities of Ferriday and Winnfeld,
Louisiana,

(d) Whether United Communications,
Inc.'s showing omits consultations with lead-
ers of the commercinl fishing (ndustry, a
significant group In the community.

(2) To determine, with respect to
United Communications, Inc.:

(a) The amount of funds required to con-
struct the proposed station and operate it
for one year without revenues;

(b) The source and avallablility of funds
in excess of $16,400;

(c) Whether, in light of the evidence ad-
duced pursunnt to (n) and (b) above, the
applicant s financially qualified to con-
struct and opernte a4 proposed.

(3) To determine which of the pro-
posals would, on a comparative basis,
better serve the public interest.

4) To determine, in light of the evi-
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing
issues, which, if either, of the applica-
tions should be granted.

10. It is further ordered, That, to avail
themselves of the opportunity to be
heard, the applicants herein, pursuant
to § 1.221(¢) of the Commission's Rules,
in person or by attorney, shall, within
20 days of the mailing of this Order,
file with the Commission, in triplicate,
a written appearance stating an inten-
tion to appear on the date fixed for the
hearing and present evidence on the
issues specified in this Order.

11. It is further ordered, That the ap-
plicants herein shall, pursuant to section
311{(a) (2) of the Communications Act
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of 1934, as amended, and § 1.584 of the
Commission’s Rules, give notice of the
hearing (either individually or, if feasi-
ble and consistent with the Rules,
jointly), within the time and in the
manner prescribed in such rule, and
shall advise the Commission of the pub-
lication of such notice as required by
§ 1.594(g) of the Rules.
Frpegal,. COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,

WarLrace E, JOHNSON,
Chief, Broadcast Bureau,

IFR Do¢.77-10818 Filed 4-12-77.8:45 am])

|RM-2678 |
KNBA INC.

Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast
Stations (Vallejo, California)

Adopted: April 6, 1977,
Released: April 11, 1977,

By the Chief, Broadcast Bureau: 1.
The Commission has under consideration
a petition for rule making filed on March
29, 1976, by KNBA, Inc., licensee of day-
time-only AM Station ENBA, Vallejo,
California, requesting amendment of the
FM Table of Assignments, Section 73.202
(b) of the Commission's Rules, by the
assignment of Class B Channel 241 at
Vallejo, California, as its first FM as-
signment. This proposal would require
the following changes to existing as-
signments;: (1) The substitution at
Scramento, of Class B Channel 229 for
Class B Channel 241, presently occupied
by Station KCTC(FM) ; (2) the substitu-
tion at Roseville, California, of Channel
280A for Channel 228A, currently oc-
cupied by Station KPIP(FM); (3) the
substitution at Chico, California, of
Class B Channel 256 for Class B Channel
229, presently licensed to Station KFMF
(FM) ; (4) the substitution at Yuba City,
California, of Channel 249A for Chan-
nel 280A, presently occupied by Station
KHEX(FM); and (5) the substitution
at Oroville, California, of Channe] 269A
for Channel 249A, on which an applica-
tion is pending.’

2. Two oppositions to KNBA's petition
were timely filed, one by Kelly Broad-
casting Company, licensee of EKCTC
(FM), Sacramento, California, and one
by Cascade Broadcasting, licensee of
Station KHEX(FM), Yuba City, Cali-
fornia. One opposition was filed twenty
days late by Radio KPOP, licensee of
Station KPIP(FM), Roseville.* These

‘An application, BFH-10031, for » con-
struction permit for Channel 2494 at Oro-
ville was submitted by Oroville Radio, Ing,
on June 29, 1876,

' KNBA filed o Motion to Dismiss or Strike
Radlo KPOP's Opponition because it was
Inte filed and as such was In violation of
Section 1405 of the Commission's Rules.
Radio KPOP thereafter filed a Motion to
Dismiss KNBA'S "Motlon to Dismiss  or
Strike” or In the alternative that Radio
KPOP's opposition be considered ns an in-
formal objection, However, wa do not belleve
that it s necessary to resolve these proce-
dural tssues In view of the fact that, aside
from the points made in the KPOP filing.
the KNBA proposal requires denial,

13, 1977
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oppositions argue that the Commission
should not propose the assignment of
FM Channel 241 at Vallejo Tor the fol-
lowing reasons: (1) KNBA's proposed
assignment would serve no need compel-
ling enough to justify changing FM
channel assignments of four existing
licensees: ¢2) the proposed change of
channels would work an extreme hard-
ship on the four existing licensees, es-
pecially to KCTC(FM), Sacramento,
which would receive interference on its
new channel from “super-power’” Sta-
tion KFYE(FM), Fresno; (3) KNBA has
not demonstrated its ability to reimburse
the four FM licensees for the costs of
shifting their stations’ channels; and
(4) KNBA has not shown whetheér any
Class A FM channels are available for
assignment to Vallejo in lieu of the pro-
posed Class B channel or why it would
be in the public interest to assign o
Class B FM channel to serve Vallejo
rather than such a Class A channel.
KNBA responded to these arguments in
a timely filed reply in which ENBA al-
leged that Vallejo needs the service and
is a large enough community under the
Commission’s population criteria to be
entitled to two FM assignments. More-
over, KNBA argues that the Commis-
sion’s Rules do not protect Station KCTC
(FM), Sacramento, from interference,
noting the fact that there would be no
shortspacing between KCTC(FM) and
KFYE(FM), Fresno.

Trae ENBA PrOrosaL

3. The petition states that Vallejo
(pop. 66,733)* is situated in Solano
County (pop. 166,941) and is located ap-
proximately 40 kilometers (256 miles)
northeast of San Francisco. Vallejo's
local aural service consists solely of the
petitioner’s daytime-only AM Station
KNBA.

4. The petitioner requests that the
Commission propose the assignment of
Channel 241 to Vallejo as its first FM
assignment because, according to the
petitioner, Vallejo needs fulltime aural
service. The petitioner contends that
Vallejo, Napa, and Fairfield compose &
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area
(SMSA) of 250,000 people and points
out that, within this SMSA, there is only
one full-time AM station and one FM
station (Class A). The petitioner belleves
that the assignment of Class B Channel
241 at Vallejo would help meet the needs
of this area, which petitioner says Is un-
derserved, by providing first commercial
FM service to Vallejo and to parts of
Solano County. The petitioner has sub-
mitted a Roanoke Rapids, 9§ F.C.C. 2d
672 (1976), study showing that a Class B
station on Channel 241 with facilities of
53 kW and an antenna height of 425
meters (1,390 feet) HAAT would provide
a first commercial FM service to 400 per-
sons and a second commercial FM serv-
ice to 1,510 persons in areas of 135 and
510 square kilometers (52 and 197 square
miles), respectively. However, it should

tThe population data in paragraph 3 are
taken from the 1070 US, Census.,

NOTICES

be noted that no showing has been made
regarding first and second aural service.
See Anamosa-Iown City, ITowa, 46 F.C.C.
24 520 (1974), The petitioner has also
not stated whether or not a Class A
channel would be available for assign-
ment at Vallejo and, if so, the first and
second FM service that would be pro-
vided by such a channelL

KELLY BROADCASTING'S OPPOSITION

5. 'The proposal to assign Channel 241
to Valiejo would require samong other
things, the substitution at Sacramento
of Channel 229 for Channel 241, which is
occupled by Kelly Broadcasting's Sta-
tion KCTC(FM). Kelly opposes such o
change and states that the shift from
Channel 241 to Channel 229 would cause
KCTC to experience interference within
both its 60 dBu and 54 dBu contours.
Kelly explains that this interference
would be caused by the fact that, if
KCTC were required to shift {ts chan-
nel as requested, it would be operating
on the same channel, 229, as KFYE
(FM), Fresno, which Is authorized to
broadcast with facilities in excess of the
maximum now allowed for Class B sta-
tions. Under the provisions of Section
73.211 of the Commission’s Rules, a Class
B channel may utilize maximum facili-
ties of 50 kW and an antenna height of
153 meters (500 feet) h.a.nt. However,
gince KFYE(FM) has been authorized to
operate with facllities of 68 kW and
antenna helght of 5956 meters (1,850
feet) h.aa.t. prior to the September 10,
1962, effective date of the power and
antenna height requirements, Section
73.211(d) of the rules permits KFYE
(FM) to operate with its “super-power”
facilities. See Second Report, Memoran-
dum Opinion and Order, Docket No.
14185, 23 R.R. 1845, 1852, para. 13 (1962).

6. Kelly admits that if RCTC were to
operate on Channel 220, it would not be
short-spaced with fts co-channel! Sta-
tion KFYE(FM) because KFYE's trans-
mitter site is located slightly beyond the
minimum co-channel spacing of 241
kilometers (150 miles) for Class B sta-
tions. However, it argues that KFYE's
interfering signal would overlap its 60
dBu and 54 dBu contours because KFYE
(FM) opcrates with facilities in excess
of the maximum allowed for Class B
stations, Kelly argues that the interfer-
ence caused by this overlap of contours
would be equivalent to that recefved from
a typical Class B co-channel station
with maximum facilities located at con-
siderably less than the minimum spac-
ing. Moreover, Kelly avers that the Com-
mission’s guidelines for FM .assign-
ments in Zone I-A, which includes the
communities Involved in KNBA’'s peti-
tion, call for spacings which have the ef-
fect of allowing interference from co-
channe] stations with maximum freili-
ties at permissible minimum spacings to
extend no closer to a station than ap-
proximately its 54 dBu contour. Kelly
argues that, since interference here
would be inside of KCTC’s 54 dBu con-
tour, as well as inside of a small part
of its 60 dBu contour, the KNBA pro-
posal must be denied.
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7. At the outset, It should be noted
that Section 73.209(b) of the Commis-
slon’s Rules provides that “[tIhe nature
and extent of the protection from Inter-
ference accorded to FM broadcast sta-
tions 5 limited solely to the protection
which results from the minimum assien.
ment and station separation require-
ments and the rules with respect
to maximum powers and antenng
heights, * * *" Since Stations KCTC
(FM) and KFYE(FM) would not he
short-spaced, and since the maximum
power and antenna height rules would
not apply to grandfathered “super-
power” Station EFYE(FM), Station
KECTC(FM) is not guarantecd protec-
tion from interference caused by Station
KFYE(FM) . However, we believe that if
EKCTC(FM) were required to switch to
Channel 220, ECTC would be deprived of
the type of interference protection that
it could reasonably expect and which the
Commission intended fo give to Class B
FM stations through adoption of the
minimum spacing and the maximuym
power and antenna Neight rules. When
the Commission adopted these rules In
1963, the Commission stated that one of
the purposes of FM s'ations would be 0
provide effective coverage and that, to
achieve this goal, it would “protect a 15
mile [24 kilometers] service area for
Class A stations, 40 miles 1644 kilo-
meters) for Class B stations, and 65 miles
[105 kilometers] for Class C sta-
tions * * *" Third Report, Memoran-
dum Opinion and Order, Docket No
14185, 40 F.C.C. 747, 756, para, 21 (1063),
Requiring EKCTC(FM) to switch to
Channel 229 would for the first time sub-
ject it to interference within this 644
kilometer (40 mile) contour, a result
which would be contrary to the Com-
mission’s purpose stated in 1963, Our
point here is not that it is appropriate
to use the old interference standard.
Rather, it is that the effect of the pro-
posal here can be seen ns the equivalent
of a short-spacing. Nor is recognition of
this fact precluded by the “grandfather-
ing” of Station KFYE(FM). That action
had no impact on XCTC(FM) which
was not called upon to accept the impact
of “grandfathering,” an argument which
made sense in 1963, There is no occasion
here, however, to act to préveni a pos-
sible loss of service from “‘superpower
stations. In our view, the effect of the
proposal here would be to modify the
license of Station KCTC(FM), a step not
lightly to be considered.

8. We have examined the matter t0
see if the adverse consequences that
would occur to KCTC(FM) are clearly
outweighed by Vallejo’s need. We have
no question that the sssignment of
Chanuel 241 to Vallejo could benefit that
community, as well as the Burround‘.‘n‘f
area, by providing a valuable first M
service. Howeyer, there is no basis fof
finding that a first or even a second
aural service would be provided to &nY
significant population. Nor have we been
given any other reasons for concluding
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that the need for the assignment as-
sumes extraordinary importance. On the
other side there is the impact of this
proposal on the three existing licensees
in addition to KCTC(FM) that would be
required to change channels if Channel
241 were assigned to Vallejo. While a
station may be made whole by being re-
imbursed for the expense of switching
channels,' no such remedy is available
msofar as a resulting loss of service area
is concerned, By virtue of the change in
KCTC(FM) s channel, it would have its
coverage reduced and the public would
lose a service on which they have come
to rely. We believe that such a result
would be unfair to KCTC(FM) as well
a3 to the listening public. While it could
perhaps be argued that changing a sta-
tion's ehannel is just as much a modifi-
cation of its license as occurs when a sta-
tion is required to share a channel with
a “super-power” this attempt to equate
the two loses its force where there are
means of redress in only one of these
situations, No approach would restore
the service lost to KCTC(FM) . For these
reasons we refused to assign a second
FM channel to Muncie, Indiana, when
doing so involved requiring a station to
change channels with the result that it
would receive interference within its 60
dBu (1 mV/m) contour (and its 15 mile
service area) from a “super-power” sta-
tion, We denied the proposal even
though, just as here, the existing licensee
and the “super-power” station would not
have been short-spaced, Muncie, Indi-
ang, 32 F.C.C. 2d 839, 842-44, para. 12
(1972), recon. denjed, 38 F.C.C. 2d 324
(1072). We believe these cases express
the appropriate policy toapply in all but
the most unusual eases, and nothing pro-
vided by petitioner demonstrates that
such unusual circumstances exist here.
Therefore we are denying KNBA's re-
quest to assign Channel 241 at Vallejo.
Nevertheless, we would welcome a new
petition  proposing either a different
Class B FM channel not subject to the
defects inherent in the present proposal
or & Class A channel for Vallejo,

9. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
petition for rule making filed by KNBA,
Ine., IS DENIED. A

10. It s further ordered, That this
proceeding fs terminated.

FunEral COMMUNICATIONS
CoMMISSTION,

WaLrace E. Jounsox,
Chief Broadcast Burean,

IR Doc.77-10849 Filed 4-12-77:8:46 am|
e ——

‘ With regard to the allegations In the op-
p:j.:uor.- that KNBA does not appear to be
xh.:'nn..":;xll',' qualified to reimburse four exist-
r;~ llcensees for shifting their stations’
:‘.:'x.nm!k. we would like to point out that
t.;a: financial qualifications are not consid-
r’o' it the rule making ttage because we do
.‘.x..kumw who will be the licensee for the
:f‘%}.y Azlgned channsl. Thus, the financlal
lalifications of a potential licensce or per-

NOTICES

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW

Receipt of Report Proposals

The following request for clearance
of reports intended for use in collecting
information from the public was re-
celved by the Regulatory Reports Re-
view Staff, GAO, on April 7, 1977. See
44 U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). The purpose
of publishing this notice in the FenEraL
REGIsTER i3 to inform the public of such
receipt.

The notice includes the title of each
request received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of In-
formation; the agency form number, if
applicable; and the frequency with which
the information is propsed to be col-
lected,

Written comments on the proposed
FEA request are invited from all inter-
ested persons, organizations, public in-
terest groups, and affected businesses.
Because of the limited amount of time
GAO has to review the proposed request,
comments (in triplicate) must be re-
celved on or before May 2, 1977, and
should be addressed to Mr. John M.
Lovelady, Acting Assistant Director, Reg-
ulatory Reports Review, United States
General Accounting Office, Room 5033,
441 G Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20548.

Further information may be obtained
from Patsy J, Stuart of the Regulatory
Reports Review Staff, 202-275-3532.

Froxnal ENERGY ADMINISTRATION

The FEA requesis an extension no change
clearance of Form FEA-103B, entitled Stor-
age Operators Monthly Report, FEA~103B
provides the means for the FEA to monitor
and keep abreast of the storage picture of
such products ms: propane, butane, P-B
mixture, lsobutane, mixed or field grade bu-
tanes and normal butane. Potential respond-
ents are owners of storage facilities with a
capacity in excess of 500,000 gallons. FEA
estimates respondents to be approximustely
400 and reporting burden to average 1.1 hours
per response, A separate response is filed for
each product.

The FEA requests an extenslon no change
clearance of Form FEO-1000, entitled Prime
Suppliers Monthly Report. The PEO-1000
has been used by FEA to monitor supply and
demand relationships as they apply to in-
dividual firms within each state. FEO-1000
supplies information on actual supply de-
liveries and anticipated supply deliveries for
& given state. Potential respondents are
prime suppllers of products subject to &
State set-aside. PEA estimates respondents
to be approximately 300 and reporting burden
to average 1.0 hours per month. -

Norwman F. Hevy,
Regulatory Reports
Review Officer.

[FR Doc.77-10847 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am|

mittee are congidered ai the application
ntage. In any event, the grant of a construe-
tion permit for the new station would be
made only upon a showing that reimburse-
ment to existing licensees who would be re-
quired to switch channels can be afforded.
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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL
TRADE COMMISSION
| TA-201-25]

LIVE CATTLE AND CERTAIN EDIBLE MEAT
PRODUCTS OF CATTLE
Investigation and Hearings

Imvestigation instituted. Following the
recelpt on March 17, 1877, of a petition
filed by the National Association of
American Meat Promoters, the Meat
Promoters of South Dakota, the Meat
Promoters of North Dakota, the Meat
Promoters ‘of Montana, and the Meat
Promoters of Wyoming, the United
States International Trade Commission,
on March 26, 1077, instituted an investi-
gation to determine whether live cattle
and certain meat products of cattle fit
for human consumption, provided for in
items 100,40 through 100.55, inclusive;
106.10, 106,80, and 106.85; 107.20 and
107.25; 107.40 through 107.60, inclusive;
and 107.75 of the Tariff Schedules of the
United States, are being imported into
the United States In such Increased
quantities as to be a substantial cause of
serious injury, or the threat thereof, to
the domestic industry producing articles
like or directly competitive with the
imported articles.

Public hearings., Public hearings in
connection with this investigation will
be held in Rapid City, S. Dak., beginning
on Tuesday, June 14, 1977; in Dallas,
Tex., beginning on Tuesday, June 28,
197%; and in New York N.Y., beginning
on Tuesday, July 12, 1977, Times and
locations of the hearings will be an-
nounced later. Requests for appearances
should be flled with the Secretary of the
United States International Trade Com-
mission, In writing, at his office in Wash-
ington, D.C., not later than noon of the
fifth calendar day preceding the hearing
at which the appearance Is requested.

Inspection of the petition. The public
portion of the petition filed In this case
is avallable for public inspection at the
Office of the Secretary, United States
International Trade Commission, 701 E
Street NW., Washington, D.C, 20436, and
at the New York City office of the Com-
mission, located at 6 World Trade
Center.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: April 8, 1977.

KexNers R, Masow,
Secretary.
|FR Doc.77-10870 Plled 4-12-77:8:45 sm)
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NOTICES

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

NEW STATIONS, PROPOSED CHANGES
Notification List

List of new stations, proposed changes in existing stations, deletions, and corrections in assignments of Mexican standard
broadeast stations modifying the assignments of Mexican broadcast stations contained in the Appendix to the Recommenda-
tions of the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement Engineering Meeting, January 30, 1941,

Mexican list No, 278, February 4, 1077

Antvina  Oround system
Clase bheight —m4m78 ———————
(oot Numbor Length

of radinls  (feel)

Call Location Power walln Antenns radiation Schedula
letters my/mkw
TI0 REL:
XEPQ. .. Murquiz, Conh., N, Z75400", W. 101°0000” (PO 1 500D/ 0SON ... DA-DIND-N-173 U
kWD, 0.100 kWN, ND-U-175),
760 kFH:
XEEQ..... San Luis Potosl, B.L.F., N, 200857, W, 100°60"#4". 0.2%0. ..o ND-D-175 D
850 EHx
XEAL..... Muanzaniflo, Col., N. 10000700, W. 108*1¢/80” (PO 1 5.000D/DS00N .. ... DA-DIND-D-1T6 U
EWD, 0.100 kWN, ND-U-176),
0 kHi
XEAMO... Trapuato, Gto,, N. 20°87735", W. 1001°098”, ..o 1000, oo oeneo.o... DAD D
480 kH:
XETU.... Tampico, Tany, N. 22°12'43", W, 04760 . ... WOODA0ON .. DA-D/ND-N-1%0 U
1270 k1iz
> ¢ T Nuevo Larcdo, Tam., N. 7752048, W, 00°3000"”. . .. LD, e DA-D D
XEPX..... Puerto Angol, Oax., N. 15%014", W, 06°3008" .. .. u,an,l;é.-.‘r?;:,.“. ND-U-17% U
XEROK. . Las Cruces, Gro,, N, 16°584)"”, W, 90°5'08" ... "'m“'”iii" e ND-D-190 D
1440 kH:
XEURM.. Uraapon, Mich., N, 19°2058", W. 10°00'46" ... ... 5000 .';'"x o ND-D-1%0 D
1460 >
XEIN..... Clataiaps, Ohls,, N, 16°1°56% W, 03°4%°0" ("0 1 1.200DA.0N...... ND-D-17/DA-N U
kWD, .200 kWN, ND-U-175},
1350 kHz -
XETEP... Pinotepe, Oux., N. 16°18°45", W, 8"01'007, .. ....... 500, E;.lﬁ ...... ND-D-175 D
1§50 £
XECPQ... ¥. Carrillo, Po, Q.R., N. 10°3450”", W. 5570235 .. 1.000 e ND-D-190 D
1470 k112
XEQF..... Loma Bonits, Oax,, N, 1§%06°86", W. 85°54°40” ... .. .. h.(ll)l;,‘t.’{-}(:;)’?\' e ND-DASYDA-N U
1 2
XEVU..... Masatlan, 8in., N. 85°2048", W, J00°25/89"........... : ND-D-175 D
XEVUC.. Villa Union, Coah., N. 2P1Y06, W, 100°4'S0” ... . 1000 .. ND-D-1%0 D
XERAL... Amndas, Jol., N. 20%2'06", W, 102°2108" ... ... 020, e ND-D-100 D
Jol, N. MF0E”, W. 1084412 (PO 1LOODOSON ... ND-U-182 U

XEZK..... Tepatition,
0250 kWU)

I oz w 284 June 30, 1977,
I = 120 5 Tummediately,
11 202 o0 258 June 30, 17,
1 U LSRR S R A R el Do,
nr 251 120 251 Temediately,
R e et ee byttt SR My 3977+
w w7 w 30 Do.
1 178 120 178 July 30, 1977,
11 m 120 m Doy
v 244 120 NG Do,
v 136 120 143 Do.
I 168 120 168 Do,
m b (14 w 1T Do,
1 -5 120 & June &, 1077,
114 151 120 181 Do.
I 158 120 158 July 30, 1077,
in 4 120 131 June 3, 1977,

|FR Doc.77-10673 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am

WaALLACE E. JOHNSON,
Chief, Broadcast Bureau,
Federal Communications Commission.

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD
[H.C. No. 222)
PERPETUAL SECURITY CORPORATION

Receipt of Application for Permission To
Acquire Control of Perpetual Savings and
Loan Association

APRIL 8, 1977.
Notice is hereby given that the Federal

Savings and Loan Insurance Corporation

has received an application from Per-

petual Security Corporation, Rapid City,

South Dakota, for approval of aquisition

of control of Perpetual Savings and Loan

Association, Rapid City, South Dakota,

an insured Institution, under the pro-

visions of Section 408(e) of the National

Housifg Act, as amended (12 US.C.

1730a(e)), and Section 5844 of the

Regulations for Savings and Loan Hold-

ing Companies, sald acquisition to be

effected by the transfer of 2,306 shares or

86.46 percent of the stock of Perpetual

Savings and Loan Association held by

Robert W. Brezina and a sum of $1,000
to Perpetual Security Corporation in
return for all the outstanding stock of
said corporation and the assumption by
it of debt in the amount of $1,088,000.
Comments on the proposed acquisition
should be submitted to the Director,
Office of Examinations and Supervision,
Federal Home Loan Bank Board, Wash-
Ington, D.C. 20552, within 30 days of
the date this Notice appears in the
PEDERAL RECISTER.

RONALD A, SNIDER,
Assistant Secretary,
Federal Home Loan Bank Board.

[PR Doc.77-10781 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND OVERSEAS
TERMINAL CO., INC.

Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been filed with the

Commission for approval pursuant 1o
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 83
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C.814),

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW.
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, Including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington
D.C. 20573, by April 25, 1977.

Any person desiring a hearing on ibe
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matiers
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by
a statement describing the discrimina-
tion or unfairness with particularity. If
a violation of the Act or detriment to the
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commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with partic-
ularity the acts and circumstances said
to constitute such violation or detriment
to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and
the statement should Indicate that this
has been done,

Notice of Agreement Filed by:

Mr. Gerald F. Swan, Deputy City Attorney,

City of Los Angeles, Harbor Division, P.O,
Box 161, San Pedro, Callfornia 00733,

Agreement No. T-3450, between City
of Los Angeles (City) and Overseas Ter-
minal Company, Ine, (OTC), provides
for the flve-year nonexclusive preferen-
tal assignment of Berths 228-230, in-
cluding Parcels 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 at'Los
Angeles Harbor. As compensation, City
is to receive all tariff charges pursuant
to the Port of Los Angeles Tariff subject
to & guaranteed minimum of $705,700
per annum. When the payment of tariff
charges exceeds $705,700 but is less than
$1.200,000, OTC will pay 45 percent to
City and retain the remainder; and
when the charge exceeds $1,200,000,
OTC will pay 50 percent and retain the
remainder, Agreement No. T-3450 will
supersede Agreement No. T-2588 be-
tween City and Overseas Shipping
Company.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission,
Dated: April 8, 1977.
Joserr C. POLKING,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.77-10873 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am]

INDEPENDENT OCEAN FREIGHT
FORWARDER LICENSE

Applicants

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing applicants have filed with the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission applications
for licenses as independent ocean freight
forwarders pursuant to Section 44(a) of
the Shipping Act, 1916 (Stat.'522 and
6 USC. 841(b)).

Persons knowing of any reason why

any of the following applicants should

Lot recefve a license are requested to

Communicate with the Director, Bureau

of Certification and Licensing, Federal

Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.

20573,

Agricultural Air Exports, Inc., 342 Allerton
Avenue, South San Francisco, CA 94080,
Officers:  Richard 2. COrotty, President,
Bylvia M. Crotty, Secretary/Treasurer,
Raymong ¥, Crotty, Vice President,

1ﬂ:¢ﬂmd Corparation, 7352 N.W. 56th Street,
Miami, FL 33160. Officers: Rafael Montejo,
President, Lazaro E. Crog, Secretary, Isabol
Liopiz, Troasurer,

T1C, Agoncles, Ine., 520 8.W. Sixth Avenue,
Portland, OR §7204. OMcer: D. N. Nichol-
5on, President,

Action Wortd Shippers, Inc., 4239 No. Nordios,
Chicago, IL, 60634. Ofcers: Susan E. Lee,
Prestdent, Arthur B, Camp, Vice President,

NOTICES

Assoclated Shippers and Pockers, Inc., 7010
North Loop East, Houston, TX 77028.
Officers: Hugo A. Teste, President, Oliverio
A. Alonso, Vice President, Richard M,
Parker, Secoretary, Carlos M. Seéra, Treas-
urer.

Hang W, Armgort, 431 Green Hill Road,
Smoke Rise, Kinnelon, NJ 07405,

Kosta International Corp,, 3364 S'W, 28th
Street, Miami, FL 33133. Officers: Waldo
Del Rey, President, Alicia Del Rey, Vice
President, Adolfo Rodriguez, Secretary.

Cosmos Shipping Company Incorporated
(Maryland), 131 E. Redwood Street, Balti-
more, MD 21202, Officers: Paul Bycoffe,
President/Treasurer/Director, Marcia By-
coffe, Secretary/Director, Andrew Bycoffe,
Director,

Stanley Edward Wells, 3443 Brayton Avenue,
Long Beach, CA 90807,

Arnold International Movers, Inc,, 2600 West
Broadway, Loulsyllle, KY 40211, Omecer:
Charles W. Arnold, President.

Pike Shipping Co,, Inc., 024 Gravier Street,
Suite 205, New Orleans, LA 70150, Officors:
Patrick 7T. Bossetta, President, Van M.
Brown, Vice President,

The 1.C.E, Co., Inc., 801 Charleston, Bedford,
TX 78021. Officers: Harold Wade Stowart,
President, Pete Vela Puentes, Vice Presi-
dent.

Rome International Frelght Consultants,
Ine, 2035 West Fourth Avenue, Hialeah,
FL 33010, Officers: Yolanda Fuentes, Presi-
dent, Fernando Fuentes, Secretary/Treas
urer.

Jose A. Fernandez, 121 8E. Pirst Street,
Milaml, FL 33131,

Fidelity Storage Corporation (The Fidelity
Storage Corporation, dba), 6308 Gravel
Road, Franconis, VA 22310. Officers: Mi-
chael J. Grad, President, Lewia Jacobs,
Chairman of Board and Treasurer, Howard
Grad, Vice Prosident, Ronald D. Jacobs,
Secretary, Bonnle Meclntyre, Assistant
Secretary.

Angel Alfredo Romero, 10234 N.W. 48th
Avenue, Miaml Gardens, FL 33055,

Clipper International Corporation, 1865 Bric-
kell Avenue, A-1108, Miaml, FL 33129, Of-
ficers: Francisco Senjor, President/Director,
Patricio Suarez, Secretary/Treasurer.

Gerhard Gedenk, 260-65th Street, Brooklyn,
NY 11220,

By the Federal Maritime Commission.
Dated: April 7, 1977.

Josera C. POLKING,
Acting Secretary.

[ PR Doe.77-10871 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|]

MEDITERRANEAN U.S.A. GREAT LAKES
WESTBOUND FREIGHT 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, 19186, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
USC. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain & 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 Fleld Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
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may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C., 20573, by April 25, 1977. Any per-
son desiring a hearing on the proposed
agreement shall provide a clear and
concise statement of the matters upon
which they desire to adduce evidence.
An allegation of discrimination or un-
falrness shall be accompanied by a state-
ment describing the discrimination or
unfalrness with particularity. If a viola-
tion of the Act or detriment to the com-
merce of the United States is alleged, the
statement shall set forth with partic-
ularity the acts and clrcumstances said
to constitute such violation or detriment
to commerce.

A copy of any such statemens should
also be forwarded to the party flling the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by:

David C. Jordan, Esquire, Bllllg, Sher &
Jones, P.C, 2033 K Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20008,

Agreement No. 8260-18, by and among
the members of the above-named con-
ference, amends the basic conference
agreement to extend the conference’s au-
thority to Intermodal cargo originating
at Inland Continental European points
and moving through Mediterranean
ports of the conference,

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: April 7, 1977.

Josepn C, POLKING,
Acting Secretary.

| PR Doc.77-10872 Piled 4-12-77;8:456 am |

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Project No. 2146

ALABAMA POWER CO.
Application for Change in Land Rights

Arnin 7, 1677.

Public notice i hereby given that an
application was filed under the Federal
Power Act, 16 US.C, 791a-825r, on
March 4, 1977, by Alabama Power Com-
pany (Applicant) (Correspondence to:
Mr. F. L. Clayton, Jr., Vice President,
Alabama Power Company, P.O. Box 2641,
Birmingham, Alabama 35291) for a
change in land rights at the H. Neely
Henry Reservoir of Project No. 2148,
known as the Coosa River Project In
Etowah County, Alabama.

Applicant seeks Commission approval
to grant an easement to South Central
Bell Telephone Company, for the instal-
lation, operation, and maintenance of
a submerged telephone cable, to be lo-
cated adjacent to existing marine cables
across the H. Neely Henry Reservoir ap-
proximately 60 feet southwest of and
parallel to the Alabama Highway 77
bridge in Section 32, T. 12 S, R. 6 E,,
Huntsville Principal Meridan, Alabama.

The single-wire armored cable would
be placed loosely along the river bottom
upwards to mean low water elevation

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




19392

500 from where it would be buried to a
2.5-foot depth and anchored to existing
manholes on each side of the river. The
normal power pool elevation of the res-
ervoir is 508.

Applicant has requested the shortened
procedures pursuant to §1.32(b) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, 18 CFR 1.32(b) (1976).

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
application should on or before May 23,
1971, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, 825 N. Capitol Strect, N.E,
Washington, D.C, 20426, a petition to in-
tervene or a protest In accordance with
the requlrements of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18 CFR
1.8 or 1.10 (1976), 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.
Any person wishing to become a party
in any hearing therein must file & peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

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 and 825h, and
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, specifically §1.32(b), as
amended by Order No, 518, & hearing on
this application may be held before the
Commission without further notice if no
issue of substance is raised by any re-
quest to be heard, protest, or petition filed
subsequent to this notice within the time
required herein. If an issue of substance
1s so raised, further notice of hearing will
be given.

Under the shortened procedure herein
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will not be necessary for Applicant to
appear or be represented at the hearing
before the Commission.

The application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection.

Kexnern F, PruoMmn,
Seeretary.

[FR Doc.77-10804 Filed 4-12.77:8:45 am)

[Docket No, RP74-61 (PGATT-4) |
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO.
Proposed Change in Rates

ArriL 7, 1977,

Take notice that on March 29, 1977,
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company
(Arkla) tendered for filing 13th Revised
Sheet No. 4 to its FPC Gas Tarifl First
Revised Volume No, 1, to become effec-
tive May 1, 1977,

Arkla states that the instant tariff
sheet is being submitted pursuant to the
Purchased Gas Cost Adjustnient Clause
of its tariff to provide for a current ad-
justment and a surcharge adjustment in
accordance with applicable regulations:

Arkla also states that copies of its filing
were mafled to the jurisdictional custo-

n‘xem affected and other interested par-
ties,

NOTICES

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a Petition
to Intervene or Protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 8256 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 April 22, 1877, Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriste 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.

EKenyern F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FPR Doc77-10802 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am]

|Pocket No. CP77-318)
ARKANSAS OKLAHOMA GAS CORP.
Application
Armin 1, 1977,

Take notice that on March 28, 1977,
Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Corporation
(Applicant), 115 North Twelfth Street,
Fort Smith, Arkansas 72001, filed in
Docket No. CP77-318 an application
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public con-
venience and necessity authorizing the
asonstruction snd operation of facilities
to connect one gas well to its pipeline
system located in Fort Smith, Arkansas,
all as more fully set forth in the appli-
cation which is on file with the Commis-
sion and open to public inspecfion,

Applicant proposes to construct and
operate facilities to connect the gather-
ing line from the Spirit of 76 No. 1 well
to Applicant's Line H &t a point in Se-
bastian County, Arkansas. Applicant
states that the locations of the proposed
connection, the well and the gathering
line are all within the city limits of Fort
Smith, and the estimated cost of making
the connection is $1,680 which will be
financed from funds on hand,

Applicant states that the additional
gas supply to be obtained through the
proposed facilities would be used to
maintain service to its 48,200 existing
customers located in twenty-nine towns
and citles in Sebastian, Crawford,
Franklin, Logan and Scott Counties,
Arkansas, and Le Flore, Latimer, Haskell
and Sequoyah Counties, Oklahoma,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
application should on or before April 29,
1977, filed with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C, 20426, a peti-
tion to Intervene or n protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10) . ‘All protests filed with the
Commission will be .considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Auy person wishing to become a party to

a proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to Intervene In accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant ty
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenlence and necessity. If a petition
for leave to Intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion be-
Heves that a Tormal hearing is required.
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given,

Under the procedure heréin provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing,

Kennern F. Proms,
Seoretary.
[FR Doc.T7-10808 Piled 4-13-77;8:45 am)

| Docket No, ER77-231]
ARKANSAS POWER & LIGHT CO.
Supplements to Rate Schedules;
Correction
MagrcH 30, 1977.
In the matter of supplements to rate
schedules, issued March 24, 1977 and
published in the Feperar REcISTER on
March 31, 1077, 42 FR (17171,
Paragraph 3, line 10: Please change
“April 14, 1977" to “April 7, 1977",

KenneTH F. PLUMD,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.77-10812 Filod 4-12-77;8:45 am|

[Docket No. RP77-7 and RP72-167 (PGATT-4)
(RE&EDTI-2) )

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff

ArriL 7, 1977

Take motice that Consolidated Gas
Supply Corporation (Consolidated) on
March 31, 1977 tendered for filing Twen-
ty-Second Revised Sheet Nos. 8 and 9.
The tariff sheets are proposed to become
effective May 1, 1977, subject to refund. in
accordance with the provisions of Section
4 of the Natural Gas Act in lieu of rates
filed October 29, 1976 as revised Novem-
ber 24, 1976 in Docket No. RP77-7 which
were suspended unt{l May 1, 1977.

Consolidated stated that the purpose
of Twenty-Second Revised Sheet Nos
8 and 9 §s (1) to reflect all changes in
Consolidated’s pipeline purchased gas
cost ‘will be in effect May 1, 1977; (2} 10
reflect all changes in Consolidated’s pro-
ducer purchased gas cost that will be in
effect May 1, 1977; (3) to include in its
rates a surcharge credit to reflect the
Unrecovered Purchased Gas Cost ace
count, flow through of supplier refunds
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and flow through of the jurisdictional
portion of the difference between the
average annual average cost of gas re-
flected in the rates In 1976 and the an-
nual average cost of gas withdrawn from
the pre-1976 LIFO storage layers; and,
(4) to include & Research and Develop-
ment Cost Adjustment,

The proposed revised tariff sheets re-
fiect an annual increase of $134.3 mil-
lion In revenues from the revenues that
would have been generated under the
revised rates filed November 24, 1976,
The average surcharge credit of 6.74¢/
Mef would be in effect for the six-month
perfod May 1, 1977 through October 31,
1877. Research and Development Cost
Adjustment is 0.11¢ /Mcf,

The rates contained in Twenty-Second
Revised Sheet Nos, 8 and 9 would gener-
ate $48.2 million in revenues, for sales
for resale, over the rates contained in
Twenty-First Revised Sheet Nos, 8 and
9 filed March 3, 1977 for effectiveness
April 1, 1977,

Consolidated requests a wailver of any
of the Commission’s Rules and Regula-
tions as may be required to permit the
proposed rates to become effective.

Copies of this filing were served upon
Consolidated’s jurisdictional customers,
as well as interested state commissions.

Any persons desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to Intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE,, Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with $5 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10).

All such petitions or protests should be
filed on or before April 22, 1977, Protests
will be considered by the Commission in
determining 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 @ petition to intervene. Coples of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

Kennets F. PLuns,
Secretary.

|FR Do 77-10806 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am |

[ Docket No. CP77-325]
CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.
Application

APrIL 7, 1977,

that on March 31, 1977,
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation
(Applicant), 455 Woest Main Street,
Clarkshurg, West Virginia 26301, filed in
Docket No, CP77-325 an application pur-
suant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act
for a certificate of public convenience
Aind necessity authorizing the storage of
30,000,000 Mef of natural gas for three
Years for Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation (Texas Eastern) , all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file ‘with the Commission and open
t0 public inspection.

Applicant Proposes to store gas for
Texas Eastern for each of the next three

Take notice

NOTICES

injection and withdrawal seasons, be-
ginning with the 1977 summer injection
period and ending with the 1979-1980
withdrawal period, pursuant to a letter
agreement dated March 21, 1877 be-
tween Applicant and Texas Eastern. Ap-
plicant states that the proposed service
consists of a storage capacity volume of
30,000,000 Mcf of natural gas for three
years and a dally demand volume of 221,-
400 Mecf of natural gas. Applicant fur-
ther states that it would render this pro-
posed storage service on a best efforts
basis for three years and charged for
at rates contained in Applicant’s Rate
Schedule GSS (volumes in Mef at 14.73
psia). It is stated that the natural gas
to be delivered to Applicant by Texas
Eastern and the natural gas to be re-
turned by Applicant would be delivered
at existing points of interconnection be-
tween the facilities of Texas Eastern and
Applicant in the states of Ohio and
Pennsylvania as operating conditions
permit or require, and as mutually agreed
to from time to time. Applicant states
that no new facilities are required to
rénder the proposed services.

It is stated that during each of the
1977, 1978 and 1979 injection periods,
Texas Eastern would deliver to Applicant
and Applicant would inject into storage
such quantities of gas of Texas Eastern
customers as are mutually agreed to and
scheduled,; on each day, by the dispatch-
ers of Texas Eastern and Applicant. Any
carried-over inventory and the injections
would not exceed at any time the con-
tracted storage capacity of 30,000,000
Mecf of natural gas, it is said.

Applicant states that during each of
the 1977-1978, 1978-1979 and 1979-1980
withdrawal periods, it would deliver to
Texas Eastern the contracted storage
gas or any lesser portion thereof desired
by Texas Eastern, at reasonably-con-
stant daily rates not to exceed 221,400
Mef.

Applicant asserts that under the serv-
ices proposed here, it is contemplated
that redeliveries from storage would oc-
cur ordinarily during the winter season
next following the summer injection sea-
son. The customer may defer its with-
drawals; and, in such event, the carried-
over inventory and succeeding summer
injection cannot exceed the contracted
storage volume of 30,000,000 Mcf of nat-
ural gas, it Is safd.

Applicant Indicates that the proposed
storage service would enable Texas East-
ern to render storage and transportation
services for fourteen of its resale cus-
tomers for the next three years, and that
this service is needed to provide for the
resale customers of Texas Eastern in-
volved additional winter deliverability
for serving essential high-priority con-
sumer requirements and thereby to
ameliorate some of the adverse effects of
curtailments that have been so drastic in
recent winter-heating seasons.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before April 29,
1977, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-

19393

ance with the requiremer#s of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-

" testants parties to the proceeding. Any

person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to Intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s Rules,

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene Is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KEeNNETH F. PLUME,
Secretary.
IFR Doc.77-10808 Piled 4-12-77:8:45 am]

—

[Docket No. CP756-86, et nl.; Docket No.
RM77-8]

EL PASO ALASKA, ET AL.

Order Denying Conference and Allowing
lnterr:fatories Pursuant to Considera-
tion Alcan’s 48-Inch Express Line
Alternative for an Alaska Natural Gas
Transportation System; Correction

MarcH 24, 1977,

In the matters of El Paso Alaska, et
al, order providing for suspension of
proceedings and prescribing procedures
pursuant to the provisions of the Alaska
Natural Gas Transportation Act of 1076,
Order No. 558-E, issued March 23, 1977
and published in the FEperAL REGISTER
on March 31, 1977, 42 FR 17170.

On page 17170, the second paragraph,
t;};?;l.ge “March 27, 1977" to “March 22,

KexNETH F. PLuMs,
Secretary,

[FR Doc.T7-10813 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|
| Docket No, RP72-140 (PGATT-3) |
GREAT LAKES GAS TRANSMISSION CO.

Proposed Changes in PGA Gas Tariff Under
Nrdlasod“m Gas Adjustment Clause Pro-
v

APRIL 7, 1977,
Take notice that Great Lakes Gas
on Company (Great Lakes),
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on March 16, 1977, tendered for filing
Twenty-Third Revised Sheet No. 57, to
its FPC Gas Tarlff, First Revised Volume
No. 1, proposed to be effective May 1,
1877,

Great Lakes states that the cost of gas
purchased from TransCanada Pipelines
Limited, its sole supplier of natural gas,
is reduced as a result of the continuing
decrease in ‘the conversion rate between
United States and Canadian currency.

In addition, the revised tariff sheet re-
flects a purchased gas cost surcharge re-
sulting from mzaintaining an unrecov-
ered purchased gas cost account for the
period commencing September 1, 1976
and ending February 28, 1977,

Great Lakes also states that coples of
this filing have been served upon Ifs cus-
tomers and the Public Service Commis-
slons of Minnesota, Wisconsin and
Michigan.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition to
intervene or protest with the Pederal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE. Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s Rules and Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before April 22, 1977. 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
persorr wishing to become a party must
flle a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
agnd are available for public inspection.

Kexnett F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-10811 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

[Docket No. CS77-3085, et al.]

H. H. PHILLIPS, WINNIE A. PHILLIPS AND
JANE PHILLIPS LADOUCEUR, ET AL

Notice of Applications for “Small Producer”
Certificates *

Arnit 5, 1977.

Take notice that each of the Appll-
cants listed herein has filed an applica-
tion pursuant to Section 7(¢c) of the
Natural Gas Act and Section 157.40 of
the Regulations thereunder for a “small
producer” certificate of public conveni-
ence and necessity authorizing the sale
for resale and delivery of natural gas in
interstate commerce, all as more fully
set forth In the applications which are
on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
applications should on or before May 2,
1977, 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
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not

1 This notice does not provide for con-
solidation for hearing of the several mat-
ters covered herein,

NOTICES

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 therein
must flle petitions to intervene In ac-
cordance with the Commission's Rules.

Take Turther notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections
7-and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure, a hearing will be held with-
out further notice before the Commis-
sion on all applications in which no pe-
tition to intervene is filed within the time
required hexrein if the Commission on its
own review of the matter believes that
a grant of the certificates is required by
the public convenience and necessity.
Where a petition for leave to intervene
s timely filed, or where the Commission
on its own motion belieyes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the -procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented st the hearing,

Kennern F. PLoms,

Secrelary,
Doeket Dato fiked Applicant
o,
C877-898.. Mar, 14,3977 H, H. l'lulw\s. Winnke A
Philllp, and Jans Phillips

Tadoncear, 314 Miam
Bidy., San Antonjo, Tex,

TRA,
CS77-3%.. Mar, 18 1977 Amerioan Tetroloum, Ino,,
1.0, Box 1450, Hutchin.

rot;, Kune,
L 11, Delatio, ot al, .0,
Box §M11=0CS, Lafay-

o1 rp 2 PSS ' —

“e [
CETH-M.. .. 0. Thunderbird  Energy Co,,
P.O. Box 1118, Ardmore,
Okla. THOL.
CSTF-30... ... 40.eee . D, & O, Gas Properties,
PO, Dox 508, Pampa, Tex,
TO0GS,
CETT400.......A0........ Fost Entaprises, PO, Box

1200, Farmington, N, Mex,

87401,
CETT-01.. Mar, 20 1077 Tra (. Bhimp, 1716 st Nu-
I Center, Oklahoma
City. Okl 7310,

CETr-02. . . do....... Vern €, Shilmp, 3719 18t Na-
tionsl ‘Center, ‘Oklahoms
Cliy, Okla. T30,

CH77408, .. _do........ Mary " Loraine Shimp, 1719

18t National Center, Okla-
homa City, Okla, 7810,
OB77404 . Mar, 10,197  Overly Operatiog Co., D-112
Petroleum Center, San
Antonio, Tex. 78200
CSTT06, . Mar. 20,1977 Ozello E, Eokels, Box 6048,
Denver, Colo, 30208,

CHIT=00. . ... [, Robert ‘Khibrtuba, 3410 Fort
Worth  Nathonal  Bank
Bidg,, Fort Waorth, Tex.
To1.

CEIFT. e o, ..o Colton & Colton, D20 Po-

troloum  Center, -SBan Ane
tonio, Tex. 7820,
CET7-08. . Mar. 22,1077 Monting Potroletm Co,, S447
Wilshire Itivd,, No. 328,
Boverly Tills, Calil,

CBTID, ... s Don M. Fedde, P.0. Box
1771, Roswell, N, Mex,

CSTr10., o Ceorge L Hunker, Jr,, I".0,
Box 280, Roswell, N, Mex.

OB -4l Mo....oo. Lantana DR Uo,, 1.0, Box
1771, Roswell, N. Mex,

CEN-2. .. oo Petroquest Ine, % Mr, L.
Drooko erson, 112
Professfonal Didg., 1535
North 98th 8L, Bilkiugs,
Mant

O8vr-13. .. .. flo...... Davoll, Tne, 18X 15t N

tomal l.!.nk Blilg., Dallas,

X, « -
CSTTM. . Mar, 220077 TJov J. Klabaubs, P.O, Bax
SM, Prugue, Okls, 74804,
CSTT<W. .. .. Go........ Klalzuba Royalty Co., PO,
Hox 804, i’nauo. Okla,

[FR Doc.77-10688 Filod 4-12-77;8:45 am)

. [Docket No, CP77-327)
NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF
AMERICA, ET AL.

Application

APRIL 7, 1977,

Take notice that on March 81, 1977,
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of Amer.
ica (Natursl), 122 South Michigan Ave-
nue, Chicago, Illinols 60603, Columbia
Gulf Transmission Company (Columbia
Gulf), 38056 West Alabama Avenue
Houston, Texas 77027, and Tennesses
Gas Pipeline Company, & Division of
Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), The Ten-
neco Bullding, Houston, Texas 77002,
(Applicants) filed in Docket No. CP77-
327 a joint application pursuant to Sce-
sion 7 ¢¢) of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity authorizing’ the transportation
and exchange of up to 10,000 Mcf of nat-
ural gas per day, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to pub-
lie inspection,

Applicarnts state that Natural has
avallable pursuant to its rights under a
gas purchese contracted dated Novem-
ber 17, 1076, between Natural and Na-
peco Inc., an affiliate of Natura!, (Na-
peco) volumes of natural gas In the
Thornwell Area, Jefferson Davis Parlsh,
Louisiana. Applicants further state that
the gas would be gathered and deliversd
by the producer to Amoco Production
Company's (Amoco) South Thornwell
Processing Plant located in Jefferson
Davis Parish, Loulsiana, for processing,
and the residue gas allocable to Napeco's
account would be delivered and sold to
Natural at the tallgate of the South
Thornwell Processing Plant (Natural
Deélivery Point.

It is stated that Natural has entered
into a gas transportation and exchange
agreement dated March 15, 1077, with
Columbia Gulf and Tennessee whereby
Columbla Gulf and Tennessee would as-
sist Natural in transporting up to 10,000
Mef per day of gas purchased by Natu-
ral. It is further stated that Columbia
Gulf would accept gas for Natural's ac-
count at the Natural Delivery Point into
its existing pipeline and measurement
facilities at the tailgate of Amoco’s South
Thornwell Processing Plant and redelis-
er the gas on an Mel-for-Mcf basis (0
Tennessee at an existing point of inter-
connection located in Cameron Parish,
Louisianga, and Tennessee would detiver,
or cause the delivery of, gas to Naturnl
at the inlet to the existing pipeline nnd
measurement facilities of Natural at the
tailgate of Mobile Oil Corporatiohs
Cameron Gas Processing Plant located in
Cameron Parish, Louisiana.

It is stated that dellvery of gas on
an Mcf-for-Mcf basis for Naturals ac-
count to Columbia Gulf, Columbia Gus{
to Tennessee and Tennessee to Natural
would be contemporaneous; within prac-
tizal operating conditions, and each
party would make such adjustment io
deliverles as promptly as is consistent
with their operating conditions In order
to balance any excess or deficlency.

Applicants state that the proposed
transportation and exchange agrecment
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1s for a primary term of seven years from
the date of first delivery of gas and
{rom year-to-year thereafter until ter-
minated by one party giving the other
parties at least 1 year's prior notice.

It is stated that Natural would pay
Tennessee & monthly handling charge
15 defined in the agreement (about 1.084
conts per Mcf at date of filing) for each
Mef received by Tennessee at the Co-
Jumbia Delivery Point and would pay Co-
lumbis Gulf a handling charge of $500
tor any month during which gas is trans-
ported and exchanged.

It is asserted that the transportation
and exchange agreement between Appli-
cants is beneficial to Natural in that it
provides & means to Natural to connect
a remote source of gas supply into its
system obviating the necessity to con-
struct and operate duplicate facilities.
Applicants indicate that they would uti-
lize their existing facilities to render the
proposed transportation services,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before April 29,
1877, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the 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.
Any person wishing to become a party
to & proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file a
petition to intervene in sccordance with
the Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
E‘ederu] Power Commission by Sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is flled within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate 15 required by the pub-
lic convenience and necessity, If a peti-
tion for leave to Intervene is timelyfiled,
or if the Commission on its own mo-
tion belioves that a formal hearing is re-
quired, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneru F. PLuns,
Secretary.

IFR Doc.77-10807 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am])
—

[Docket No., RP77-41]
SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Petition For Emergency Rellef
Arnrv 7, 1097,

sﬁ’?:«kc notice that on March 7, 1977,
uthern Natural Gas Company (South-

NOTICES

em) filed in the above docket a petition
requesting the Commission to grant
Southern authorization to recover
through its tariff PGA clause all costs
associated with an emergency purchase
of natural gas made by Southern pur-
suant to section 2.68 of the Commission's
General Policy and Interpretations. In
its petition Southern states as follows:

As hes been set out in a number of
proceedings, Southern experienced un-
precedented cold weather in its service
area this winter. This weather and the
continued decline of deliverability from
normal gas supply sources caused exces-
sive withdrawals of Southern’s stored
reserves and resulted in a drastic decline
in deliverabllity from those stored re-
serves, The decline in deliverability led
to the curtaiiment of 100 percent of gas
allocated for industrial uses on South-
ern’s system during the period Janu-
ary 11, 1977 to February 23, 1977, Even
this drastic curtailment of gas, however,
did not bring supply in line with prior-
ity 1 requirements.

On January 19, depleted pipeline in-
ventory and declining pipeline pressure
required that a curtallment into prior-
ity 1 be made. Even with that curtail-
ment, Southern's pipeline inventory and
pressure continued to decline, threaten-
ing a widespread loss of service. At this
critical juncture, however, Southern was
able to arrange an emergency storage
service from Northern Illinois Gas Com-~
pany (NI-Gas) whereby NI-Gas agreed
to provide Southern with up to 1 billion
cubic feet of gas at rates up to 150,000
Mecf per day from NI-Gas' existing stor-
age facilities. The transaction was
carried out pursuant to Section 2,68 of
the Federal Power Commission's Gen-
eneral Policy and Interpretations. This
gas was made available to Southern be-
gining late January 18 and literally pre-
vented a major disaster from occurring
on Southern’s system. Increased de-
liveries from NI-Gas beginning January
20 enable Southern to resume alloca-
tions to serve 100% of priority 1 begin-
ning January 21,

In order to make this stored gas avall-
able to Southern, NI-Gas was forced to
utilize {ts synthetic natural gas facilities
to replace said stored gas at a cost to
NI-Gas of approximately three times its
ordinary cost of purchased gas. NI-Gas
has informed Southern that during the
60-day period of the storage arrange-
ment it utilized more than 800,000 Mcf
of synthetic gas and that it will utilize
far more synthetic gas this winter than
last. NI-Gas has also informed South-
ern that its ordinary cost of purchased
gas is $1.10 per Mcf and the gas utilized
in leu of the gas diverted to Southern
had a cost to NI-Gas of $3.78 per Mecf.
Southern and NI-Gas agreed, therefore,
that Southern should replace the stored
gas it withdrew during a second 60-day
period (again pursuant to Section 2.68
of the Federal Poyer Commission's
General Policy and Interpretations) on
4 three-to-one basis.

The gas withdrawn from storage and
the gas Southern will return to NI-Gas
wits and will be transported by Natural
Gas Pipeline Company of America (Natu-

19395

ral) for a charge of 20¢ per Mcf of gas
returned to NI-Gas plus 5 percent of the
gas returned for fuel (no charge was
made for the delivery to Southern). Nat-
ural delivered the gas to Transcontinen-
tal Gas Pipe Line Corporation (Transco)
which delivered the same to Atlanta Gas
Light Company for Southern’s account
for a transportation charge of 10.6¢ per
Mcf. Transco will also displace gas
which Southern delivers to Atlanta for
Transco’s account to Natural to accom-
plish the paycheck to NI-Gas.

Based on Southern’s present average
cost of purchased gas (66.74¢ per Mcl)
the total cost to Southern of the volumes
diverted to it by NI-Gas was only $1.33
per Mcof. Including transportation both
ways, the total cost will be approximately
$2.24 per Mcf.

Southern will be able to provide NI-
Gas the payback volumes and fill its
Muldon Storage Field without curtail-
ment of high priority requirements»The
depth of curtailment on Southern’s sys-
tem this summer will be influenced by
the weather experienced in March and
the deliverability of certain new reserves
which should begin flowing this summer.
Southern anticipates, however, that only
curtailments of requirements in priori-
ties 6 through 8 of the curtailment plan
established by the Commission in Opin-
ion Nos. 747 and 747-B will be necessary
this summer.

Southern respectiully submits that the
NI-Gas transaction described above was
absolutely vital to Southern’'s ability to
continue service to its customers during
the extremely critical period experienced
in the latter part of January and the
first part of February. During that period
of time Southern took delivery of ap-
proximately 800,000 Mcf of gas from NI-
Gas all of which was used to maintain
service to essential priority 1 require-
ments and other requirements not prop-
erly classified in priority 1 which could
not safely withstand curtailment. South-
ern informed its customers and repre-
sentatives of the Federal Power Com-
mission Stafl at a meeting on January
18 in Southern's offices of the pending
transaction with NI-Gas and that the
transaction was absolutely essential,

Southern respectfully submits that the
transaction with NI-Gas and Natural
was necessary to assure maintenance of
adequate gas service where interruption
or serious curtailment of service existed
and that Southem is, therefore, entitled
to recover all costs associated with that
transaction, Indeed, the Commission by
telegraphic order on January 18, 1977
authorized Southern to encourage dis-
tributors to switch to supplemental sup-
plies such as propane and further au-
thorized Southern to pay the costs of the
alternate fuel for gas made available by
such switches. The transaction with Ni-
Gas Is on'all fours with the intent of the
Commission's January 18, 1977 order ex-
cept that Southern, by using repayment
gas as consideration, incurred substan-
tially lower costs than the cost of the
alternative fuel.

Thus, Southern and its customers ex-
perience a total cost of about $2.24 per
Mcf instead of the $3.78 per Mcf syngas

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO, 71-—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




19396

cost, which with transportation would
have a total cost of about $4.00 per Mef.
By paying for the storage service with
gas instead of money, a savings of over
$1,400,000 was effected ($4.00-82.24=
$1.76X800,000=%1,408,000).

Any person wishing to do so may sub-
mit comments in writing concerning
Southern’s request for emergency relief.
All such comments should be filed or
mailed on or before April 22, 1977, and
should be addressed to the Federal Power
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. Southern’s
petition is on file with the Commission
and available for public inspection.

KENNETH F, PLuMs,
Secretary.

| FR Doo.T7-10803 Filed 4-12-77,8:46 am|)

{Dooket No, CP66-180)

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO.
Petition To Amend
ArriL 7, 1877,

Take notice that on March 29, 1977,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Di-
vision of Tenneco Inc, (Petitioner), P.O.
Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in
Docket No. CP86-180 a petition to amend
the Commission’s order of May 10, 1966
issued in the Instant docket (35 FPC
715) pursuant to Section 7(¢) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act so as to authorize the con-
struction and operation of & 3,260 horse-
power compressor unit at its Compressor
Station No. 261 located at Agawam, Mus-
sachusetts, all as is more fully set forth
in the petition to amend which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Petitioner states that pursuant to the
Commission's order of May 10, 1966, it
was authorized to install a 2,500 horse-
power compressor unit at its Compressor
Station No. 261 located at Agawam, Mas-
sachusetts, and in November of 1876 it
became necessary for Tennessee to re-
place the 2,600 horsepower compressor
unit because of its faflure to provide the
necessary compression in an efficient and
dependable manner and because the unit
had become absolete and repair of the
unit would have been uneconomical, Pe-
titioner Indicates that pursuant to Sec-
tion 2.55(b) of the Commission's General
Policy and Interpretation (18 CFR 2,55
(b)) it purchased and installed a com-~
pressor unit that was represented to it
as 8 2,500 horsepower compressor unit,
and that its understanding was that cer-
tain modifications by the vendor would
be necessary to allow the unit to achieve
a rating of 3,260 horsepower. Petitioner
further states that during the current
winter heating season, it discovered that
this unit unit as delivered was not lim-
ited to 2,500 horsepower, but can be op-
erated at 3,260 horsepower. It has been
determined that the fuel efficiency when
operating this unit at 3,260 horsepower
is significantly greater than when operat-
ing at a restricted rating of 2,500 horse-
power, it is said.

NOTICES

Petitioner asserts that operation of the
unit as a rating of 3,260 horsepower
would result in a fuel savings and would
provide greater assurance of continuity
of service to its customers in the event of
an outage that may occur on any one of
the four smaller units at its Compressor

* Station No. 261.

It Is stated that although the modifi-
cation has been made, the cost of the
said modification would not be charged
to Petitioner until operation of the unit
at the higher rating is authorized, and
the charge by the manufacturer for such
modification would be $57,520. The total
project cost would be $72,350, it is sald.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition to amend should on or before
April 29, 1977, file with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426, & petition to intervene or a pro-
test in accordance with the requirements
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and
the Regulations under the Natural Gas
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed
with the 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. 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,

EKenNxzeTit F, PLUME,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-10810 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am )

| Docket No. CP77-206|
TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP,
Application

Argin 7, 1977,

Take notice that on March 15, 1977,
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro,
Kentucky 42301, filed in Docket No, CP-
77-296 an application pursuant to sec-
tion T(c) of the Natural Gas Act and
£ 2.79 of the Commission’s General Pol-
icy and Interpretations (18 CFR 2.79)
for a certificate of public convenience
and necessity authorizing the transpor-
tation of natural gas for Steel Services
Company, a Division of Azcon Corpora-
tion (Steel Services), on an interrupt-
ible basis for two years, all as more fully
set forth in the application which Is on
file at the Commission and open to pub-
lic inspection.

Applicant states that Steel Services
has entered into a contract with McGold-
rick Joint Venture No. 1-73 (McGold-
rick) for the purchase of natural gas to
be produced from certain leasehold in-
terests presently owned or controlled by
McGoldrick In the Leatherman Creek
Field, Claiborne Parish, Louisisna. The
gas would be delivered to Applicant at an
existing meter station located at or near
Mile Post 2041743 on Applicant's
Sharon-Carthage 20-inch pipeline in
Claiborne Parish. Applicant states It
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would simultaneously redeliver up to
1,957 Mcf of gas per day for Steel Serv-
fces' account to Tennessee Gas Pipeline
Company, a Division of Tenneco Ine
(Tennessee), at Portland, Tennessee,
where both Applicant and Tennesses
have facilities, for ultimate delivery by
East Tennessee Natural Gas Company to
Steel Services' Knoxville, Tennessce
plant,

Applicant states that no new facilities
are necessary In order to effectuate the
proposed transportation service.

Applicant would retain 8.7 percent of
the gas as makeup for compressor fuel
and the line loss, which percentage is
calculated on an ineremental basis for
pipeline throughput to and within the
rate zone in which the delivery by Ap-
plicant would be made, fe, Zone 2, it Is
sald. Applicant states it would collect an
initial charge of 17.51 cents per Mof at
14.73 psia for all quantities of gas trans-
ported and delivered to Tennessee {or
the account of Steel Services,

In a Jetter from McGoldrick to Steel
Services, included as an exhiblt to the
application it is asserted that the subject
gas is from newly discovered reservolrs
and Is not available for sale for resale in
interstate markets.

Any pérson desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before April 18,
1877, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in nc-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.18 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10), All protests flled with
the Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding, Any
person wishing to become a party to &
proceeding or to participate as a parfy
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules,

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained In and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to Inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the publi
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing Is re-
quired, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KenNegra F. PruMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,77-10709 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am)
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(Docket No. CP771-167]
TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.

Application
Arran 7, 1977,

Take notice that on March 29, 1977,
Texns Gas Transmission Corporation
{Applicant), P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro,
Kentucky 42301, filed in Docket No.
CP77-187, an application pursuant to
eection 7 of the Natural Gas Act and
1279 of the Commission’s General Pol-
fcy and Interpretations (18 CFR 2.79),
for n certifieate of public convenience
and necessity authorizing the transpor-
tation of up to 5,000 Mcf of natural gas
per day on an interruptible basis, for
Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation
{Wheeling), all as more fully set forth
{n the application which is on file with
the Commission snd open to public
inspection.

Applicant proposes to transport up to
5.000 Mcf of natural gas per day at 14.73
psia, on an interruptible basis, for 2
years for the account of Wheellng, pur-
suant to a transportation agreement,
dated March 14, 1977, between Applicant
and Wheeling. Applicant states that the
proposed transportation service com-
menced on February 4, 1077, pursuant
to the temporary authorization granted
by the Commission in its order of Jan-
uary 31, 1977.

Applicant states that Wheeling has en-
tered into & contract with MeGoldrick
Joint Venture No, 1-73 (McGoldrick) for
the purchase of the subject gas at $1.70
per Mcf which is to be produced from
certain leasehold interests presently
owned or controlled by McGoldrick in
Leatherman Creek Field, Clalborne Par-
ish, Loulsiana,

Applicant proposes to transport the
subject gas from an existing meter sta-
tion located at or nmear Mile Post 20 +
143 on Applicant’s Sharon-Carthage 20-
Inch  pipeline in Claiborne Parish,
Louisiana, and redeliver such gas to Co-
lumbian Gas Transmission Corporation
(Columbia) near Lebanon, Ohio, for ulti-
mate delivery to Wheeling's plants lo-
cated in the States of Ohlo, Pennsylvania
and West Virginia. It is stated that Ap-
plicant would not be obligated to deliver
on any one day an aggregate amount of
more than 290, 708 Mcf at 14.73 psia of
natural gas to Columbia at all points of
delivery of Applicant to Columbia, and
that no new facilities are necessary in
order to effectunte the proposed trans-
portation service.

Applicant states that 1t would retain a
Volume equal to 12.2 percent above the
delivered volume as makeup for compres-
sor fuel and line loss, which percentage
Wwas calculated on an incremental basis
for pipeline though put to and within
the rate zone in which the delivery by
Applicant would be made, i.e. Zone 4.
Applicant further states that it would
Col'!’e\:t from Wheeling an initial charge
Of 2001 cents per Mef (at 14.73 psia) for
= quantities of gas transported and de-
n;ered to Columbia. The proposed inter-
m'ngh transportation rate is computed

© same manner, exclusive of the cost

NOTICES

of compressor station fuel, as that rate
charge for comparable long-haul inter-
ruptible transportation service by Appli-
cant, it is said,

It is stated that the gas covered by the
Wheeling contract has never been sold
in interstate commerce, and if trans-
portation had not been obtained, the gas
in guestion would not have been sold in
the interstate market. It {5 indicated that
Wheeling would use the subject gas for
Priority 2 uses.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before April 18,
19717, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a petl-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission's Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1,10) and the Regulations
under the National Gas Act (18 CFR
157.10) . All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be taken
but will not serve to make the protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son wishing to become a party to a pro-
ceeding or to participate as a party in
any bearing therein must flle a peti-
tion to intervene In accordance with the
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to Inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on {ts own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of

- the certificate is required by the public

convenience and necessity, If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kexyera F. Prums,
Secretary.

[FR Dot¢ 77-10800 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|

[Docket No. OP77-280]
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE
CORP.

Amendment to Application
Armav 7, 1977.

Take notice that on March 30, 1977,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor-
poration (Applicant), P.O. Box 1396,
Houston, Texas 77001, filed in Docket
No, CP77-280 an amendment to its ap-
plication filed in sald docket pursuant to
section 7(¢) of the Natural Gas Act and
§ 2.79 of the Commission’s General Pollicy
and Interpretation (18 CFR 2.79) by
which amendment Applicant requests
authorization to increase its inttrruptible
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transportation rate for gas transported
for Kerr Finishing Division of Allied
Products Corporation {Kerr), all as more
fully set forth in the application which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Applicant states that in its initial ap-
plication filed In said docket on March 7,
1977, there is a transportation agreement
between Applicant, Kerr and Public
Service Company of North Carolina, Inec.
(PSNC), PSNC is a party to the agree-
ment because it is the distribution com-
ranyv which serves Kerr, it is said. Appli-
cant further states that in its initial
application It proposed to transport na-
tural gas on an interruptible basis for
Kerr at & rate of 21.55 cents per Deka-
therm (dt).

Applicant states that it is filing re-
viged tariff sheets to its FPC Gas Tarifl,
Original Volume No. 2, and that these
sheats provide for increased rates for
interruptible transportation services
rendered by Applicant under Volume 2
agreements. Applicant further states
that the rate for Zone 2 (where Kerr is
located) contained in such revised
tariff sheets in 45.8 cents per dt.

By this amendment applicant pro-
poses to increase the proposed trans-
portation rate charged to Kerr to 458
cents per dt. Applicant asserts that this
proposed Increase In rate charged to
Kerr for its transportation service would
result in Kerr paying the same rate as
o*her shippers for whom Applicant is
transporting in Zone 2.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
amendment should on or before April 18,
1977, 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 Proce-
dure (18 CFR 18 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
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 peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules. Persons who have
heretofore flled need not flle again,

Kexnem F. PLums,
: Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-10708 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|

| Docket No. RP77-48)
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE
CORP.

Tariff Filing
Arman 7, 1977,

Take notice that Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) on
March 30, 1077, tendered for filing cer-
tain revised tariff sheets to its FPC Gas
Tariff, Original Volume No. 2.

Transco states that these tariff sheets
provide for an increase in the rates

13, 1977
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charged for the interruptible transpor-
tation service rendered by Transco. The
proposed effective date of such increased
rates is March 31, 1977. The Company
states that coples of the filing have been
maliled to each of its customers receiving
service under the affected rate schedules,
interested parties and state commissions,

Any persons desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition to
intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.19). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before April 21, 1977. 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.

Kennerit F. PLumn,
Secretary.

[FR Doc 77-10805 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
HAMBURG FINANCIAL, INC.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Hamburg Financial, Inc., Hamburg,
Jowa, has applied for the Board’s ap-
proval under section 3(a) 1) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 US.C, 1842
(a) (1)) to become a bank holding com-
pany through acquisition of 82.5 percent
of the voting shares of Iowa State Bank,
Hamburg, Iowa. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in §3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 18421¢) ),

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in writ-
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20651 to be recelved no
later than May 9, 1977,

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 7, 1977.

GrirriTi L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

|FR Doc.77-10820 Filod 4-12-77:8:456 am|

NBC CORP.

Order Approving Formation of Bank
Holding Company
NBC Corp., Jackson, Tennessee has
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3(a) (1) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 US.C, 1842(a) (1)) of
formation of a bank holding company
through scquisition of 100 percent' of

! Applicant subsequentiy will resell guall-
fying shares to directors of The National
Bank of Commerce of Jackson.

NOTICES

the voting shares of the successor by
merger to The National Bank of Com-
merce of Jackson (“Jackson Bank),
Jackson, Tennessee and 83.1 percent of
the voting shares of The First National
Bank of Gibson County (“Humboldt
Bank"), Humboldt, Tennessee (herein-
after collectively referred to as
“Banks”) . The bank into which Jackson
Bank i1s to be merged has no significance
except as a means to facilitate the ac-
quisition of the voting shares of Jackson
Bank. Accordingly, the proposed acquisi-
tion of the shares of the successor or-
ganization is treated herein as the pro-
posed acquisition of shares of Jackson
Bank,

Notice of the application, affording
opportunity for interested persons to
submit comments and views  has been
given in accordance with section 3(b) of
the Act. The time for filing comments
and views has expired, and theé applica-
tion and all comments received have
been considered In light of the factors
set forth in section 3(¢c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(¢c)).

Applicant is a non-operating corpora-
tion organized for the purpose of be-
coming a bank holding company. Jack-
son Bank and Humboldt Bank have
pggregate deposits of $§78.3 million, rep-
resenting 0.6 percent of the total deposits
in commercial banks In Tennesses and,
upon consummation, Applicant would
rank as the eleventh largest of twelve
muitibank holding companies in the
State." Approval of the application would
not increase significantly the concentra-
tion of banking resources In Tennessee,

Jackson Bank (£662 million in de-
posits as of June 30, 1976) is the second
largest of four banks operating in the
Madison County banking market and
holds approximately 29.1 percent of total
market deposits. Humboldt Bank ($14.4
million in deposits as of June 30, 1976)
is the fifth largest of thirteen banks in
the Gibson County banking market, with
9.7 percent of total market deposits
Neither Jackson Bank nor Humboldt
Bank derives substantial amounts of de-
posits or loans from the other’s market
area, and, sasccordingly, no significant
competition between Jackson Bank and
Humbeldt Bank would be eliminated by
consummation of the acquisitions. More-
over, potential competition would not be
adversely affected by consummation of
the acquisitions as neither banking mar-
ket appears attractive for de novo entry.
Accordingly, it is concluded that com-
petitive considerations are consistent
with approval of the application,

The financial and managerial re-
sources and future prospects of Appli-
cant, which are dependent upon those
of Banks, are regarded as satisfactory.
Although Applicant will incur debt in
connection with its acquisition of shares
of Humboldt Bank, its income from
Banks should provide sufficient revenue
to service the debt without Impairing the
financial condition of either proposed

? All banking data are as of December 31,
1675, unless otherwise noted.
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subsidiary bank. In addition to incurring
debt, Applicant will fund the subject pro-
posal through a speclal dividend from
Jackson Bank that may equal or exceed
Jackson Bank's income for 1977 but, in
light of Jackson Bank’s capital strength,
satisfactory management and future
prospects, the dividend should not ad-
versely affect Jackson Bank's overal) fi-
nancial condition.” Although the financia)
and managerial resources and future
prospects of Jackson Bank are considered
satisfactory, those of Humboldt Bank are
not entirely satisfactory at the present
time but are expected to show marked
improvement as a result of Humboldt
Bank's affillation with Jackson Bank and
Applicant. Therefore, considerations re-
lating to banking factors are consistent
with approval of the application, and
considerations relating to convenience
and needs are also regarded as being con-
sistent with approval of the application,
It is the Board's judgment that consum-
mation of the proposal to form a bank
holding company would be in the public
interest and that the application should
be approved.

On the basis of the record, the applica-
tion is approved for the reasons summa-
rized above. The transaction should not
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar
day following the effective date of this
Order, or (b) later than thrée months
after the effective date of this Order, un-
less such perlod is extended for good
cause by the Board or by the Federal
Reserve Bank of St, Louis pursuant to
delegated authority,

By order of the Board of Governors,
effective April 6, 1977.

GrirritH L, Garwoob,
Deputy Secretary of the Board,

IFR Doc.77-10821 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am/

NBM CORPORATION
Formation of Bank Holding Company

NBM Corporation, McAlester, Okla-
homa, has applied for the Board’s ap-
proval under section 3(a) (1) of the Bank
Holding Company Company Act (12
US.C. 1842(a) (1)) to become n bank
holding company through acquisition of
100 percent of the voting shares of The
National Bank of McAlaster, McAlester,
Oklahoma. The factors that are con-
sidered in acting on the spplication are
set forth in section 3(¢) of the Act (13
US.C, 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected nl
the offices of the Board of Governors OF
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansis
City. Any person wishing to comment 0n
the application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re-
ceived not later than May 9, 1877

‘ Payment of the spocial dividend wm‘x‘:zn“;
be in an amount violative of section 519
of the Revised Statutes, :

*Voting for this nction: Chalrman Burnd
and Governors Wallich, Coldwell, Jacksol
Partee and Lilly. Absent and not vounRg
Governor Gardner.

13, 1977




Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 7, 1977.

Guprire L. GAarwoOD,
Dpeputy Secretary of the Board.

(FR Doc.T1-10822 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

OMAHA STATE CORP.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Omaha State Corporation, Omaha,
Nebraska, has applied for the Board’s
spproval under section 3(a) (1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.B.C.
1842(a) (1)) to become a bank holding
company through acquisition of 100 per
cent, Jess directors’ qualifying shares, of
the voting shares of Omaha State Bank,
Omaha, Nebraska. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(¢) of the Act
(12 US.C. 1842(¢)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
st the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551 to be received
no later than May 5, 1977,

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, Aprll 6, 1977.
GrrriT L, GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc.T7-10823 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|

PEOPLES CREDIT CO.

Proposed Retention of Midwest Data
Processing

Peoples Credit Co., Kansas City. Mis-
sourl, has applied, pursuant to section
4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding Company
Act (12 US8.C. 1843(c) (8)) and § 225.4(b)
(2) of the Board's Regulation Y (12 CFR
225.4(b) (2)), for permission to retain
the nssets of Midwest Data Processing
(a division of People Credit Co.). Notice
of the application was published in news-
papers of general circulation in the com-
munities to be served,

Applicant states that retention of Mid-
west Data Processing would enable Ap-
plicant to continue to engage in provid-
g bookkeeping and data processing
services for the internal operations of
the holding company and its subsidiary
banks, performing data processing sery-
loes for other banks, such as demand de-
bosit, savings, certificates of deposits, in-
stallment, loans, mortgage loans, com-
nl&x.'clnl loans, payroll and general ledger,
and processing financial and related eco-
lomic dats, including performing ac-
counts receivable or payable, inventory,
payroll and general ledger for commer-
cml businesses and non-profit organiza-
“,‘9“"'" Such activities have been specified
Y} the Board in § 225.4(a) of Regulation

45 permissible for bank holding com-
gzuluos. subject to Board approval of in-
¢ Vidual proposals fn accordance with

1€ procedures of § 225.4(h).
”lntcrestcd persons may express their
Views on the question whether consuma-

NOTICES

tion of the proposal can “reasonably be
expected to produce benefits to the pub-
lie, such as greater convenience, in-
creased competition, or gains in efficl-
ency, that outweigh possible adverse ef-
fects, such as undue concentration of
resources, decreased or unfair competi-
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question should be ac-
companied by & statement summarizing
the evidence the person requesting the
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit
at the hearing and a statement of the
reasons why this matter should not be
resolved without a hearing,

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City.

Any views or requests for hearing
should be submitted in writing and re-
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than
May 5, 1977,

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 7, 1977,

GrirrFiTH L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc 77-10824 Piled 4-12-77:8:45 am]

REPUBLIC OF TEXAS CORPORATION
Acquisition of Bank

Republic of Texas Corporation, Dallas,
Texas, has applied for the Board's ap-
proval under section 3(a) (3) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 US.C. 1842
(a)(3)) to acquire 100 percent, less
directors’ qualifying shares, of the voting
shares of successor by merger to Midway
National Bank of Grand Prairie, Grand
Prairie, Texas. The factors that are con-
sidered in acting on the application are
set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C.1842(¢) ).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views In writ-
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve Sy-tem, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20551, to be received not
later than May 5, 19797,

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, April 7, 1977.

GRrIrFITH L. GARWOOD,
Depuly Sceretary of the Board.

“|FR Doc.77-10825 Piled 4-12-77;:8:45 am |

[Docket No. TCR 76-107(a) |
REPUBLIC OF TEXAS CORPORATION

Prior Certification Under the Bank Holding
Company Tax Act of 1976

Republic of Texas Corporation, Dallas,
Texas (“Republic”) has requested a prior
certification pursuant to section 6158(a)
of the Internal Revenue Code (the
“Code"), as amended by section 3(a)
of the Bank Holding Company Tax Act

of 1976 (the “Tax Act"), that the pro-
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posed sale by The Howard Corporation
(“Howard"), a subsidiary of Republic,
of the Town & Country Shopping Center,
Midland, Texas (“Town & Country”) is
necessary or appropriate to effectuate
section 4 of the Bank Holding Company
Act (12U.S.C. 1843 et seq.) ("BHC Act”).
Howard proposes to sell Town & Country
to Hotelmattschappij Duin & Daal B.V,,
a corporation of Holland, for $1,025,000
cash and assumption of the unpaid
principal balance owed by Howard on a
note dated March 1, 1966, to The Equit-
able Life Assurance Associatior of the
United States.

In connection with this request, the
following information is deemed relevant
for purposes of issuing the requested
certification; *

1. On July 7, 1970, Republic National
Bank of Dallas (“Old Republic Bank"),
a national banking association, indirectly
controlled 29.9 percent of the outstand-
ing voting shares of Oak Cliff Bank and
Trust Company, Dalias, Texas (“Oak
CIiff Bank”) . "

2. On July 7, 1970, Old Republic Bank
indirectly controlled, through Howard,
a trusteed a te, property the disposi-
tion of which would be necessary or ap-
propriate to effectuate §4 of the BHC
Act if Old Republic Bank were to con-
tinue to be a bank holding company be-~
yond December 31, 1980, which property
is “prohibited property” within the
meaning of § 1103(¢c) of the Code.

3. Old Republic Bank became a bank
holding company on December 31, 1870,
as a result of the 1970 Amendments to
the BHC Act, by virtue of its indirect
control at that time of more than 25
per cent of the outstanding voting shares
of Oak CIiff Bank, and it registered as
su'czh with the Board on September 24,
1971,

4. Republic is a corporation that was
organized under the laws of the State of
Delaware on July 12, 1972, for the pur-
pose of effecting the reorganization of
Old Republic Bank into a subsidiary of
Republic.

5. On September 10, 1073, the Board
ruled that in the event Republic were to
become a bank holding company through
the acquisition of the successor by
merger to Old Republic Bank, Republic
would not be regarded as a “successor"
to Old Republic as defined in § 2(e) of
the BHC Act for the purposes of § 2(a)
(6) of the BHC Act, or as a “company
covered in 1970." as that term s defined
in the BHC Act, and that Republic was
not entitled to the benefit of any grand-
father privileges that Old Republic Bank
may have possessed pursuant to the pro-
viso In section 4(n)(2) of the BHC Act.

6. By Order dated Oclober 25, 1973,
the Board approved Republic's applica~
tion under section 3(a) (1) of the BHC

Act to become a bank holding company

' This Information derives from Republic's
correspondence with the Board concerning
Its request for this certification, Republic's
Reogistration Statement filed with the Board
pursuant to the BHC Act as well as the
Registration Statement of Republic National
Bank and other records of the Board.
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through the scquisition of 100 per cent
of the voting shares (less directors’ qual-
ifying shares) of the successor by merger
to Old Republic Bank and the Indirect
acquisition of control of 20.9 percent of
the voting shares of Oak CIiff Bank, Pur-
suant to the provisions of section 4(a)
(2) of the BHC Act, Republic was re-
quired by that order to dlvest itself,
within two years from the date as of
which it would become a bank holding
company, of the impermissible nonbank-
ing Interests that would be directly or
indirectly controlled by the successor by
merger to Old Republic Bank, Including
such impermissible inferests held by
Howard.

7. On May 9, 1974, in a transaction de-
scribed in section 368(a) (1) (A) and sec~
tion 368(a) (2) (D) of the Code, Old Re-
public Bank was merged into the pres-
ent Republic National Bank of Dallas
(“New Republic Bank”), a national
banking association which was a wholly-
owned subsidiary (except for directors’
qualifying shares) of Republic. New Re-
public thereby acquired substantially all
of the properties of Old Republic Bank
and Republic thereupon became a bank
holding company. By virtue of two one-
year extensions granted by the Board,
Republie presently has until May 9, 1978,
to complete the divestitures required by
the Board's order of October 25, 1973,

8. As part of the same transaction by
which Republic became a bank holding
company, in a transaction to which sec-
tion 351 of the Code applied, Republic
acquired beneficial interests in the shares
of Howard held by trustees for the ben-
c¢fit of shareholders of New Republic
Bank, which shares are shares described
in section 2(g) (2) of the BHC Act.

9. Town & Country was acquired by
Howard on November 2, 1865, and is a
part of the property of Howard in which
Republic acquired a beneficial interest
pursuant to section 2(g) (2) of the BHC
Act.

On the basis of the foregoing informa-
tion, it is hereby certified that:

(A) Prior to May 9, 1074, Old Repub-
lic Bank was a “qualified bank holding
corporation,” within the meaning of sub-
section (b) of section 1103 of the Code,
and satisfled the requirements of that
subsection,

(B) New Republic Bank s a corpo-
ration that acquired substantially all of
the properties of a qualified bank hold-
ing corporation, and as such Is treated as
a qualified bank holding corporation for
the purposes of section 6158 of the Code,
pursuant to section 3(d) of the Tax Act.

(C) Republic Is a corporation in con-
trol (within the meaning of section 2(a)
(2) of the BHC Act) of New Republic
Bank, and as such is treated as a quali-
fied bank holding corporation for the
purposes of section 6158 of the Code, pur-
suant to section 3(d) of the Tax Act.

(D) Howard is a-subsidiary (within
the meaning of section 2(d) of the BHC
Act) of Republic, and as such is treated
as a qualified bank holding corporation
for the purposes of section 6158 of the
Code, pursuant to section 3(d) of the
Tax Act.

NOTICES

(E) Town & Country Is “prohibited
property” for the purposes of section
6158 of the Code; and

(F) the sale of Town & Country is
necessary or appropriate to effectuate
section 4 of the BHC Act.

This certification is based upon the
representations made to the Board by
Republic and upon the facts set forth
above. In the event the Board should
hereafter determine that facts material
to this certification are otherwise than
as represented by Republic, or that Re-
public has failed to disclose to the Board
other material facts, it may revoke this
certification. 3

By order of the Board of Govermnors
acting through fts General Counsel, pur-
suant to delegated authority (12 CFR
266.2(b) (3)), effective March 30, 1977.

Tharooosk E. ALLISON,
Secretary of the Board.

PR Doc.77-10826 Flled 4-12-77,8:45 am|)

SECURITY BANCSHARES, INC.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Security Bancshares, Inc., Shenan-
doah, Towa, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a) (1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 US.C.
1842(a) (1)) to become a bank holding
company through acquisition of 84.39
per cent or more of the voting shares of
The Security Trust and Savings Bank,
Shenandoah, Iowa. The factors that are
considefed In acting on the application
are set forth in section 3¢c) of the Act
(12 US.C. 1842(¢)),

The application may be Inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in writ-
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received
not later than May 4, 1977.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, April 6, 1977.
Grirrrra L. GARwWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board,
|FR Doc.77-10827 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am]

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HEALTH RESOURCES
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public
Law 92-463, that the next meeting of the
Presidentially-appointed National
Health Resources Advisory Committee
will be held June 9-10, 1877, at the Kona
Kal Club, 1551 Shelter Island Drive, San
Diego, California §2106.

The subject of the meeting will be
Federal Emergency Health Preparedness
Activities. It will be the fourth compre-
hensive review of the manner in which
the Federal departments and agencles
are carrying out their assigned respon-
sibilities for emergency health prepared-
ness, Emphasis will be placed on Federal-

State-local government cooperation in
emergency health preparedness activi-
ties, Participants will include offela)s
concerned with health and medica)
matters at the Federal, State, and local
levels as well as representatives of re.
lated agencies and associations in the
yrivate sector,

Meeting times are from 8:00 a.m. to
4:30 pm., June 9, and from 9:00 a.m. to
4:30 pm., June 10, 1877. All sessions are
open to the public.

In order to assure adequate seating ar-
rangements, persons planning to attend
are asked to notify Frederick J. Haase,
Staff Divector, Telephone No. 202-565-
0517 or 566-0763, as soon as possible,

Dated: April 1, 1977.

Lestiz W. Bray, Jr.,
Director, Federal Preparedness
Agency, General Services Ad-
ministration.

| PR Doe.T7-10783 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 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 Publi¢ Advisory Panel on Archi-
tecturnl and Engineering Services, Re-
gion 8, April 28 and 29, 1977, from 8 a.m.
to 4 p.m., GSA Conference Room, Build-
ing 41, Denver Federal Center, Denver,
Colorado, The meeting will be devoted
to the initial step of the procedures for
screening and evaluating the qualifica-
tions of architect-engineers under con-
sideration for selection to furnish pro-
fessional services for two proposed one
year term fixed price contracts: one for
the State of Colorado and one for the
State of Utah. The meeting will be open
to the public.

Dated: March 30, 1077.

MicHAEL J. NORTON,
Regional Administrator,
[FR Doc.77-10782 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
National Institutes of Health
ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Meetings for the Review of Contract
Proposals

Pursuant to Public Law 82-403, notice
is hereby given of the meetings of com-
mittees advisory to the National Cancer
Institute,

These mectings will be open fo the
public to discuss administrative detalls
or ather issues relating to committee bus-
iness as indicated in the notice. Attend-
ance by the public will be limited to space
available,

These meetings will be closed to the
public as indicated below in accordance
with the provisions set forth in Section
552b(c) (6), Title 5, U.8. Code and Sec~
tion 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, for the
review, discussion and evaluation of in-
dividual contract proposals as indicated.
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ese proposals and the discussions
c’?uld r&'eal personal information con-
cerning individuals associated with the

posals.
e Marjorie F. Early, Committee
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31,
Room 4B43, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the
meetings and rosters of committee mem-
bers, upon request. Other information
pertaining to the meeting can be ob-
tained from the Executive Secretary in-
dicated. Meetings will be held at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, 9000 Rock-
ville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland 20014,
unless otherwise stated.

Bazast CANCER DIAGKOSIS COMMITTEE

Dates and time: May 4-5, 1077; 8:30 am.

Placs: May 4, Bullding 81A, Conference Room
2A10. May 65, Bullding 31C, Conference
Room 8.

Typo of meeting: Open—>Aay 4, 8:30 am.~
9:30 a.un. Open—May 5, 8:30 am-0 am.
Closed—May 4, 9:30 a5 p.m. Closed—
May 5, 9 am~adjournment.,

Olosure Reason: To review research contract
proposais.

Excoutive Sccretary: Dr. Bernico T. Radovich,
Landow Bullding, Room B404, National
Institutes of Health, 301-406-6773.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
12.394—National Institutes of Health.)

Bazastr Cancen EPpeMIOLOGY COMMITTER

Date and time: May 5, 1977; 8:30 am,

Placo: Building 810, Conference Room 9,
National Institutes of Health,

Type of meeting: Open—May 5, 8:30 am.-
10:30 am.

Agenda/Open Portion: To discuss possible
futuro requests for proposals. Closed—
May §, 10:30 am.~adjournment,

Closure Reason: To review research contract
propasals,

Bxecutive Secretary: Dr. Elizabeth P. Ander-
son, Landow Bullding, Room A406, Na-
tlonal Institutes of Health, 301-406-6718.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No
13.394—National Institutes of Health.)

Bazast CANCER TREATMENT COMMITTEE

Dates and time: May 5, 1977; 8:30 a.um.

Flace: Landow Bullding, Room C418, 7910
Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland,

Type of meeting: Open—May 5, 8:30 s~
12 noon. Closed: May 5, 1:30 pm-
adjournment,

Closure reason: To review research contract
proposals.

Executive Secretary: Dr, Mary E. Sears, Lan-
dow Bullding, Room A404, Nationa) Insti-
tutes of Health, 301-400-8773.

(Catalog of Federnl Domestic Assistance No.
13.205—Nattonal Institutes of Health.)

Barast Cavomn EXPERIMENTAL BrorLocy
CoMMITIER

Dates and time: May 5-8, 1977; 8:30 a.m.

mn'r.e: Bullding 81C, Conference Room 0,
Natlonal Institutes of Health.

£ype of meeting: Open—May 5, 8:30 a.m~
12 noon. Closed—May 6, 1 pm.-§6 p.m.
Closed—aay 0, 8:30 am.-adjournment.

Closure Rewson: To review research contract
Proposals.

Executive Secretary: Mr, Chester V. Plozak,
L_t:ndnw Bullding, Room A418, National Tn-
iiltutes of Health, 301-408-6718.

; gemlog of Pederal Domestic Assistance No.
366—Natlonal Institutes of Health.)

NOTICES

Comarrree ox CanceEn IMMUNOYHERAPY

Date and time: May 12, 1977; 1:15 pa.

Place: Bullding 10, Room 4814, National In-
stitutes of Health,

Type of meeting: Open—May 12, 1:15 p.m.-
1:45 p.m. Closed—May 12, 1:45 pm-~
ad journment,

Closure Reason: To review research contract
proposals.

Executive Secretary: Dr. George M. Stein-
borg, Bullding 10, Room 4B00 National
Institutes of Health, 301-496-1791,

(Oatalog of Fedoeral Domestic Assistance No.
13.395-National Institutes of Health.)

Dated: April 8, 1977,

SvuzaANNE L. FREMEAD,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.77-10835 Filed 4-13-77:8:45 am]

ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Meetings for the Review of Contract
Proposals and Grant Applications

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
is hereby given of the meetings of com-
mittees advisory to the National Cancer
Institute.

These meetings will be open to the
public to discuss sdministrative details
or other issues relating to committee
business as indicated in the notice, At~
tendance by the public will be limited to
space available,

These meetings will be closed to the
public as indicated below in accordance
with the provisions set forth in Sections
552b(e) (4) and 552b(c) (6), Title 5,
U.S. Code and Section 10(d) of Public
Law 92-463, for the review, discussion
and evaluation of individual contract
proposals and grant applications, as in-
dicated. These proposals and applica-
tions and the discussions could reveal
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the proposals
and applications.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31,
Room 4B43, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301-
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the
meetings and rosters of committee mem-
bers, upon request. Other information
pertalning to the meeting can be ob-
talned from the Executive Secretary

indicated. Meetings will be held at the ~

National Institutes of Health, 9000
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland
20014, unless otherwise stated.

Drut DEvELOFMENT COMMITTER

Date and time: May 6, 1977; 0 a.m.

Place: Bullding 31C, Conference Room 7, Na-
tional Institutes of Health,

Type of meeting: Open—May 6, 9 a.m-0:45
a.m. Agenda/open portion—General dis-
cussion of progress in the New Agents Syn-
theals Program; closed—May 6, 9:45 am.~
adjournment.

Closure reason: To review research contract
proposals.

Exocutive secretary: Mrs, Naomi T, FitzGib-
bon, Biair Bullding, Room 5A00, National
Institutes of Health, 301-427-7263.

19401

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.305—National Institutes of Health,)

Caxomn CoNtnoL INTERVENTION PROGRAMS
Review Comamrrree B

Dates and time: May 6-7, 1977; 8:30 am.

Place: Conference Room 5, Bullding 31, Na-
tional Institutes of Health.

Type of meeting: Open—May 6, 8:30 a.m.~
12 noon, Open—May 7, §:30 am.~adjourn-
ment. Agenda/open portion—Genoral dis-
cussion of progress on ongoing contracts,
Closed—May 6, 1| p.m.-adjournment,

Closure reason: To review research contract

proposals,

Executive secrotary: Dr. Carlos E. Caban,
Blair Bullding, Room TA07, National Insti-
tues of Health, 801-427-7045.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.3090—National Institutes of Health.)

NATIONAL CaNcEx Apvisory Boann Sun-
COMMITTEE ON CErrTEns AND CONSTRUOTION

Date and time: May 22, 1977; 1:30 p.m.

Place: Bullding 31C, Conference Room 6,
National Instituteés of Health,

Type of mecting: Open—May 22, 1:30 p.m —~
6 pm.; closed—May 23, 6 p.m-adjourn-
ment. Agendafopen portion—Discussion
of Intralnstitute Commlittee Report: anal-
yals of 10 largest cancer center support
grants and non comprehensiyve clinical
canters.

Closure reason: To review research grant ap-
plications.

Executive secrotary: Dr. Willlam A. Walter,
Jr., Westwood Bullding, Room 828, Na-
tional Institutes of Health, 301-490-7427.

(Ontalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.312—National Institutes of Health.)

COMMITTEE ON OANCER IMMUNORIOLOGY

Dntes and time: May 23-24, 1977; 8:30 am.

Flace: Landow Bullding, Room C-418, Na-
tional Institutes of Health.

Typo of meeting: Open—May 23, 8:30 am.~
9 nm.; closed—May 23, § am.~11:30 pan.;
closed—May 24, 8:30 a.m.-adjournment,

Closure reason: To review research contract
proposals,

Executive secretary: Mrs. Judith M, Whalen,
Bullding 10, Room 4B17, National Instl-
tutes of Health, 301-406-1791.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.396—National Institutes of Health.)

CoMMITTEE ON CANCER TMMUNOTHERAPY

Dates and time: May 24-25, 1977; 8:30 am.

Place: May 24, Landow Bullding, 13th Floor
Conference Room, 7910 Woodmont Avenue,
Bethesds, Maryland, May 25, Landow
Bullding, Room C-418,

Type of meeting: Open~—May 24, 8:30 a.m.-
9 am.; closed—NMay 24, 0 a.m.~11:30 p.m.
Closed—May 25, 8:30 am.-adjournment,

Closure reason: To review research contract

propoanls.

Executive secretary: Dr. George M. Stein-
berg, Bullding 10, Room 4B09, Natlonal
Institutes of Hoalth, 301-406-1701.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No,
13.3905—National Institutes of Health.)

DEvELOPMENRTAL THERAMEUTICS COMMITTER

Dates and time: May 26, 1977; 8 a.m.,

Place: Bullding 37, Room 6823, Natlonal In-
stitutes of Health,

Typo of meeting: Open—May 26, § am.-
10:30 a.um.; closed—Muny 26, 10:30 a.m.-
adjournment.

reason: To review research contract

Executive secretary: Dr, J. A, R, Mead, Blair
Bullding, Room 5A03A, National Institutes
of Health, 301-427-7203,
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No,
132.305—National Institutes of Health.)

BIOMETRY AND EroEMIOLOGY CONTRACT
Revizw COMMITTEE

Dates and time: May 31-June 1, 1977; 7 p.m.

Place: Landow Building, Room C418, 7010
Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland
20014,

Type of meeting: Open—May 31, 7 p.m.-11
p.m.; closéd—June 1, 8:30 am.—adjourn-
meont,

Closure reason: To review research contract

proposals,

Executive secretary: Mr, Harvey Geller, Lan-
dow Bullding, Room C510, National Insti-
tutes of Health, 301-406-6014.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.393—National Institutes of Health.)

Dated: April 8, 1977.

Suzanng L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[PR Doc.77-10836 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Open Meetings

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
{s hereby given of the meetings of com-
mittees advisory to the National Cancer
Institute.

These meetings will be entirely open
to the public to discuss issues relating to
committee business as indicated in the
notice. Attendance by the public will be
limited to space available. Meetings will
be held at the National Institutes of
Health, 9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda,
Maryland 20014, unless otherwise stated.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31,
Room 4B43, National Institutes of Health,
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/406-
5708) will furnish summaries of the
meetings and rosters of committee mem-
bers upon request,

Other information pertaining to the
meeting can be obtained from the Execu-
tive Secretary indicated.

SUNOMMITTER ON CosT REIMNURSEMENT OF
vHE CANCER CONTROL AND REMABILITATION

Apvisony COMMITTEE

Date and time: May 2, 1977, 9 A.m.~adjourn-
ment.

Place: Landow Buliding, Room CA418, 7910
Woodmont Avenug, Bethesds, Maryland
20014,

Type of meeting: Open for the entire meet-

ing.

Agenda: To consider strategics potentially
applicable to supported projects of the
Divislon of Cancer Control and Rehablliita-
tion.

Executive Secretary: Dr. Dorothy R. Brodie,
Biair Building, Room 7TA07, National In-
stitutes of Health, 301-427-7045,

SUSCOMMITTEE ON PREVENTION OF TME Cancen
CONTROL AND REMADILITATION ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Date and time: May 2, 1077: 2 p.m.~adjourn-
ment.

Place: Landow Building, Room C418, 7910
Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland
20014,

Type of meeting: Open for the entire meet-
ing.

Agenda:

NOTICES

To consider those Interventions
which staff might employ to lower the in-
cidence of cancer through prevention,

Executive Secretary: Dr. Dorothy R. Brodle,
Blalr Bullding, Room TA07, National Insti-
tutes of Health, 301-427-7045,

SUncOMMITTEE ON COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES OF
rHE CAnCceEr CONTROL AND REMABILITATION
ADvisory COMMITTEE

Dates and time: May 2, 1877 7 p.m-adjourn-
ment,

Place: Hollday Inn, Board Room No. 6, 8120
Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, Msaryland
20014,

Type of meeting: Open for the entire meet-
ing.

Agenda: To consider strategies for the Divi-
slon of Cancer Control and Rehabilitation
coordinstion and integration of current
control efforts into more effective com-
munity-based cancer control.

Executive Secretary: Dr. Dorothy R. Brodle,
Blalr Bullding, Room 7A07, Natlonal Insti-
tutes of Health, 301-427-7045.

Cancer CONTROL AND REHMAMIITATION ADvi-
sSoRY COMMITTEE

Dates and time: May 3-4, 1677, 0 am,

Place: Bullding 81C, Conference Room 7, Na-
tional Institutes of Health.

Type of meeting: Open for thhe entire meet-
ng.

Agenda: To discuss current and projected
programs of the Division of Cancer Con-
trol and Rehabilitation.

Executive Secretary: Dr. Veronlea L. Conley,
Bialr Building, Room 7A07, National In-
stitutes of Health, 301-427-7041,

NATIONAL CaNcER Aovisony BoAnn, SuncoMm-
MITTEE ON BUDGET AND PLANNING

Date and time: May 23, 1077; 7:30 p.m.-ad-
Journment,

Place: Bullding 81A, Conference Room 11410,
National Institutes of Health,

Type of meeting: Open for the entire
meeting.

Agenda: To review the preliminary estimates
for the NCI budget for fiscal year 1879 and
the budget projections for 1980 to 1£83;
and to review the draft of the NCI Annual
Plan for the first year period 1070-1983.

Executive Secretary: Mr. Louls M. Carrese,
Bullding 31, Room 11A49, National Insti-
tutes of Health, 301-406-4445,

DATA EvaALUuATION SUBcROUP OF TME CLEAR-
INCHOUSE ON ENVIRONMENTAL CARCINOGENS

Date and time: May 31, 1877, 8:30 am.-ad-
Journment,

Place: Bullding 31C, Canference Room 6, Na-~
tional Inatitutes of Heplth.,

Type of meeting: Open
meeting,

Agenda: To consider criteria and procedurcs
to be used In the ovaluation of bicassay
data and avallgble bloassay data.

Executive Secretary: Dr. James M. Sontag,
Bullding 31, Room 3A16, National Insti-
tutes of Health, 301-400-5108,

Dated: March 31, 1977,

Svzanne L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health,

|FR Doc77-10834 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

for the eniire

ARTIFICIAL KIDNEY-CHRONIC UREMIA
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
s hereby given of the meeting of the

Artificlal Kidney-Chronic Uremia Ad-
visory Committee, National Institute of
Arthritis, Metabolism, and Digestive Dis-
eases, May 16-18, 1977. The meeting will
be held in Bullding 31, Conference Room
9, on May 16 and 17 and in Confercnce
Room 8, Building 31 on May 18, at the
National Institutes of Health, Bethesds,
Maryland.

The meeting will be open to the publie
from 8:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. each day to
discuss administrative reports, Attend-
ance by the public will be limited to
space available. In accordance with the
provisions set forth in Title 5, U.S. Code
552b(c) (4) and 552blc) (6), the meeting
will be closed to the public from 9:30
am. to adjournment each day for the
review, discussion and evaluation of in-
dividual contract proposals, The propos-
als and the discussions could reveal trade
secrets or commercial property such as
patentable material and personal infor-
mation concerning individuals associated
with the proposals. Messrs, James N
Fordham or Leo E. Treacy, Office of Scl-
entific and Technical Reports, NIAMDD,
National Institutes of Health, Building
31, Room 9A04, Bethesda, Maryland
20014, 301-496-3583, will provide sum-
maries of the meeting and rosters of the
committee members.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 13849—National Institues of
Health.)

Dated: April 1, 1977,

SuzaNNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Heaith.

|FR Doc.77-10840 Plled 4-12-77,8:45 am]

CONTRACEPTIVE EVALUATION RESEARCH
CONTRACT REVIEW COMMITTEE

Cancelled Meeting

Notice is hereby given of the cancella-
tion of the meeting of the Contraceptive
Evaluation Research Contract Review
Committee, National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development
April 18, 1977, Conference Room 8
Building 31, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland, which was
published in the FepEraL Recistes o0
March 7, 1977, 42 FR 12926.

Dated: April 7, 1977,

SUzZANNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health

[FR D00.77-10832 Filod 4-12-77:8:45 s

CURRENT RESEARCH IN CARDIAC AND
VASCULAR DISEASE IN RELATION TO
DIABETES MELLITUS

Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given of the Workshop
on Current Research in Cardiac and
Vascular Disease in Relation to Diabetes
Mellitus sponsored by the National
Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute, June
3, 1977 between 9:00 am and 4:00 pm

{n Building 31, Conference Room 5, the
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National Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
Maryland.

This meeting will be open to the public
on & space available basis.

pr. Gardner C. McMillan, Associate
Director, Etiology of Arteriosclerosis and
Hypertension Program, Division of Heart
and Vascular Diseases, National Heart,
pung, and Blood Institute, Landow
Building, Room C803, Bethesda, Mary-
land 20014, (301) 496-1613 will provide
additional Information.

Dated: March 31, 1977,

SuzaxNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc77~10837 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

National Institutes of Heaith
DENTAL CARIES PROGRAM ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of the meeting of the Dental
Carles Program Advisory Committee,
National Institute of Dental Research,
on June 16-17, 1977, National Institutes
of Health, Building 31-B, Conference
Room 5, Bethesda, Md.

The entire meeting will be open to the
public from 8 am. to 5 p.m. on June 16,
and from 9 am, to adjournment on
June 17, to discuss research progress and
ongoing plans and programs of the Na-
tional Carles Program. Attendance by
the public will be limited to space avail-
able,

Dr. James P. Carlos, Associate Direc-
tor, National Caries Program, National
Institute of Dental Research, National
Institutes of Health, Westwood Bullding,
Room 528, Bethesda, Md. 20014, phone
number 301-496-7239, will furnish rosters
of committee members, & summary of
the meeting, and other information per-
taining to the meecting.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-

Eram  No, 13840—National Institutes of
Health.) :

Dated: April 5, 1677,

Suzanse L. FaEMEAv,
Commitiee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health,

[FR Doc.77-10843 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am)

MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH
RESEARCH COMMITTEE

Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
I5 hereby given of the meeting of the
Maternal and Child Health Research
Committee, National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development, on
June 2-3, 1977, in the Landow Bullding,
Room C-418, 7010 Woodmont Avenue,
Bethesda, Maryland.

This meeting will be open to the pub-
lic on June 2 from 9:00 a.m. to 10:30
am. to discuss items relative to the
Committes's activities Including an-
nouncements by the Director, Center for
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Research for Mothers and Children, the
Chiefs, Human Learning and Behavior,
Pregnancy and Infancy, and Develop-
mental Biology and Nutrition Branches
and the Executive Secretary of the Com-
mittee. Concept clearance for contract
programs of the Center for Research for
Mothers and Children will be discussed.
Attendance by the public will be limited
to space available. :

In accordance with the provisions set
forth in Title 5, US. Code 552b(c) (4)
and 552b(c) (6) and Section 10(d) of
Public Law 92-463, the meeting will be
closed to the public on June 2 from 10:30
am. to adjournment on June 3 for the
review, discussion and evaluation of in-
dividual grant applications. The appli-
cations and the discussions could reveal
confidential trade secrets or commercial
property such as patentable material,
and personal information concerning
individuals associated with the applica-
tions,

Mrs. Marjorie Neff, Committee Man-
agement Officer, NICHD, Building 31,
Room 2A-04, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland, Area Code
301, 496-1848. will provide a summary of
the meeting and a roster of committee
members. Dr. Nancy F. Russo, Executive
Secretary, Maternal and Child Health
Research Committee, NICHD, Landow
Bullding, Room C-T17, National Insti-
tutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland,
Area Code 301, 496-5575, will furnish
substantive program Information.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Asaistance Pro-
gram No. 13.856, National Institutes of
Health.)

Dated: April 1, 1977,

Svzanye L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.77-10842 Filed 4-12-77,8:45 am|]

NATIONAL ADVISORY RESEARCH
RESOURCES COUNCIL

Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
is hereby given of the meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory Research Resources
Council, Division of Research Resources,
May 19-20, 1977, Conference Room No. 9,
Building 31, National Institutes of
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014,

The meeting will be open to the public
from 9:00 am. to recess on May 19 for:
the conduct of Council business, includ-
ing the report of the Director, DRR; the
report of the Deputy Director, DRR; the
annual Review of Council Operating
Procedures; a presentation by a Council
member entitled, “The National Advisory
Research Resources Council—?"; a pres-
entation entitled, “Trends in NIH Extra-
mural Programs in Relation to DRR"”; a
prezentation of the DRR Forward Plan
FY 1979-83; a status report on the NIH
Director’s review of the Research Re-
sources Evaluation Panel Report; a status
report on resource identification plaques;
a status report on the Research Re-
sources Information Center and the Re-
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search Resources Reporter; and a
program ‘review of the functions of the
Division's Minority Biomedical Support
Program. Attendance by the public will
be limited to space available.

In accordance with the provisions set
forth in Sections 552b(c) (4) and 552b(c)
(6) under Title 5, U.8. Code and Section
10(d) of Public Law 92-463, the meeting
will be closed to the public on May 20
from 8:30 a.m. to adjournment for the re-
view, discussion, and evaluation of indi-
vidual grant applications. These appli-
cations and the discussions could reveal
confidential trade secrets of commercial
property such as patentable material, and
personal information concerning indi-
viduals associated with the applications.

Mr, James Augustine, Information Offi-
cer, Division of Research Resources, Na-
tional Institutes of Health, Room 5B39,
Building 31, Bethesda, Maryland 20014
(301) 496-5545, will provide summaries
of the meeting and rosters of the Council
members. Dr. James ¥, O'Donnell, Dep-
uty Director, Division of Research Re-
sources, National Institutes of Health,
5B03, Building 31, Bethesda, Maryland
20014 (301) 496-6611, will furnish sub-
stantive program information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestio- Assistance Pro-
gram Nos. 13.306; 13.333; 13.337; 18.871; 18.-
375; National Institutes of Health,)

Dated: April 1, 1977.

Svuzanne L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.77-10833 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

NATIONAL ADVISORY ALLERGY AND
INFECTIOUS DISEASES COUNCIL

Open Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-483, notice
is hereby given of the meeting of the
National Advisory Allergy and Infectious
Diseases Council, National Institute of
Allergy and Infectious Diseases, May 25,
19877, in Bullding 31C, Conference Room
9, and on May 26 and 27, 1977, in Build-
ing 31C, Conference Room 10, National
lInz;:l.imtea of Health, Bethesda, Mary-

and.

This meeting will be open to the public
on May 25 from 1:30 p.m. until recess,
and on May 26 from 9:00 am. until re-
cess, to discuss program policles and
issues. Attendance by the public will be
limited to space available.

In accordance with the provisions set
forth In Sections 552b(e) (4) and 552b
(c)(6), Title 5, US. Code, and Section
10(d) of Public Law 52-463, the meeting
of the Council will be closed to the public
on May 25 from 9:00a.m. until 1:30 pm.,
and on May 27 from 9:00 a.m, until ad-
journment, for the review, discussion,
and evaluation of Individual grant appli-
cations. These applications and the dis-
cussions could reveal confidential trade
secrets or commercial property such as
patentable material, and personal infor-
mation concerning individuals associated
with the applications.

13, 1977
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Mr. Robert L. Schreiber, Chief, Office
of Research Reporting and Public Re-
sponse, National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases, Bullding 31, Room
7A32, National Institutes of Health,
Bethesda, Maryland, telephone (301)
496-5717, will provide summaries of the
meetings and rosters of the Council
members.

Dr. William I. Gay, Director, Extra-
mural Activities Program, NIAID, NIH,
Westwood Bullding, Room 703, telephone
(301) 496-7201, will provide substantive
program information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram Nos, 13.855, 13.856, 13.857, and 13.858,
National Institutes of Health.)

Dated: April 1, 1977,

SuzaNne L. PREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc.77-10830 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am)

NATIONAL ADVISORY CHILD HEALTH AND
HUMAN DEVELOPMENTAL COUNCIL

Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
is hereby given of the meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory Child Health and Human
Development Council, May 23-24, 1977,
Building 31, Conference Room 10, Na-
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
Maryland, The meeting will be open to
the public on May 23 from 9:00 a.m, to
5:00 pm, with current status reporits,
review of the Reproductive Biology Pro-
gram of the Center for Population Re-
search, and scientific presentations. At-
tendance by the public will be limited to
space available.

In accordance with provisions set forth
in Title 5, U.S, Code 552bfc) (4) and 552
(c) (8) and Section 10(d) of Public Law
92-463, the meeting will be closed to the
public on May 24 from 9:00 a.m. to ad-
journment on May 24 for the review, dis-
cussion and evaluation of individual
grant applications, The applications and
the discussions could reveal confidential
trade secrets or commercial property
such as patentable material, and per-
sonal information concerning individu-
als associated with the applications.

Mrs. Marjorie Neff, Council Secretary,
NICHD, Building 31, Room 2A-04, Na-
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda,
Maryland, Area Code 301, 406-1848, will
provide summaries of meetings and a
roster of Council members as well as sub-
stantive program Information.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 13.884 and 13,865, National In-
stitutes of Health.)

Dated: April 1, 1977.

SUzANNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Offi-
cer, National Instilutes of
Health.

| PR D0o.77-10841 Flled 4-12-77:8:45 am)

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON AGING
Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 52-463, notice
is hereby given of the meeting of the Na~

NOTICES

tional Advisory Council on Aging, Na-
tional Institute on Aging, on May 24-25,
1977, in Bullding 31C, Conference Room
7, National Institutes of Health, Be-
thesda, Maryland,

The meeting will be open to the pub-
lic from 9:00 a.m, to 2:00 p.m. on May 24
and from 9:00 a.m. to adjournment on
May 25 for introductory remarks, status
reports, and presentations by NIH Insti-
tute Directors. Attendance by the public
will be limited to space available.

In accordance with the provisions sel
forth in Sections 552b(¢) (4) and 552b
(¢)(6), Title 5, U.S. Code and Section
10(d) of Public Law 92-463, the meeting
will be closed to the public on May 24
from 2:00 p.m. to adjournment that day
for the review, discussion and evaluation
of Individual grant applications. These
applications and the discussions could
reveal confidential trade secrets or com-
mercial property such as patentable ma-
terial, and personal information con-
cerning individuals associated with the
applications.

Mrs. Suzanna Porter, Council Secre-
tary, National Institute on Aging, Bulld-
ing 31, Room 4B-63, National Institutes
of Health, Bethesda, Maryland, Area
Code 301, 496-5345, will furnish sub-
stantive program information.

(Catalog of Federnl Domestic Assistance
Program No. 13.866, National Institutes of
Health.)

Dated: April 1, 1977,

Suvuzanne L. Fremeav,
Committee Management Ofi-
cer, National Institutes of
Health.

[FR Do0.77-10838 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am)

NATIONAL ADVISORY ENVIRONMENTAL
HEALTH SCIENCES COUNCIL

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is
hereby given of the meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory Environmental Health
Sciences Council, National Institute of
Environmental Health Sciences, May
23-24, 1977, in Bullding 18 Conference
Room, National Institute of Environ-
mental Health Sciences, Research Tri-
angle Park, North Carolina. This meeting
will be open to the public on May 23,
1977, from 9 a.m. to noon to discuss the
Report of the Second Task Force for
Research Planning in Environmental
Sclences, recent legislation, interagency
activities and other items of interest.
Attendance by the public will be limited
to space available.

In accordance with the provisions set
forth in Sections 552b(c) (4), and 552b
(¢)(8), Title 5 U.S. Code and Section
10(d) of Pub. L, 92-463, the meeting will
be closed to the public on May 23, 1977,
from 1 p.m. to adjournment on May 24,
1877. The closed portion of the meeting
involves the review, discussion, and eval-
ulation of individual grant applications.
These applications and the discussions
could reveal confidential trade secrets or
commercial property such as patentable
material, and personal information con-
cerning individuals associated with the
applications,

Leota B. Staff, Committee Mangpe.
ment Officer, NIEHS, Westwood Build-
ing, Room 340, Bethesda, Marviand
20014, 301-406-7483, will provide sum.
maries of meetings and rosters of com-
mittee members. Dr, Wilford L. Nusser,
Acting Associate Director for Extramural
Program, Natlonal Institute of Environ-
mental Health Sciences, Bethesda, Mary-
land, 20014, 301-496-7483, will furnish
substantive program information.
{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro.
gram Nos. 13.873, 13.873, 13.874, 13.875 und
13.876—National Institutes of Health )

Dated: April 1, 1977.

Svzasne L, FREMEAv,
Commitiee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health

|FR Doo.77-10844 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am|

NATIONAL ADVISORY GENERAL MEDICAL
SCIENCES COUNCIL

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub, L. 92-463, notice |s
hereby given of the meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory General Medical Sciences
Council, National Institute of General
Medical Sciences, National Institutes of
Health, May 25-26, 1977, Bullding 31,
Conference Room 8, Bethesda, Maryland
This meeting will be open to the public
on May 25, 1977, from 9 am. to 5 pm
for opening remarks; report of the Di-
rector, NIGMS; and other business of the
Couneil. Attendance by the public will be
limited to space available.

In accordance with provisions set forth
in Title 5, US. Code 552b(c)(4) and
552b(c) (6) , the meeting will be closed to
the public on May 26, 1877, from § am,
to adjournment for the review, discus-
sion, and evaluation of individual grant
applications. These applications could re-
veal confidential trade secrets or com-
mercial property such as patentable ma-
terial, and personal information con-
cerning individuals associated with the
applications.

Mr. Paul Deming, Research Reports
Officer, NIGMS, National Institutes of
Health, Room 9A05, Westwood Bullding,
Bethesda, Maryland 20014, 301-496-7301,
will provide & summary of the meeting
and a roster of council members. Dr.
Ruth L. Kirschstein, Executive Secretary
NAGMS Council, National Institutes of
Health, Building 31, Room 4A52, Be-
thesda, Maryland 20014 301-496-7518
will furnish substantive program infor-
mation.

(Catalog of Federnl Domestic Assislace F:-:-
gram Nos, 13-850, 13-860, 13-801, 1J- 862
13-863—National Institutes of Health |

Dated: April 1, 1977,

SUZARNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Hcalrh

[FR Do0.77-10845 Pilod 4-12-77:8:45 ami

NATIONAL LIBRARY OF MEDICINE,
BOARD OF REGENTS

Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice 1(;
hereby given of the meeting of the Boar
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of Regents of the National Library of
Medicine on May 18-20, 1877, in the
goard Room of the National Library of
Madicine, 8600 Rockville Pike, Bethesda,
Maryland, and the meeting of the Ex-
tramural Programs Subcommittee of the
Board of Regents of the National Library
of Medicine on the preceding day, May
18. 1977, from 2 to § p.m., in Conference
Room “B" of the Library.

The meeting of the Board will be open
to the public all day on May 19 and
from 9 to 9:15 a.m. on May 20 for ad-
ministrative reports and program and
operation discussions. Attendance by the
public wil be limited to space avallable,

In accordance with provisions set forth
in sections 552b{c) (4), 652b(e) (6), Title
5, US. Code and section 10¢(d) of Pub.
L. 92-463, the entire meeting of the Sub-
committee on May 18 will be closed to the
public, and the regular Board meeting on
May 20 will be closed from 9:15 am, to
adjournment, for the review, discussion
and evaluation of individual grant ap-
plications. These applications and the
discussions could reveal confidential
trade secrets or commercial property
such as patentable material, and per-
sonal informaiton concerning individuals
associated with the applications.

Mr. Robert B, Mehnert, Chief Office
of Inquiries and Publications Manage-
ment, National'Library of Medicine, 8600
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland
20014, 301-496-6308, will furnish a sum-
mary of the meeting, rosters of Board
members, and other information per-
taining to the meeting,

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos, 13348, 13.340, 13351, 13352,
13881—National Institutes of Health,)

Dated: April 8, 1977.

SUZANNE L. FREMEAU,
Committee Management Officer,
National Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc77-10846 Plled 4-12-77:8:45 am]

CONSULTING GROUP ON WELFARE
REFORM

Meecting

Notice Is hereby given that the Con-
sulting Group on Welfare Reform will
meet from 9:00 am. to 11:00 a.m. on
April 15, 1977, in the first floor audito-
fium, HEW North Building, 330 Inde-
Pendence Avenue, SW,, Washington, D.C.
The Group will review and discuss lead-
ing welfare reform options.

This meeting has been called on short
notice due to the unexpected lateness of
cost and caseload estimate figures for
gcxrare reform opinions, the need for

TOup members to review and discuss
U.lis Information before concluding their
Work, and the extremely tight deadlines
;wl;ttg? lr;re.v.ll;leent has established for

e art y
recommendations.p s
ml-\lrther Information about this meet-
obg ?r the work of the Group may be
- N8 ned by writing to: Mr. Bob Helm,

Xecutive Director, Room 410-E South

NOTICES
Portal Building, 200 Independence Ave-
nue, SW. Washington, D.C. 20201.
Dated: April 11, 1077,
Bos HemM,

Ezxecutive Director.
[FR Doc.T7-10961 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|

Office of the Secretary

HEALTH CARE FINANCING
ADMINISTRATION, ET AL.

Amendment to Reorganization Order

The Reorganization Order, 42 FR
13262 (March 9, 1977), is amended as
follows:

1. Part I, Paragraph E is amended by
substituting “Employee Systems Center"
for the two organizational units of the
Office of Personnel and Training listed
in subparagraph 2.

2, Part III is amended by adding
thereto the following paragraph:

“5. The delegations of authority by
the Secretary to the Regional Directors
with respect to Long Term Care Stand-
ards Enforcement in WMedicare and
Medicaid and any redelegations there-
under continue in effect.”

3. This Amendment to the Reoganiza-
tion Order is effective immediately.

Dated: April 8, 1977.

JoserH A, Cauirano, Jr.,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.77-10818 Piled 4-12-77:8:46 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Consumer Affairs and Regulatory
Functions

[Docket N-T77-748)

REAL ESTATE SETTLEMENT
PROCEDURES ACT

Special Information Booklet

This notice is Issued to conform the
Special Information Booklet prepared by
HUD pursuant to the Real Estate Settle-
ment Procedures Act of 1974 (RESPA),
12 US.C. 2601, et seq., with recent
amendments to Regulation B adopted
by the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve in implementing the Equal
Credit Opportunity Act (ECOA).

The original regulations issued by the
Board and effective June 30, 1976, re-
quired that all creditors provide credit
applicants, at the time of application,
with & notice detailing the protection of
ECOA and the agency which administers
the creditor's compliance with the Act's
provisions. HUD Incorporated this re-
quirement in its regulations under
RESPA (June 4, 1976, 41 FR 22702),
which also went into effect on June 30,
1976, and included In the Special Infor-
mation Booklet an alternative vehicle for
the delivery of the ECOA notice, Recent
amendments to Regulation B, effective
April 13, 1977, however, alter the notice
delivery requirement; 12 CFR 2029 re-
quires that the ECOA notice need only
be provided when a creditor takes ad-
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verse action regarding an application for
credit.

It is the purpose of this notice, there-
fore, to revise the text of the Special
Information Booklet to accurately re-
fleet current ECOA coverage and pro-
cedures, The RESPA regulatory require-
ment dealing with ECOA (24 CFR
3500.6(a)) is amended by a rule pub-
lished this date, April 13, 1977.

Because of the relatively minor nature
of the ECOA references in the Booklet,
the Department has determined that re-
vision of the text of the booklet should
not be made mandatory at this time.
However, the booklet should be revised
in accordance with this notice at the
lender’s (printer’s) next reprinting. All
booklets printed in accordance with the
text as published on June 10, 1976, may
continue to be used in complying with
the requirements of RESPA, 24 CFR
3500.6, without change although obsolete
material may be struck from existing
supplies in accordance with this notice.
The textual revisions outlined below will
be incorporated into the required version
mandated by this Department, It is
HUD's policy to provide notice of a pro-
posed required amendment of the hook-
Jet substantially in advance of the effec-
tive date of such amendment.

After April 13, 1977, the following al-
terations may be made in the text of
the Specinl Information Booklet as it
apreared on June 10, 1976, at 41 FR
23620:

1. At the end of the general heading,
“Protection Against Unfair Practices”,
(See 41 FR 23635, after line 37) add the
following:

Equal Credit Opportunity. The Equal
Credit Opportunity Act prohibits lenders
from discriminating against credit ap-
plicants on the. basis of race, color, re-
ligion, national origin, sex, marital
status, age (provided that the applicant
has the capacity to enter into a binding
contract), because all or part of the ap-
plicant’s Income derives from any pub-
lic assistance program, or because the
applicant has in good faith exercised any
right under the Consumer Credit Protec-
tion Act. If you feel you have been dis-
criminated against by any lender, you
may have a private right of legal action
against that lender and you may wish
to consult an attorney; or you may wish
to consult the Federal agency that ad-
ministers compliance with this law con-
cerning the lender you suspect has vio-
lated your rights thereunder. Inquire of
the lender regarding the identity of that
agency. You may also contact your re-
glonal Federal Reserve Bank about your
rights under this Act.

2, Under the general heading, ‘“The
Right to File Complaints”, the fourth
and fifth sentence of the third para-
graph should be deleted (see 41 FR 23636,
lines 18, 19, and 20) and the amended
paragraph should read as follows:
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Most settlement service providers, par-
ticularly lenders, are supervised by some
governmental agency at the local, state
and/or Federal level. Others are subject
to the control of self-policing assocla-
tions, If you feel a provider of settlement
gervices has viclated RESPA, you can
address your complaint to the agency or
association which has supervisory re-
sponsibility over that provider. For the
names of such agencies or associations
vou will have to check with local and
State governments or consumer agencies
operating in your area. You are also en-
couraged to forward a copy of complaints
regarding RESPA violations to the HUD
Office of Consumer Affairs and Regula-
tory Functions, which has the primary
responsibility for administering the
RESPA program. Your complaints can
lay the foundation for future legislative
or administrative actions.

3. On the final page, after Appendix
A, (see 41 FR 23661, after line 25) delete
the center caption and paragraph deal-
ing with the “Equal Credit Opportunity
‘Notice."

Issued at Washington, D.C. on April 5,

1977,
Raxporrn S, KINDER,
Acting Assistant Secretary jor
Consumer Aflairs and Regu-
latory Functions.

[FR Doc,77-10885 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am|]

Office of the Secretary
[Docket No, N-77-506]

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
Adoption of New Notice of Systems of
Records

In sccordance with the Privacy Act
of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-579), the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (hereinafter referred to as “the
Department”) adopts & new System of
Records.

On November 30, 19876, the Depart-
ment published in the FepEraL REGISTER
at 41 FR 52545 a Notice of System of
Records for a proposed system, entitled
Urban Homesteading Evaluation Data,
that will be malntained by the Depart-
ment. Interested persons were given the
opportunity to comment on the proposed
Notice of System of Records on or be-
fore December 30, 1876. No comments
were received.

The Routine Uses paragraphs of pref-
atory statement noted in the Systems
description refer to the General State-
ment of Routine Uses appearing at 40
FR 47435, October 8, 1975, as amended
at 41 FR 16850, April 22, 1976,

A Finding of Inapplicability respect-
ing the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 was made for the earlier
publication of the proposed Notice of the
System of Records in accordance with
HUD Handbook 1390.1. A copy of this
Pinding of Inapplicability Is available
for public inspection during the regular
business hours at the Office of the Rules
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Docket Clerk, Office of the Secrelary,
Room 10141, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C.

It i5 hereby certified that the eco-
nomic and inflationary impacts of the
System of Records Notice have been
carefully evaluated in accordance with
OMB Circular A-107.

Therefore, the Department adopts the
following Privacy Act System of Records,
reprinting it in its entirety.

HUD/PD&R-1
System name:
Urban Homesteading Evaluation Data.
System location:
Cambridge, Massachusetts.
Categories of individuals covered by the

system:

Urban homesteaders, other residents
of Urban Homesteading Demonstration
(UHD) target neighborhoods, and un-
successful applicants for UHD prop-

Categories of records in the system:

Demographic, socio-economie, hous-
ing characteristics, and housing costs.

Routine uses of records maintained in the
system, including categories of users
und the purpose of such uses:

See Routine Uses paragraphs of pref-
alory statement. Other routine uses:
none,

Policies and practices for storing, retriev-
ing, accessing, retaining, and dispos-
ing of records in the system:

Storage:

Survey questionnaires stored in file
folders; punch cards, magnetic tape/
disc/drum stored In facilities with lim-
ited access.

Retrievability:

Code number; address.
Snl’rmrdsz

Pile folders stored in locked cabinets;
machine-readable files stored in secured
areas and technical restraints are em-
ployed with regard to accessing the com-
puter and machine-readable files. All
material accessible only by authorized
personnel,

Retention and dispesal:

Quentionnaires are retained for about
one month to permit conversion of data
into machine-readable format; ma-
chine-readable records will be disposed
of in approximately three years, early
1980.

System manager and address:

Dirvector, Office of Organization and
Management Information, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, 451 Seventh Street SW., Wash-
ington, D.C, 20410,

Notification procedure:

For inquiry about existence of rec-
ords, contact the Privacy Act Officer at

the Headquarters location, in accord.
ance with procedures in 24 CFR pyyt
16. If additional information or assist-
ance s required, contact the Privacy
Act Officer at the Headquarters location,
Record aceess procedures:

The Department’s rules for proy iding
access to records to the Individual con-
cerned appear in 24 CFR Part 15 1t
additional Information or assistance is
required, contact the Privacy Act Officer
at the Department of Housing and Ur-
ban Development, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410.
Contesting record procedures:

The Department's rules for contesting
the contents of records and appealing
initial denials by the individual con-
cerned appear In 24 CFR Part 16, If
additional information or assistance is
needed, In relation to contesting con-
tents of records or in relation to appeals
of Initial denials, it may be obtained by
contacting the Departmental Privacy
Appeals Officer, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh
Street SW,, Washington, D.C. 20410.
Record source categorics:

Urban homesteaders, other residents
of UHD target neighborhoods, and un-
successiul applicants for UHD propertics.

Effective date: This Notice of System

of Records shall be effective May 13,
1977.

Issued at Washington, D.C., on April §
1977,
PATRICIA ROBERTS HARRIS,
Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development,

{FR Doo.7T7-10761 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[CA 237¢)
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN
Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of
Lahds

Arpu 4, 1977
The Corps of Engineers, Department of
the Army, on October 7, 1974, filed appli-
cation Serial No. CA 2376 for withdrawal
of the following described lands from
settlement, sale, location, or entry under
all of the general land laws, including q:c
mining laws and the mineral leasing
Jaws, subject to valid existing rights:
MOUNT DIARLO MERINIAN
TSN, R.IOW.,
Sec. 3, Wi SWILNWLSWY: e
Sec. 4, EWEWRNELUNWY, ERERSWY
NW1,, SELNWL, NEYNELNWLSW

NEY,NE4SWY,  NLNWKENELSWH
SEYNELSWY,, WWUNEY, “r.'“\::‘ :
NEY,, BWSEYLNEYNEY, NWILESEN

snd BYEILSWILSE:
Sec. 9, NEGNELNWILNEY

13, V977




TN R IOW,

Bec. 7. WKSWI, Tot 2, Wi,
S24 Lot 3, and Lot 4;
Sec. 8, SWYLSWLSWI, WIENWILSWL

SWik. and WILSWILNWILSWI,

Sec. 17, WIENWIENWY, WILELNWYG
NWiL, SWILNWIL, BWKLSEUNWL, NE1§
SWi,, BUNWLBWL, NWIINWLLSWY,
ELSELBWIL, NWLSELSWI,, BILSEY,
SWLNWYSEY. SEUNEYSEY, and
ELSWUNELSEL

Bec. 18, E15 and EWYRNWY Lot 1, and E!
Lot 2;

Bec, 20, EYURWIKNEL,
and BV EYSER:

Bec. 21, NWKNWL:

Sec. 29, B NEIGNELR,
NWYNEWLSELNELY,,
SEY;

Sec, 32, BLBEUNELNEY, ELSELRNEL,
SWI,SELNEY, SUNWLSELNEL, S14
SUSWILNEY, BISELUNWY, NENEL
5Wi, NENWYKSEY, NWLNEYLSEY,
and NYUNEYUNEYSEL:

Eee 33, WNWYSELY , SEIUNWILSEY, 81,
NELSEY, NUSEYBEY , SWI,SELSEY,,
NUSEYBEYSEY, NXUBWYSEW, BEY
SWI,SEW, BELSWLSWISEL, and NE
SEYSWL:

Sec. B4, SWHNWLSWIL and NWL 8w,
SWi5.

THN. R 11 W,

Sec. 12, SW Lot'3;, Wik nnd WiLEW Lot ¢,
SEYNW,SEY, and NEYSWI,SEY,:

Sec. 13, EY, NW; and ELEWY, Lot 1, and
ELNEY Lot 2.

The total ncreage 1s 1,220.18 acres in Lake

County, California.

The Corps of Engineers desires these
lands for the purpose of construction of
3 multiple-purpose dam and reservoir at
the Lakeport site on Scotts Creek for
fiood control, mumicipal -water supply,
frrigation, recreation, and fish and wild-
life, and downstream levee and channel
Improvements for flood control,

On or before May 13, 1977, all persons
¥ho wish to submit comments, sug-
Eestions, or objections in connection with
the proposed withdrawal may present
their views In writing to the undersigned
g:ﬂ‘.-ccr of the Bureau of Land Manage-

ent,

Pursuant to section 204 (h) -of the Fed-
eral Land Policy and Management Act of
1976, notice is hereby given that an op-
pertunity Tor a public hearing is afforded
In connaction with the proposed with-
drawnl. A) Interested persons who desire
to be heard on the proposed withdrawal
bust submit a written request for a
hearing to the State Director, Bureau of
Lang Management, Room E-2841 Fed-
fral Office Bufiding, 2800 Cottage Wey,
Sacramento, California 85825, on or be-
fore May 16, 1977, Notice of the public
hearing “will' be published in- the Fep-
ERAL Reoistir giving the time and place
of such hearing, The public hearing wil
be scheduled and conducted in accord-
ance with BLM Manunl, Sec. 2351.16B.

The Department of the Interior's regi-
lations provide that the authorized offi-
Cer of the Burenu of Land Management
Wil undertake such investigations as are
NEcessary to determine the existing and
potentinl demands for the lands and
iy resources. He will also undertake
tegotintions with the applicant agency
ux‘th the view of assuring that the arvea
Sought iz the minimum essential to meet

WILNEY,

NWLELNWIENEY,

E%GELSEYNEY,
and EWLEWLNELY
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the applicant's needs, providing for the
maximum concurrent utilization of the

Jands Tor purposes other than the appli-
cant's, nnd reaching agreement on the
concurrent management of the lands and
thetr resources.

The authorized officer will also prepare
a report for consideration by the Secre-
tary of the Interior, who will determine
whether or not the lands will be with-
drawn and reserved as requested by the
applicant agency. The determination of
the Secretary on the application will be
published 'in the FPeveran Rxcisten. The
Secretary’s determination shall, in a
proper case, be subject to the provisions
of section 204(c) of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976, 90
Stat. 2752. The anbove described lands
are temporarily segregated from the op-
eration of the public land laws, includ-
ing the mining laws and the mineral
leasing lnws, to the extent that the with-
drawal applied for, if and when effected,
would prevent any form of disposal or
appropriation under such laws. Current
administrative jurisdiction over the seg-
regated lands will not be affected by the
temporary segregation. The segregative
effect of this proposed withdrawal shall
terminate on October 20, 1891, unless
sooner terminated by action of the Sec-
retary of the Interior,

All commnunications (except for public
hearing requests) in connection with
this proposed withdrawal should be ad-
dressed to the undersigned officer of the
Burcau of Land Management, Depart-
ment of the Interior, Room E-2841 Fed-
eral Office Building, 2800 Cottage Way.
Sacramento, Callfornia 95825.

VioLa A, ANDRADE,
Acting Chief, Lands Section,
Branch of Lands and Min-
erals Operations.

|¥R DocT7-10760 Flled 4-12-77,8:46 am|

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Drug Enforcement Administration
| Docket No, T6-28|
RAYMOND G. MARINOFF, M.D.
Revocation of Registration

On June 15, 1876, the Administrator
of tihe Drug Enforecement Administration
(DEA) directed to Raymond G. Marinofl,
MD. (Respondent) , of Oakland, Califor-
nia, an Order to Show Cause proposing
to revoke Dr, Marinoff’'s DEA Certificate
of Registration (AM1332080) for reason
that on May 13, 1976, In the United
States District Court for the Northern
District of California, Dr. Marinoff was
comvicted of the unlawful distribution of
a controlled substance in violation of 21
USC. B4la) (1), a felony, Concurrent
with the issuance of the Order to Show
Cause, the Administrator notified the
Respondent of the immediate suspension
of his registration pursuant to 21 US.C.
824(d), pending finnl determination of
these proceedings.

On July 13, 1976, the Respondent,
through counsel, requested a heaving on
the Order to Show Cause, Following the
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completion of prehearing procedures, o
hearing in this matter was held on De-
cember 7 and 8, 1976, in Ban Prancisco,
California, Administrative Law Judge
Francis L. Young, presiding, On March
25, 1877, Judge Young certified to the
Administrator the record of these pro-
ceedings, including his findings of fact,
conclusions of Jaw, and a recommended
decision or ruling. Now, after a careful
review of the entire record, and pursuant
to 21 CFR 13816/66, the Administrator
publishes his Final Order in this matter,
based upon findings of fact and conclu-
sions-of law as set forth below,

The Administrative Law Judge found,
inter alia, that the DEA and the Cali-
fornin Diversion Investigative Unit
(DIU) had become aware that the Re-
spondent was ordering very large and
excessive amounts of Schedule I con-
trolled substances, In one three month
period, the Respondent, an individual
practitioner, had ordered over 110,000
dosage units of sodium secobarbital, an
amount in excess of the quantity large
hospitals are known to order over a simi-
lar period of time. Surveillance of the
Respondent's office falled toshow patient
traffic which might have justified the
quamtities of controlled substances
ordered. Hence, an undercover investiga-
tion of the Respondent's activities was
begun by the California DIU. The DIU
agent introduced himself to the Re-
spondent as a massage parlor operator.
Subsequently, the agent informed the
Respondent that his “girls” could sell the
barbiturate capsules to their customers
for n dollar apiece, Dr. Marinoff began
to sell sodium secobarbital to the agent
for & mutually agreed price of fifty cents
per capsule, with knowledge that his
purported “patient” had no legitimate
medicnl need for the drugs and that the
controlled substances he sold to the
agent were to be resold by the massage
parior employees.

Thereafter, on three oceasions, Janu-
ary 9, 12 and 16, 1976, the Respondent
sold the undercover agent 3,080 dosage
units of sodium secobarbital for a tota)
of $1,540.00, On January 27, 1076, the
agent obtained from the Respondent
10,000 dosage units of sodium secobar-
bital and 4,000 dosage units of ampheta-
mine. The Respondent was in the process
of delivering an additional 10,000 dosage
units of sodium secobarbital when other
agents entered and he was arrested. The
agreed price for the total of 24.000
dosage units of Schedule IT controllad
substances was $12,000.00. Subsequent to
the Respondent's arrest, the DEA con-
ducted an accountability audit of his
controlled substances, The audit revealed
that during the period, January 1, 1975
through January 27, 1876, Dr. Marinoff
had sctually received at least 768,000
dosage units of sodium secobarbital: an
additionnl 65,000 dosage units of pento-
barbital (Schedule ID) ; and over 100,000
dosage umits of dextroamphetamine
(Schedule ID, The nudit further re-
vealed that the Respondent had on hand
at the time of bis arrest npproximately
168,300 dosage units of sodium seco-

13, 977
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pbarbital and 21,450 dosage units of
dextroamphetamine., Hence, Dr. Marin-
off had dispensed, or otherwise disposed
of, approximately 600,000 deosage units
of secobarbital in less than thirteen
months. A Federal Grand Jury indicted
Dr. Marinoff for his sales of controlled
substances to the undercover agent on
January 12, 16 and 27, 1976, and with
possessing with intent to distribute the
secobarbital and dextroamphetamine he
had in his possession at the time of his
arrest, On May 13, 1976, upon his plea
of Guilty to Count One of the six count
indictment, Dr, Marinoff was convicted
of distribution of controlled substances
in violation of 21 U.S.C. 841(a) (1),

The Respondent testified at the hear-
ing that he had never sold controlled
substances other than to the undercover
agent at the latter’s suggestion. He fur-
ther testified that he began to stockpile
controlled substances because he had a
large accident victim practice and be-
cause he dispensed boxes of 40 Seconal
(sodium secobarbital) to between 35 and
40 of the 100 to 120 patients he saw each
working day. With respect to Respond-
ent's ordering and dispensing of con-
trolled substances, the Administrative
Law Judge found that “there is no direct
evidence that Respondent was prepared
to sell, or had sold, controlled substances
unlawfully to anyone other than (the
agent) . The enormous quantities of drugs
which Respondent had obtained gives
rise to the strong probability that he did
s0. Even if we accept the general thrust
of Respondent’s testimony with respect
to the drugs he dispensed to accident
patients, the totals still leave a large
quantity unaccounted for * * * The point
1s, even accepting at face value all of Re-
spondent’s testimony concerning the size
of his accident patient practice, and his
prescribing of controlled substances for
those patients, he could still have been
selling significantly large quantities of
. controlled substances unlawfully. Re-
spondent’s own figures leave approxi-
mately 100,000 dosage units of Schedule
II controlied substances unaccounted for
by and any theory he has advanced.”

The Administrative Law Judge con-
cluded that there is a lawful basis for
the revocation of Respondent’s DEA reg-
istration pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 824()
(2): that the Administrator should re-
voke this registration; and that revoca-
tion Is necessary and appropriate in the
light of all the facts and circumstances
in this case.

The Administrator hereby fully ac-
cepts and adopts the findings of fact,
conclusions of law and recommended
decision of the Administrative Law
Judge.

Therefore, haying reviewed the record
of this proceeding in its entirety, and
having concluded that the subject regis-
tration should be revoked for reason that
the Respondent has been convicted of a
felony relating to the distribution of con-
trolled substances, it is the Administra-
tor's decision that said registration be
revoked pursuant to 21 U.8.C. 824(a) (2).

NOTICES

Furthermore, in consideration of all of
the facts and circumstances in this case,
including the findings which necessl-
tated the imposition of the immedinte
suspension in the public interest, and
pursuant to the provisions of 21 CFR
1316.66, it is the Administrator’s decision
that such revocation will be effective im-
mediately upon publication of this Final
Order,

Accordingly, pursuant to the Author-
ity vested in the Attorney General, and
redelegated to the Administrator of the
Drug Enforcement Administration, the
Administrator hereby orders that the
DEA Certificate of Registration, AM-
1332080, previously issued to Raymond
G. Marinoff, M.D., be and it hereby is, re-
voked, effective immediately.

Dated: April 7, 1977,

Pr1er B, BENSINGER,
Administrator,
Drug Enforcement Administration.

[FR Doc.77-10756 Flled 4-12-77:8:45 am|

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

CLEARANCE REPORTS
List of Requests

The following is a list of requests for
clearance of reports intended for use in
collecting information from the public
received by the Office of Management
and Budget on April 7, 1977 (44 US.C.
3509) . The purpose of publishing this list
in the FeperaL Recister is to inform the
publie,

The list includes the title of each re-
quest recelved; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form number(s),
if applicable; the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected; the name of the reviewer or re-
viewing division within OMB, and an
indication of who will be the respondents
to the proposed collection.

Requests for extension which appear
to raise no significant issues are to be
approved after brief notice through this
release.

Further information about the items
on this daily list may be obtained from
the Clgarance Office, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C.
20503, (202-395-4529), or from the re-
viewer listed.

Nxw Foams
DEFARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Census:
Reconclliation of Vacant and Deleted
Units—1977, Census of Oakland, Cslifornia,
DH-354, single-time, persons near vacant
and possible nonexistent units In Oak-
Innd, Maria Gonszalez, 305-6132.

DEPFARTMENT OF MEALTH,
WELFARE

Office of Human Development:
Cost Benefits in Rehabilitation Research,
other (see SF-83), Rehabllitation coun-
selors, administrators, researchers and
clients, Human Resources Division, Sun-
derhauf, M. B., 305-3532

EDUCATION, AND

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENTY
Housing Management:

Contractor's Certification Concerning La-
bor Standards and Prevalling Wage Re-
quirements, HUD-1421, single-time, con.
struction contractor, housing, veterans

and labor division, Lowry, R. L, 3853539,

Record of Employee Interview, HUD-11,
single-time, construction workers, hous-
ing, veterans and labor division, Lowry,
R. L. 305-3532,

Classification, Salary and Wage Study for
Technical Poslitions, FHA-2041, single.
time, A & E firms and associations, hous-
ing, veterans and labor division, 3p5-
3532

Emergency Housing-Low Income Housing:
Section 8 Housing, Assistance, single-
time, PHAS located in areas determined
eligible for emergency assistance, hous-
%,2 veterans and labor divislon, 395-

Office of the Secretary:

Subcontractors Certification Concerning
Labor Standards and Prevalllng Woge
Requirements, HUD-1422, single-time,
construction subcontractor, housing,
veterans and labor division, Lowry, R, L.
395-3532.

REVISIONS
OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION

OPIC Malling List Request Form, OPIC-64,
on occasion, business firms, Lowry, R L
305-3772,

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION

Survey of Employment Following Training in
Vocational Courses, A, B, C, other (see 5F-
83), Individuals, Housing, Veterans and
Labor Division, Richard Eisinger, 395-3532.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Statistical Reporting Service:

List Sampling Frame Survey, annuslly, all
farmers, Gaylord Worden, 305-4730.
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard:
The Nationwide Boating Survey, single«
time, households In continental United
States, Maria Gonzaleg, 395-6132.

EXTENSIONS
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Census:

Inventory Valuation Retall Establlishments
(Supplements), Bus-280(R), Bus-230
(L), BUS-230(I), annually, retail firms,
Raynsford, R., 305-3814.

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis
tration, Oceanic Gamefish Investigations
Big Game Pishing Log, NOAA 88-00, on ot-
onsion, recreational fisherman and boat
captains, Maria Gonzales, 395-6132.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department and other:

Royalty Report—Forelgn and Domestic,
DD-783, on ococasion, contractors and
contracting officers, Marsha Traynhail,
305-4520.

DEFARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URNAN
DEVELOFMENT
OmMce of the Secretary:

Survey of Prevalling Maintenance Wage
Rates, HUD 5136, on occasion, Bullding
management (public and private), hous-
Ing, veterans, and Iabor division, Lowry,
R. L., 305-3532,
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DEPANTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Burcau of Mines:

zine Scrups (Recetpt, Consumption and
Stocks), 6-1119-M4A, Monthly, secondary
gine smelters and remelters, Marsha
Traynham, 305-4520.

Gold, 0-0030-QA, quarterly, refinery pro-
ducers and consumers of gold, Marsha
Traynbam, S05-4520.

PriLuir D, LARSEN,
Budget and Management Officer,
[FR Do, 77-10629 Plled 4-12-77;8:45 am|

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

|Rel. No. 9715; 812-4000]
CG MUNICIPAL BOND FUND, INC.
Filing of Application for Order of Exemption
Arpan T, 1977.

In the matter of CG Municipal Bond
Fund, Inc., Connecticut General Life In-
suance Company, CG Equity Sales
Company, Hartford, Connecticut 06152
(812-4059) ,

Notice is hereby given that CG Munici-
pal Bond Fund, Inc. (“Fund'), an open-
end, diversified management investment
company registered under the Invest-
ment Company Act of 1840 (“Act™,
Comnecticut Genernl Life Insurance
Company ("CG Life"), and ©G Equity
Sales Company (“Bquity Sales') (col-
lectively refarred to as “‘Applicants™),
have filed an application pursuant to
Section 8(c) of the Act for an order ex-
empting Applicants from the provisions
of Bection 22(d) of the Act to permit the
purchase of shares of the Fund at a re-
duced sales charge when such purchases
are from proceeds of insurance contracts
Issued by CG Life. All Interested persons
are referred to the application on file
with the Commission for a statement of
the facts and representations therein,
which are summarized below.

Equity Sales is the principal under-
writer of the shares of the Pund. All of
the issued and outstanding shares of
Equity Sales nre owned by CG Invest-
ment Management Company, the invest-
ment adviser of the Pund, CG Fund, CG
Income Fund and CG Money Market
Fund. CG Investment Management
Company is a wholly-owned subsidiary
of Connectiout General Insurance ‘Cor-
poration, the parent corporation of CG
Life. CG Life is a stock insurance com-
pany licensed to write dife insurance,
fnnuities, and accident and health in-
surince in all fifty states, the District of
Columbia, Puerto Rico snd certain
Cansdian provinees.

At the time of filing the application,
registration statements on Form S-5 of
the Securities Act of 1933 and Form N-
8B-1 of the Investment Company Act of
1940 were pending before the Commniis-
slon. Applicants propose to offer shares
of the Fund to the public at a price based
upon net asset value plus a sales charge
31:“ varies with the quantity of securi-

€5 purchased. The sales charge, ex-

‘NOTICES

pressed as o percentage of the public of-
fering price, will range from 7.50 percent
on sales of $10,000 or less to 1 percent of
$1,000,000 or more. Applicants further
propose to offer to the insureds of CG
Life and their beneficiaries the right to
apply their insurance proceeds to the
purchase of shares of the Pund ot n re-
duced sales charge ranging from 525
percent on sales of $10,000 or less down to
.70 percent of $1,000,000 or more. AppH-
cants have defined insurance proceeds as
vhe death benefit under life policies, the
maturity value of endowment contracts,
the cash value of fixed-dollar life insur-
ance and ammuity contracts, and lump
sum cash options avaflable to benefici-
aries.

Section 22(d) of the Act provides, in
part, that no registered investment com-
pany shall sell any refdeemable security
issued by it to any person except either
to or through a principa] underwriter for
distribution or at a current public offer-
ing price described in the prospectus,
and, i such class of security is being cur-
rently offered to the public by or through
an underwriter, mo prineipal under-
writer of such security and no dealer
shall sell any such security to any person
except a dealer, 8 principal underwriter,
or the issuer, except at a current public
offering price describod ' the pros-
pectus.

Applicants state that the insurance
contracts will already have been sub-
jected to sales charges and that the re-
quested exemption will avoid an unnec-
esspry accumulation of such charges. Ap-
plicants further state that an exemptive
order for the Pund will be the same as
exempiive orders which have already
been granted to CG Pund, CG Income
FPund, and CG Money Market Fund and
will thereby establish an equitable bal-
ence in the rights and privileges among
shareholders of the four funds, Pinally,
Applicents contend that Section 22(d)
was not intended to prevent any differ-
ences in the sales charge relating to re-
deemable securities of investment com-
panies, and the reduction in ‘the sales
charge under the circumstances de-
scribed does mot create unfair price
discrimination.

Section 6ic) of the Act provides, in
part, that the Commission may condi-
tionally or unconditionally exempt any
person, security, or transaction, or any
class or classes of persons, securities or
transactions, from any provision or pro-
visions of the Act or any rule or regula-
tion thercunder, #f and to the extent that
such exemption is necessary to appropri-
ate in the public interest and consistent
with the protection of investors and the
purposes fairly intended by the policy
and provisions of the Act,

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than May 2,
1977, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Commis-
slon in writing a request for a hearing on
the matfer accompanied by a statement
&s to the nature of his Interest, the rea-
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sons for such request, and the issues, if
any, of fact or law proposed to be contro-
verted, or he may request that he be
notified if the Commission should order
a hearing thereon. Any such communica-
tion should be addressed: Secretary, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549, A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail upon Applcants at the address
stated wbove. Proof of such service (by
affidavit, or in thecase of an attorney-at-
law, by certificate) shall be flied con-
temporaneously with the request, As pro-
vided by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and Regu-
Iations promulgated under the Act, an
order disposing of the appitcation will be
issued as of course following said date
unless the Commission thereafter orders
& hearing upon reguest or upon the Com-
misston’s own motion. Persons who re-
quest & hearing, or advice as to whether
@ hearing is ordered, will receive any
notices and orders issuedl in this matter,
inchuding the date of the hearing if
ordered! mnd any postponements
thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division .of
Investment Management, pursuant to
delegated authority.

Gronge A, FITzSIMMOXNS,
Secretary.
[FR Doo.77-10874 Plled 4-12-77:8:45 any|

[File No. 500-1)
ORMONT DRUG & CHEMICAL CO,, INC.
Suspension of Trading
It appearing to the Securities and
Exchange Commission that the sum-
mary suspension of trading iIn the
securities of Ormont Drug & Chemical
Co., Inc. being traded on a mnational
securities exchange or otherwise is re-

quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors:

Therefore, pursuant to section 12(k)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
trading in such securities on & national
securities exchange or otherwise is
suspended, for the period from 11:45
am. (Est) on April 5, 1977 through April
14,1977,

By the Commission.
Geonae A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.
| FR Doc77-20875 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am |

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public No, CM-7/66]

GOVERNMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
INTERNATIONAL BOOK AND LIBRARY
PROGRAMS

Canceled Mesting
The April 21, 1977 meeting of the Gov-
ernment Advisory Committee on Inter-
national Book and Library Programs,
published in the Feperar REGISTER of
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March 25, 1977 (42 FR 16204), has been
cancelled.

Dated: April 5, 1977.

CaroL M. OWENS,
Ezxecutive Secretary.

| FR Doc.77-10785 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am|

[Public No, CM-7/55]

UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION
ON INTERNATIONAL EDUCATIONAL
AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Revised Agenda for Meeting

The FeoerAL Recisten of April 1, 1977
(42 FR 17556), noted that at its meeting
on April 25, 1977, at 2:00 p.m., the Ad-
visory Commission would examine “a
proposal for the establishment of & cur-
rency convertibility program to encour-
age the sale abroad of American cul-
tural materials.”

The Commission has been forced to
eliminate this item from the agenda of
the meeting because thé proposal re-
ferred to will not have been prepared
by April 25.

In its place, the Commission will dis-
cuss the report it will make on its meet-
ing with Canadian officials, in Ottawsa,

on February 18, 1977.
Dated: April 6, 1977.

W. E. WgLp, Jr.,
Staf Director.

[FR Doc.77-10784 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Customs Service

CHAINS AND PARTS THEREOF, OF CAST
{RON, IRON OR STEEL FROM ITALY

Preliminary Countervailing Duty
Determination

United States Customs

AGENCY:
Service,

ACTION: Preliminary Countervailing
Duty Determination.

SUMMARY: This notice is to inform
the public that a preliminary determi-
nation that the Government of Italy has
given benefits which are considered to
be bounties or grants under the counter-
vailing duty statute (19 U.S.C. 1303), on
the manufacture, production, or expor-
tation of chains and parts thereof, of
cast iron, iron or steel. A final determi-
nation will be made by October 1, 1977,
Interested persons are invited to com-
ment on this action not later than May
13, 1977.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This notice will be
efféctive on April 13, 1977,

NOTICES

FOR FURTHER INFORMATIQN CON-
TACT:

Mr. John R. Kugelman, Duty Assess-
ment Division, U.S. Customs Service.
1301 Constitution Avenue, NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20229, 202-566-5492.

On November 8, 1976, a ‘‘Notice of Re-
ceipt of Countervailing Duty Petition
and Initiation of Investigation" was pub-
lished in the Froeral REecister (41 FR
49209), The notice stated that a petition
had been received alleging that pay-
ments or bestowals conferred by the
Government of Italy upon the manufac-
ture, production or exportation of chains
and parts thereof, of cast lron, iron or
steel, including terminal and connecting
links, hooks, rollers, pivots and plates,
constitute the payment of a bounty or
grant within the meaning of section 303
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19
U.S.C. 1303) (referred to in this notice
as “the Act™).

On the basis of an Investigation con-
duoted pursuant to section 159.47(c)
Customs Regulations, it has been deter-
mined preliminarily that benefits have
been paid or bestowed, directly or indi-
rectly, by reason of certain tax rebates
under Italian Law 639. The program in-
volves the rebate of both basic rate and
specific incidence taxes to manufacturers
and exporters of certain steel products,
including the subject chain, The basic
rate taxes which are rebated include Cus-
toms duties and border fees related to
importations of plant and equipment,
various stamp taxes, mortgage taxes,
publicity taxes, surtaxes, taxes on gov-
ernmental licenses and prints, and reg-
istration taxes. The specific incidence
taxes which are rebated Include Customs
duties paid on imported raw materials,
and manufacturing and excise taxes,

Certain portions of the Itallan Law 639
rebates, which are the subject of this in-
vestigation, have been determined in pre-
vious proceedings under the Act to con-
stitute bounties or grants within the
meaning of the Act.

Accordingly, it has been determined
preliminarily that imports of chains and
parts thereof, of cast iron, Iron or steel,
including terminal and connecting links,
hooks, rollers, pivots and plates, from
Italy benefit from the payment or be-
stowal of a bounty or grant, directly or
indirectly, within the meaning of the
Act by reason of certain benefits con-
terred under the tax rebate program
mentioned above. A final decision in this
case I5 required on or before October 1,
1977,

Before a final determination is made,
consideration will be given to any rele-

‘vant data, views or arguments submitted

fn writing with respect to this prelimi-
nary determination. Submissions should

be addressed fo the Commissioner of
Customs, 1301 Constitution Avenue, Nw,,
Washington, D.C. 20229, in time to be re-
ceived by his office not later than 30 days
from the date of publication of this no-
tice in the FEpERAL REGISTER.

This preliminary determination is pub-
lished pursuant to section 303(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (10 US.C.
1303(a)).

Vernon D. Acagn,
Commissioner of Customs.

Approved:
Jonx H. HARPER,

Assistant Secretary of the
Treasury.

|FR Doc.77~108156 Filed 4-12-77.8:45 am|)

Internal Revenue Service
[Delegation Order No. 162

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE
Delegation of Authority

AGENCY: Internmal Revenue Service,
Treasury.

ACTION: Delegation of authority,

SUMMARY: The specific authorization

for the Commissioner of Internal Reve-

nue to allow persons to practice before

the Service is being redelegated to the

Director, Audit Division, National Oflice.

'{:e text of the delegation order appears
low.

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 8, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. L. Odum, CP:A:S:C, 1111 Constl-
tution Ave., NW,, Room 2328, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20224, 202-566-4409 (not
toll free).

Issued: April 8, 1977,

Jonux L. WepICK, Jr.,
Director, Audit Division,

Subject: Authority to Practice before
the Internal Revenue Service,

1. All the authorities granted to the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue by
Treasury Department Circular No, 230
are hereby delegated to the Director,
Audit Division. Included in this delega-
tion is the authority to affix a facsimile
of the signature of the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue to Enroliment Cards
issued to qualified persons.

2. This authority may be redelegated
but only to the Enrollment and Practice
Program Coordinator in the Audit Divi-
sion, National Office.:

WiLLiAm E. WILLIAMS,
Acting Commissioner.

|FR Doc.77-10883 Filed 4-12-77:8:456 wm|
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UNITED STATES INFORMATION
AGENCY

U.S. ADVISORY COMMISSION ON
INFORMATION
Meeting

pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L, 92-463) , notice is
hereby given of a meeting to be held on
April 27, 1977. The purpose of the meet-
ing is to review and edit the final draft
of the Commission’s Report to Congress.
The meeting will convene at 8 ain. In the
Commission’s office in Room 1008 at 1750
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
DC., and then break for lunch at 12:30
pm. If the task is not completed in the
morning, the Commission will reconvene
at 2:30 pm. and conclude by 5 p.m.

MARGARET J. MILLER,
Federal Register
Liaison Officer,
ArniL 6, 1977,
[PR Doc.77-10788 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am)

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
Notice of Systems of Records

On page 10823 of the FeEpERAL Rzcis-
1ex of February 24, 1977, there was pub-
lished & notice that the Veterans Ad-
ministration was. proposing the estab-
lishment of a new system of records en-
titled “Employee ADP Training Rec-
ards—VA" (59VA31),

Interested persons were given 30 days
ln which to submit comments, sugges-
tions, or objections regarding the pro-
wsed new system. No comments were
recelved. The proposed new system “Em-
ployee ADP Training Records — VA"
(89VA31) 1s adopted without change.

Effective date: This system of records
ks effective April 6, 1077 the date of final
&pproval by the Administrator of Vet-
erans Affalrs,

Approved: April 8, 1977,
By direction of the Administrator.

Rurus H. WiLson,
Deputy Administrator

39VA3I

System names
Employee ADP Training Records—VA.

System location s

Records are maintalned al the De-
Partment of Data Menagement, Central
Ova’ﬁ:f-. Veterans Administration and the
VA data processing centers. Address lo-
I(‘MI-JnY. are listed In VA Appendix 1,
Address of Veterans Administration

Facilities” published September 7, 1976
31 FR 31718,

NOTICES

Categories of individuals covered by the
system:

Personnel currently employed at Vet-

erans Administration Central Office and

- VA data processing centers who partici-

pate in ADP training.
Categories of records in the system

Records that insure the proper report-
ing of completed employee ADP training
to the employee personnel folder. Rec~
ords such as enrollment lists, examina-
tions, and instructor evaluations of stu-
dents that are created in the adminis-
tration of in-house training programs.
Records created {n the administration of

ADP proficiency evaluations used to de-
termine training needs.

Authority for maintenanee of the system:

Title 5, United States Code, Section
301.

Routine uses of records maintained in the
system, including eategories of nsers
and the purposes of such uses:

1. In the event that a system of
records maintained by this agency to
carry out its functions Indicates a viola~
tion or potential violation of law, wheth-
er civil, criminal, or regulatory in nature,
and whether arising by general statute
or particular program statute, or by
regulation, rule or order issued pursuant
thereo, the relevant records in the sys-
tem of records may be referred, as a
routine use, to the appropriate agency,
whether Federal, state, local or foreign,
charged with the responsibility of in-
vestigating or prosecuting such violation
or charged with enforeing or implement-
ing the statute, or rule, regulation or
order issued pursuant thereto.

2. Disclosure may be made to a con-
gressional office from the record of an
individual in response to an inquiry from
the congressional office made at the re-
quest of that individual.

3. A record from this system of records
may be disclosed as a “routine use” to a
Federal, state or local agency maintain-
ing civil, criminal or other relevant en-
forcement information or other perti-
nent information, such as current li-
censes, if necessary to obtain information
relevant to an agency decision concern-
ing the hiring or retention of an em-
ployee, the issuance of a security clear-
ance, the letting of & contract, or the
issuance of a leense, grant or other
benefit,

4. A record from this system of records
may be disclosed to a Federal agency,
in response to its request, in connection
with the hiring or retention of an em-
ployee, the fssuance of a security clear-
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ance, the reporting of an investigation
of an employee, the letting of a contract,
or the Issuance of a license, grant, or
other benefit by the requesting agency,
to the extent that the information is
relevant and necessary to the request-
ing agency’s decision on the matter,
Policies and practices for storing, retricys
ing, aceessing, retaining, and dis
posing of records in the system:
Storage:
Paper documents.
Retrievability :

By course name; date, or employee
name,

Safeguards:

Physical Security: Maintained under
lock and key in file cabinets or desk
drawers. Access to files is restricted to
authorized training personnel.

Retention and disposal:

Records are mair tained and destroyed
in accordance with approved VA records
control schedules,

System manager(s) and address:

Chilef, Training and Standards Divi-
sion, Department of Data Management,
Veterans Administration Central Office.
Washington, D.C. 20420.

Notification procedure :

A VA Central Office employee seeking
information on records related to ADP
training or proficiency evaluation results
may make inquiry at the office of the
Chief, ADP Training and Standard Divi-
sion, Department of Data Management.
A VA data processing center employee
seeking Information on records related
to ADP training or proficiency evalua-
tion results may make inquiry through
the station training coordinator or au-
thorized training personnel.

Record aceess procedures:

A VA Central Office employee may con-
tact the office of the Chief, Training and
Standards Division, Department of Data
Management. A VA data processing cen-
ter employee may contact the station
training coordinator or authorized train-
ing personnel,

Contesting record procedures:
(See Record Access Procedures above. )
Record source eategories:

From the enrollment of an employee
in an ADP training course or from the
participation of an employee in an ADP
proficiency evaluation.

[FR Doc77-10786 Fllod 4-12-77;8:45 am |
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notico No, 386]
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

ApriL 8, 1877,

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 hearings as promptly as possible, but
interested parties should take appropri-
ate steps to insure that they are notified
of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.
MC 1156564 Sub 58, Tennessee Cartage Co.,

Inc. now assigned April 13, 1077 at

Memphis, Tennessee is cancelled, applica-~

tion dismissed.

1 & SM 20415, Increased Rates on Household
Goods, Seattle, Wash., and Alaska, now
belng assigned May 17, 1977, at the Office
of the Imterstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C.

No. 36528, Colorado Intrastate Frelght Rates
and Charges—1977 hearing now being as-
signed July 6, 1977 (8 days), at Denver,
Colo., in & hearing room to bo Iater

designated.

MC 1321775 Sub 2, Milton B. Aunderson and
Melvin K. Anderson, dba Oyeriand Express
now belng assigned June 13, 1977 (2 weeks)
at Reno, Nevada in g hearing room to be
Ister designated.

MC 135078 Sub 11, American Transport, Inc,
now being assigned June 9, 1877 (2 days)
at San Francisco, Callfornia in a hearing
room to be later designated.

MC 141431 Sub 2, Cal-Valloy Transportation,
Ino. now belng sssigned June 8, 1977 (1
day) at San Francisco, California in a
Nhearing room to be Iater designated.

MC 139023 Sub 24, Miller Trucking Co., Inc.
now being sssigned June 7, 1977 (1 day) at
San Francisco, California tn a hearing room
to be Iater designated.

MC 114787 (8ub-No. 7), O & A Tex-Pack Ex~
press, Inc, now being assigned for con«
tinued hearing on May 25, 1977 (3 days), at
the Ramadsa Inn (Formerly Centro Del
Paso) 325 North Kansas Street, El Paso,

Texgs.
Rosert L. OswaALD,
Secretdry.

[FR Doc.77-10860 Filed 4-12-77,8:45 am]

IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY—ELIMINA-
TION OF GATEWAY LETTER NOTICES

Arnir 8, 1977,
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 coples of protests
against the proposed elimination of any
gateway herein described may be filed

NOTICES

with the Interstate Commerce Commis-
slon on or before April 22, 1977. 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 107064 (Sub-No. E141) (cor-
rection), filed May 21, 1974, published in
the FeoeraL REcISTER issue of September
18, 1975, and republished, as corrected,
this issue. Applicant: STEERE TANK
LINES INC., P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, Tex.
756221. Applicant's representative: H. L.
Rice, Jr. (same as sabove). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Fertilizer (except petrol-
eum products and potash), from points
in Dallam, Hartley, Moore, Oldham, Pot~
ter, Carson, Deaf Smith, Randall, Arm-
strong, Donley, Parmer, Castro, Swisher,
Briscoe, Hall, Balley, Lamb, Hale, Floyd,
Motley, Cochran, Hockley, Lubbock,
Crosby, Dickens, Yoakum, Terry, Lynn,
Garza, Kent, Galnes, Dawson, Borden,
Scurry, Andrews, Martin, Howard, El
Paso, Hudspeth, Culberson, Loving,
Winkler, Ector, Midland, Glasscock,
Ward, Crane, Upton, Reagan, Reeves,
Jeff Davis, Pecos, Terrell, Presidio, and
Brewster Counties, Tex., to points in In-
diana. The purpose of this filing is to
gll‘clminnw the gateway of Dimmit County,

X.

Nore—The purpose of this correction is to
state the correct spelling of origin territories,

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. E13) (Partial
Correction), filed June 2, 1974, published
in the Feoerar REGISTER issues of March
12, 1975 and May 5, 1975, and repub-
lished, as corrected, this issue. Applicant:
ALTERMAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC.,,
B.O. Box 425, Opa Locka, Fia, 33054. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Ford W. Sewell
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (2) frozen foods (except frozen cit-
rus products) from points in Florida on
and east of U.S. Highway 231, to points
in Colorado. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateways of Sylvester
and Tifton, Ga. _

Nore~The purpose of this partial correc-
tion is to state Part (2). The remainder
of this letter-notice remains as previously
published.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. E17), filed
June 4, 1974. (Part II Secs. I & J). Ap-
plicant: A. J. METLER HAULING &
RIGGING, 117 Chicamauga Avenue,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37917, Applicant's
representative: A, J. Metler (same as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Coal and
coke mining machinery, equipment and
vehicles and mine cars, conslsting of
maintenance machinery and equipment,
and parts, accessories and attachments,

therefor (not including, contractors’ ma-
chinery and equipment), Iron or stee]
conveying, dredging, dumping, or hoist-
ing buckets, dippers, or skips, consisting
of construction machinery, tools, and
equipment, and parts, accessories and af-
tachments therefor (not including con-
tractors’ machinery and equipment),
maintenance machinery, tools and equip-
ment, and parts, accessories and attach-
ments therefor (not including contrac.
tors’ machinery and equipment), power
distribution machinery, tools and equip-
ment and parts, accessories and attach-
ments therefor (not including contrac-
tors’ machinery and equipment), and
plant machinery, tools and egquipment,
and parls, accessories, and attachments,
therefore (not including contractors’ ma-
chinery and equipment), I. (1) Between
points in Georgia on and west and north
of a line beginning at the Georgia-South
Carolina State line, and extending nlong
U.S. Highway 221, to junction U.S. High-
way 441, thence along U.S. Highway 441
to the Georgia-Florida State line, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Virginia. (2) Between points In Georgia
on And north and west of a line beginning
at the Georgla-South Caraling State line,
and extending along U.S. Highway 221 to
junction U.S. Highway 341, to junction
U.S8. Highway 301, thence nlong US,
Highway 301 to the Georgia-Florida
State line, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Virginia excluding those
in or south of Halifax, Charlotte, Prince
Edward, Nottoway, Dinwiddie, Sussex,
Surry, and Northampton Counties and
excluding Norfolk, and Independent
City, and points south of Norfolk. (3)
Between points in Georgia except on and
east of a line beginning at the Georgia-
South Carolina State line, and extending
along Georgia Highway 121, thence along
Georgia Highway 121 to the Georgla-
Florida State line, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Virginia except
those on and east of Blue Ridge Parkway
beginning at the Virginia-North Caro-
nia State line, and extending along US.
Highway 60 to junction U.S. Highwnay
360, thence along U.S. Highway 360 to the
Chesapeake Bay. (4) Between points in
Georgia except those in or east of Colum-
bia, Richmond, Burke, Jenkins, Bulloch,
Evans, and Liberty Counties, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Vir-
ginta except those bounded on, west, and
northwest and north by Henry, Franklin,
Bedford, Amherst, Buckingham, Fiu-
vanna, Louisa, Spotsylvania and Stafford
Countles. (5) Between points in Georgls
except those in Effingham, Chatham, and
Bryan Counties, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Virginia in or west
of Grayson, Wythe, Pulaski, Montgom-
ery, Craig, Botetour, Rockbridge, and
August Counties, and in or north of
Rockingham, Page, Madison, Culpeper.
Fauquier, and Prince William Counties.
(6) Between points in Georgla, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points It
Virginia in or west of Washington,
Smyth, Wythe, Pulaski, Giles, Craig, Al-
leghany, Bath, Augusta, Rockingham.
Page, Warren, and Clarke Countles. J.()
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Between points in Georgia, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ken-
tucky. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Knoxville,
Tenn., end points within 75 miles
thereof.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. E20), filed
June 4, 1974, (Part I Sec. N & O). Appli-
cant: A. J. METLER HAULING &
RIGGING, 117 Chicamauga Avenue,
Knoxville, Tennessee 37917, Applicant's
representative: A, J. Metler (same as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle over
irregular routes, transporting: Coal and
coke mining machinery, equipment and
pehicles and mine cars, consisting of
maintenance machinery and equipment,
and parts, accessortes and attachments
therefor (not inciuding contractors' ma-
chinery and equipment), fron or steel
conveying, dredging, dumping, or hoist-
ing buckets, dippers, or gkips, consisting
of construction machinery, tools, and
equipment, and parts, accessories and
affachments therefor (not including
contractors’ machinery and equipment),
maintenance machinery, tools and equip-
ment, and parts, accessories and attach~
menis therefor (not including contrac-
tors' machinery and equipment), power
Qistribution machinery, tools and equip-
ment and parts, aecessories and attach-
ments  therefor (not ineluding con-
tractors’ machinery and equipment) , and
plant machinery, tools, and equipment,
ond parts, accessories and attachments
therefor (not Including contractors’ ma-
chinery and equipment), N (1) Between
points in South Carolina, on the one
hand, and on the other, points in Ken-
tucky. O.(1) "‘Between points in South
Caroling, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Tennessee. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Knoxville, Tenn., and points within 75
miles thereof.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. E22)., filed
June 4, 1974, (Part IT Sec. R & 5). Appli-
eant: A J. N HAULING &
RIGGING, 117 Chicamauga Avenue,
Enoxville, Tennessece 37917. Applicant's
fepresentative: A, J. Metler (same as
above). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irtegular routes, transporting: Coal and
ro&:(" mining machinery, equipment and
Vehicles and mine cars, consisting of
maintenance machinery and equipment,
ond parts, accessories and attachments
therefor (not including contractors’ ma-
chinery and equipment), iron or steel
r-.,'r.-x-n.'.rx{:n. dredging, dumping, or hofst-
g buckets, dippers, or skips, consisting
of construction machinery, tools, and
fqipment, and parts, acceseories and
attachements therefor: (not including
ocontractor's machinery and equipment),
naintenance machinery, tools and equip-
Ment, and parts, accessories and attach~
menty therefor (not Including contrac-
tors’ machinery and equipment), power
distribution machinery, tools and equip-
ment parts, accessorias and attachments
therefor (not Including contractors’ ma-
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chinery and equipment), and plant ma-
chinery, tools and equipment, and parts,
accessories and attachments therefor
(not Including contractors’ machinery
and equipment), R.(1) Between points
in North Carolina, on the one, hand, and,
on the other, points in Tennessee. S.(1)
Between points in Virginia in, southwest,
or south of Giles, Montgomery, Frank-
lin, Pittsylvania, and Halifax Counties,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Kentucky in or west of Mason,
Fleming, Bath, Menifee, Wolfe, Breathitt,
Knot and Letcher Counties, (2) Between
Cheriton and Norfolk, Va., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Maysville, Ky,
(3) Between points in Virginia, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Kentucky in, southwest, and south of
Carroll, Owen, Scott, Bourbon, Clark,
Knott, and Letcher Counties. (4) Be-
tween points in Virginia in or west of
Buchanan, Russell, and Washington
Counties, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Kentucky in, east or
southeast of Mason, Robertson, Nicholas,
Bourbon, and Fayette Countlies and in or
northeast of Clark, Estill, Lee, Breathitt,
Perry and Letcher Countles, (5) Between
points iIn Virginia in or north of Lee,
Scott, Washington, Smyth, Wythe, and
Pulaski Counties and in or southwest of
Giles and Montgomery Counties, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Kentucky in or east of Mason, Fleming,
Rowan, Morgan, Wolfe, Breathitt, Perry
and Letcher Counties. (6) Between
points in Virginia in or east of Carroll,
Floyd, Roanoke, Botetourt, and Rock-
bridge Counties and in or southwest of
Bath and Rockbridge Counties, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Kentucky in or east of Boyd, Lawrence,
Johnson, Magofiin, Breathitt, Perry and
Letcher Countles, (7) Between points in
Virginia in or west of Henry, Franklin,
Roanoke, Botetourt and Rockbridge
Counties and in or southwest of Bath and
Rockbridge Counties, on the one hand,
and, on the other, pointe in Kentucky in
or east of Boyd, Lawrence, Johnson,
Floyd, Knott, Perry, and Letcher Coun-
ties. (8) Between Lynchburg, Va., and
points in Virginia in or west of Henry,
Franklin, Bedford, and Rockbridge
Countles and In or southwest of Augusta
and Highland Counties, on the one hand,
and, on the other, Ashland, Ky. The pur-
pose of this filing Is to eliminate the gate-
way of Knoxville, Tenn., and points
within 75 miles thereof.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. E23), flled
June 4, 1974, (Part II Sec. T & U). Appli-
cant: A, J. METLER HAULING & RIG-
GING, 117 Chicamauga Ave., Knoxville,
Tenn. 37917, Applicant’s representative:
A, J. Metler (same as above). Author-
ity sought to operate as o common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Coal and coke min-
ing machinery, equipment, and vehicles
and mine cars, consisting of mainte-
nance machinery and equipment, and
parts, accessories, and attachments
therefor (not including contractors’ ma-
chinery and equipment), fron or steel
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conveying, dredging, dumping, or hoist-
ing buckets, dippers, or skips, consisting
of construction machinery, tools, and
equipment, and parts, accessories, and
attachments therefor (not including con-
tractors’ machinery and equipment),
maintenance machinery, tools and equip-
ment, and parts, accessories, and attach-
ments therefor (not including contrac-
tors’ machinery and equipment), power
distribution machinery, tools, and equip-
ment and parts, accessories, and atiach-
ments therefor (not including contrac-
tors' machinery and equipment), and
plant machinery, tools and equipment,
and parts, accessories, and attachments,
therefor (not including contractors’ ma-
chinery and equipment), T.(1) Between
points in Virginia, on the one hand. and.
on the other, points fn Tennessee. U. (1)
Between points in Kentucky in Hancock,
Breckinridge, and Hardin Counties, and
bounded on east in Bullitt, Spencer,
Shelby, Henry, Owen, Grant, and Ken-
ton and Campbell Counties, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ten-
nessee excluding those in Lauderdale,
Haywood, Hardeman, Fayette, Shelby,
and Tipton Counties. (2) Between points
in Kentucky in or north of Oldham,
Shelby, Franklin, Woodford, and Fayette
Counties, and in or west of Bourbon.
Nicholas, Robertson, and Bracken Coun-
ties, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Tennessee excluding those in
or north of Lauderdale, Crockett, Gib-
son, and Weakley Counties, (3) Between
points in Kentucky excluding those in or
north of Hancock, Breckinridge, Hardin,
Larue, Washington, Mercer, and Jessa-
mine Counties, and in or west of Fayette,
Bourbon, Nicholas, Robertson, and
Bracken Counties, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Tennessee. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Knoxville, Tenn., and points
within 75 miles thereof,

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E104), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: GRAY MOV-
ING & STORAGE, INC, 1290 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
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion: (a) Between points in Iowa on and
east and south of a line beginning at the
Minnesota-Towa State line and extend-
Ing along Interstate Highway 35 to junc-
tion Interstate Highway 80, thence along
Interstate Highway 80 to the Iowa-
Nebraska State line, on the one hand,
and, on the other, those points in Texas
on and north of a line beginning at the
Texas-New Mexico State line, and ex-
tending along .U.S. Highway 66 to the
Texas-Oklahoma State line; (b) be-
tween points in Iowa on and north and
west of a line beginning at the Iowa-
Wisconsin State line, and extending
along U.S. Highway 151 to junction U.S.
Highway 30, to junction Iowa Highway
330, to junction U.S. Highway 65, thence
along U.S. Highway 65 to the Iowa-Mis-
sourl State line, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points In Texas: (¢) be-
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tween points in Iowa, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Texas on
and west of a line beginning at the
Texas-Oklahomn State line and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 259 to junciion
U.S. Highway 60, thence along US.
Highway 69 to the Gulf of Mexico; (d)
between points in Iowa, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Texas, The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points in Missourl, Kansas,
Enid, Okla,, and points within 90 miles
thereof.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E105), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: GRAY MOV-
ING & STORAGE, INC. 1200 South
Pear], Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant's
representative: D, R. Gray (same as
above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routeés, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion: () Between points in Connecticut
on and east of a line beginning at the
Connecticut-Massachusetis State line,
and extending along Connecticut High-
way 198 to junction Connecticut High-
way 32 to junction Interstate Highway
95 to the Block Island Sound, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Texas
except Jasper, Newton, Hardin, Orange,
Jefferson, and Chambers Counties; (b)
between points in Connecticut, on the
one hand, and, on the other, to points in
Texas on and west of a line beginning at
the Texas-Oklahoma State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 271, to junc-
tion Texas Highway 155, to junction In-
terstate Highway 45, to junction US.
Highway 75, thence along US. High-
way 75 to the Gulf of Mexico. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of points in Missour], and Enid,
Okla,, and points within 960 miles
thereof.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. E106), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: GRAY MOV-
ING & STORAGE, INC. 1290 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
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, s defined by the Commis-
sion: (a) Between points in Illinois in
Rock Island, Whiteside, Carroll, Ogle, Jo
Daviess, Stephenson, Winnebago, Boone,
McHenry, and Lake Counties, on the one
hand, and, on the other, those points in
Texas on and west of a line beginning at
the Oklahoma-Texas State line and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 271 to UBS.
Highway 259, thence along U.S. Highway
259 to junction U.S. Highway 69, thence
along U.S. Highway 69 to junction Texas
Highway 347, thence along Texas High-
way 347 to the Gulf of Mexico; (b) be-
tween points in Illinois on the one hand,
and, on the other, those points in Texas
on and west of a line beginning at the
Oklahoma-Texas State line and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 281 to junction
Texas Highway 9, thence along Texas
Highway 9 to junction Interstate High-
way 37, thence along Interstate Highway
37 to junction U.S. Highway 77, thence
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along U.S. Highway 77 to the Interna-
tional Boundary between United States
and Mexico; (¢) between polnts In Jo
Daviess, Stephenson, Winnebago, Boone,
McHenry, and Lake Counties, Ill., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Texas on and west of a line beginning
at the Texas-Oklahoma State line, and
extending along U.S. Highway 271 to
junction U.S. Highway 259, to junction
U.S, Highway 69, to junction Texas
Highway 124, to junction Texas Highway
87, thence along Texas Highway 87 to
the Gulf of Mexico; (d) between points
in Illinois, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points In Texas on and west of a
line beginning at Texas-Oklahomsa State
line, and extending along Texas Highway
79, to junction U.S. Highway 283, to
Junction Texas Highway 351, to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 277, thence along
U.S. Highway 277 to the International
Boundary line between United States
and Mexlco. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of points in
Missouri, Enid, Okla., and points within
90 miles thereol.

No. MC 116089 (Sub-No. El), filed May
31, 1974, Applicant: MARINE TRANSIT,
INC., 1703 Highway 2, Duluth, Minn.
556810. Applicant's representative: B. L.
Newville (same as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over -irregular routes,
transporting: Rowboats and Outboard
Motor Boals (a) (1) From points in Ar-
kansas to points in Wisconsin, and those
points in the Upper Peninsula of Mich-
igan beginning at Lake Superior and
extending aslong U.S. Highway 41, thence
along U.8. Highway 41 to Littie Bay
De Noc. (2) From points in Arkansas on
and east of & Iine beginning at the Ar-
kansas-Missouri State line, and extend-
ing along U.S. Highwny 67, thence along
U.S. Highway 67 to the Arkansas-Texas
State line, to points in Minnesota on
and north of a line beginning at the Min-
nesota-North Dakota State line, and ex~
tending along U.S. Highway 10, thence
along U.S. Highway 10 to the Minnesota-
Wisconsin State line. (3) From points in
Indiana to points in Minnesota, North
Dakota, South Dakota, those points in
Wisconsin on and west of a line begin-
ning at the Wisconsin-Iowa State line
and extending along U.S. Highway 151,
thence along U.S. Highway 151 to Lake
Michigan, those points in the Upper Pe-
ninsula of Michigan, and on and west of
a line beginning at Lake Superior and
extending along U.S. Highway 41, thence
along U.S. Highway 41 to Little Bay De
Noc. (4) From points in Jowa on and
north of a line beginning at the Iowa-
Nebraska State line and extending along
U.S. Highway 6, thence along U.S. High-
way 6 to the Iowa-Illinois State line, to
points in Delaware, New York, District
of Columbia, Maine, Connecticut, Ver-
mont, New Hampshire, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Virginia, West Virginia,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Geor-
gia, Maryland, New Jersey, and those
points in Florida on and east of a line
beginning at the Florida-Alabama State
line and extending slong U.S. Highway

231, thence along U.S. Highway 231 to
the Gulf of Mexico. (5) From points iy
Iowa on and north of a line beginning
at the Jowa-Nebraska State line, ang
extending along U.S. Highway 20, thenee
along U.S. Highway 20 to the Iowa-
Illinols State line, to points in Ohig,
Pennsylvania, and those points in Mich-
fgan except the Upper Peninsula of
Michigan.

(6) From points in Towa on and north
and east of a line begininng at the Town-
Nebraska State line, and extending atong
U.S. Highway 20 to junction US. High-
way 63, thence south along U.S. Highway
63 to the Towa-Missourl State line, to
points In Indiana, and those points in
Kentucky on and east of a line begin-
ning at the Kentucky-Indiana State line,
and extending along U.S. Highway 41
to the Kentucky-Tennessce State line
(7) From points in Yowa on and south
and east of a line beginning at the Iowa-
Nebraska State line and extending along
U.S. Highway 6, to junction U.S. High-
way 65, thence east along U.S. Highway
65 to the Iowa-Minnesota State line, o
those points in Wisconsin on and north
and east of a line beginning at the Iowa-
Wisconsin State line and extending
along U.S. Highway 18, to junction UE
Highway 51, thence southeast along US
Highway 51 to the Wisconsin-Illinols
State line. (8) From points in Towa to
points in Wisconsin on and north and
east of a line beginning at the Wiscon-
sin-Town State line and extending along
U.S. Highway 18 to junction U.S. High-
way 151, thence south along U.S. High-
way 151 to the Ilinois-Wisconsin State
line. (9) From points in Kentucky to
points in Minnesota, North Dakota, Wis-
consin, South Dakota and the Upper
Peninsula of Michigan west of Highway
41, (10) From points in Kentucky on
and east of a line beginning at the Indi-
ana-Kentucky State line, and extending
along U.S. Highway 41, thence nlong
U.S. Highway 41 to the Kentucky-Ten-
nessee State line, to those points in Tows
on and north and east of a line begin-
ning at the Iowa-Nebraska State line
and extending along U.S. Highway 20
to junction U.S, Highway 63, thence
along U.S. Highway 63 to the Towa-Mis-
souri State line. (11) From points in
Louisiana to points in North Dakots,
Wisconsin those points in Minnesota on
and north of a line beginning at the
Minnesota-South Dakota State line, and
extending along U.S. Highway 12, thence
along U.S. Highway 12 to the Minnesota-
Wisconsin State line, those points In
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan on
and west of a line beginning at Lake
Superior and extending along U.S. High-
way 41 to Little Bay De Noe. (12) From
points in Michigan on and south of &
line beginning at Lake Michigan. and
extending along U.S. Highway 10, thence
along U.S. Highway 10 to the Interni-
tional Boundary between United States
and Canada, to points In Minnesota,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebrasks,
those polnts in Wisconsin on and north
of a line beginning at the Wisconsin-
Minnesota State line, and extending
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along U.S. Highway 10 to junction U.S.
Highway 51, thence north along US.
Highway 51 to the Wisconsin-Michigan
state line, and those points in Iowa, on
and north of & line beginning at the
Iowa-Nebraska State line, and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 20, thence along
US. Highway 20 to'the lowa-Illinois
State line.

(13) From points in Michigan to those
points in Kansos on and west of a line
beginning at the Kansas-Oklahoma
State line, and extending along Inter-
state Highway 35, thence along Inter-
state Highway 35 to the Kansas-Missouri
State line. (14) From points in the Upper
Peninsula of Michigan on and west of
a line beginning at Lake Superior, and
extending along U.S, Highway 41, thence
along U.S. Highway 41 to Little Bay De
Noc, to points In Alabama, Arkansas,
Connecticut, Delaware, District of Co-
lumbia, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Ken-
tucky, Louisians, Maine, Ifaryland, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Oklahomn, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, and West
Virginia, and those points in Indiana on
and south of a line beginning at the
Minols-Indiana State line, and extend-
ing along U8, Highway 30, thence along
US. Highway 30 to the Indiana-Ohio
State line. (15) From points in Minne-
ota to points in the United States on
and east of the Mississippt River, except
those points In Illinois, Wisconsin, and
these points in Michigan on and north
of a line beginning at Lake Michigan,
and extending along U.S. Highway 10,
thence along U.S. Highway 10 to the In-
termational  Boundary between the
United States and Canada. (16) From
points in Minnesota on and north of a
line beginning at the Minnesota-North
Dakofa State line, and extending along
US. Highway 10, thence along U.S,
Highway 10 to the Minnesota-Wisconsin
State line, to points in Louisiana, points
In Tllinois on and east of a line begin-
ning at Lake Michigan and extending
along US. Highway 66, thence along
US, Highway 66 to the linois-Missouri

State line, those points in Wiscensin on

and east of a line beginning at the Wis-
consin-Michigan State line, and extend-
Ing along U.8. Highway 51 to junction
US. Highway 151, thence along U.S.
Highway 151 to the Wisconsin-Illinois
State line, those points in Arkansas on
and east of & line beginning at the Mis-
fouri-Arkansas State line, and extending
uylonz U.S, Highway 67, thence along
g.s. Highway 67 to the Arkansas-Texas
State line,

. 17) From points in Minnesota on and
a5t of a line beginning at the Minnesota-
Wlsrm)sm State line and extending along
US. Highway 53, thence along U.S, High-
Way 53 to the International Boundary
Une between United States and Canzda,
l;: Points in Texas, (18) From points in

Ussissippi, to points in Wisconsin, Upper

fninsula  of Michigan, Minnesota,
a}\ﬁfmh Dakota, and South Dakota, (19)
W?m points in Missourd, to points in the
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points In Wisconsin on and north and
east of a line beginning at the Wisconsin-
Minnesota State line, and extending
along U.S. Highway 12 to junction US.
Highway 53, thence along U.S. Highway
53 to the Wisconsin-Minnesota State line.
(20) From points in Missouri on and cast
of a line beginning at the Jowa-Missouri
State line end extending along UBS.
Highway 63, thence along U.S. Highway
63 to those points in Minnesota on and
east of a line beginning at the Minnesota-
Wisconsin State line, and extending
along U.S. Highway 353, thence along
U.S. Highway 53 to the International
Boundary line between United States and
Canada. (21) From points in New York,
to points in Wisconsin, Minnesota,
Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
those points in Jowa on and north of a
line beginning at the Iowa- Nebraska
State line, and extending along US.
Highway 6, thence along U.S. Highway 6
to the Iowa-Illinois State line, points in
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan on and
west of a line beginning at Lake Superior
and extending along U.S. Highway 41,
thence along US. Highway 41 to Little
Bay De Noec. (22) From points in Ohio,
Lo points in Wisconsin, Minnesota, North
Dakota, South Dakota, the Upper Penin-
sula of Michigan on and west of US.
Highway 41, between Rapid River and
Marquette, Mich. (23) From points in
Pennsylvania, to points in Minnesota,
Wisconsin, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Nebraska, Upper Peninsula of Michigan,
on and west of U.S. Highway 41 between
Rapid River and Marquette, Mich., and
points in Iowa on and north of a line
beginning at the Illinois-IJowa State line
and extending slong U.S. Highway 30,
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to the
Illinois-Nebraska State line. (24) From
points in Tennessee, to points in Minne-
sota, Wisconsin, North Dakota, South
Dakote and Upper Peninsula of Michigan
on and west of U.S. Highway 41, between
Rapid River and Marquetts, Mich,

(25) From points In Texas to points in
Wisconsin, Upper Peninsula of Michigan,
points in Minnesota on and east of a line
beginning at the International Boundary
between United States and Canada and
extending along U.S. Highway 53, thence
along U.S. Highway 53 to the Wisconsin-
Minnesota State line, and those points
in Hlinois on and north of a line begin-
ning at the Jowa-Illinols State Jine, and
extending along U.S. Highway 30, thence
along US. Highway 30 to the Illinois-
Indiana State line. (26) From points in
Wisconsin, to points in Alabama, Arkan-
#as, Connecticut, Delaware, District of
Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Eentucky,
Loulsiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, Mississippi, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, and
West Virginia. (27) From points in Wis-
consin and north and east of a line
beginning at the Minnesota-Wisconsin
State line, and extending along US.
Highway 12, thence along US. High-
way 12 to junction U.S, Highway 151,
thence south along U.S. Highway 151 to
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the Iowa-Minnesota State line, to points
in Illinois. (28) From points in Wis-
consin on and south and west of & line
beginning at the Mimnesota-Wisconsin
State line, and extending along US.
Highway 12 to junction U.S. High-
way 151, thence along U.S. High-
way 151 to the Towa-Minnesota State
line, to points in Illincis on and south
of a line beginning at the Iowa-Illinois
State line and extending along Illinois
Highway 9, thence along Illinois High-
way 0 to the Illinois-Indiana State line.
(29) From points In Wisconsin on and
north and west of a line beginning at the
Towa-Wisconsin State line and extending
along U.S, Highway 18 to junction U.S.
Highway 151, thence south along US.
Highway 151 to the Wisconsin-Illinois
State line, to points iIn Indiana. (30)
From points in Wisconsin on and south
and east of a line beginning at the Iowa-~
Wisconsin State line and extending along
US. Highway 18 to junction U.S. High-
way 151, thence east along U.S, Highway
151 to Lake Michigan, to points in In-
diana on and south of a line beginning at
the Indiana-Ohlo State line, and extend-
ing along U.S, Highway 40 to the Hlinois-
Indiana State line. (31) From points in
Wisconsin on and north and ecast of &
line beginning at the Iowa-Wisconsin
State line and extending along US.
Highway 18 to junction U.S. Highway
151, thence east along U.S. Highway 151
to Lake Michigan, to points in Towa.
(32) From points in Wisconsin on and
east of a line beginning at Lake Superior
and extending along Wisconsin Highway
13, thence east along Wisconsin Highway
13 to the Wisconsin River, to points In
Kansas. (33) From poinis in Wisconsin
on and north and west of a line begin-
ning at the Wisconsin-Towa State line,
and extending along U.S. Highway 18, to
junction U.S. Highway 151, thence along
U.S. Highway 151 to Lake Michigan, to
points in Michigan on and south of a
line beginning at Lake Michigan and
extending along U.S. Highway 10, thence
along U.S. Highway 10 to the Interna-
tional Boundary line between United
States and Canada. (34) From points in
Wisconsin on and south of a line be-
ginning at the Wisconsin-Towa line, and
extending along U.S. Highway 18, thence
along U.S. Highway 18 to Lake Michi-
gan, to points In Upper Peninsula of
Michigan. (35) From points in Wiscon-
sin on and south and east of a line be-
ginning at the Iowa-Wisconsin State
line, and extending along U.S. Highway
18 to junction U.S. Highway 51, thence
along U.S. Highway 51 to the Wisconsin-
Michigan State line, to points In Minne-
sota. (36) From points in Wisconsin on
and south and east of a line beginning at
the Hlinois-Wisconsin State line, and
extending along U.S. Highway 151,
thence along U.S. Highway 151 to Lake
Michigan, to points in North Dakota,
(37) From points in Wisconsin on and
south of a line beginning at the Iowa-
Wisconsin State line, and extending
along U.S. Highway 18 to junction Wis-
consin Highway 60, thence along Wis-
consin Highway 60 to junction US,
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Highway 12, to junction Wisconsin High-
way 78, to junction Interstate Highway
90-94, to junction Wisconsin Highway 33,
to Junction Wisconsin Highway 44, to
junction U.S. Highway 41, thence along
U.S. Highway 41 to Green Bay, to points
in South Dakota. (38) From points in
Wisconsin on and east of a line begin-
ning at the Wisconsin-Illinois State line,
and extending slong U.S. Highway 51,
thence along U.S. Highway 61 to the
Wisconsin-Michigan State line, to points
in Missourl.

(39) From points in Wisconsin on and
south and east of & line beginning at the
Wisconsin-Minnesota State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 10, thence
along U.S. Highway 10 to junction U.S,
Highway 51, thence along U.S. Highway
51 to the Wisconsin-Michigan line, to
points in Nebraska, (40) From points in
Wisconsin on and north of a line begin-
ning at the Wisconsin-Towa State line,
and extending along U.S, Highway 18,
thence along U.S. Highway 18 to Lake
Michigan, to points in Ohio. (41) From
points in Wisconsin on and east of a line
beginning at the Wisconsin-Illinois State
line, and extending along U.S. Highway
51, thence along U.S, Highway 51 to the
Wisconsin-Michigan State line, to points
in Oklahoma. (42) From points in Wis-
consin on and east of a line beginning
at the Wisconsin-Minnesota State line
and extending along U.S. Highway 53 to
junction U.S. Highway 61, thence along
U.S. Highway 61 to the Wisconsin-Illi-
nois State line, to points in Texas. (b)
Damaged and Returned shipments of
rowboats and outboard motor boats not
exceeding 20 feet in length, from points
in the United States east of the eastern
boundaries of Montana, Wyoming, Colo-
rado, and New Mexico, to points in Ar-
kansas, Indiana, Yowa, Kentucky, Louisi-
ana, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Tennessee, Texas and Wisconsin, The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Waunakee, Wis.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No, E5), filed
May 24, 19756. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC, 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale
grocery and food business houses, and
in connéction therewith, equipment, ma-
terials, and supplies used in the conduct
o/ such business, when moving to or
from such business houses or other facil-
ities thereof, between Des Moines, Iowa,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Illinois within that territory
bounded by a line beginning at the shore
of Lake Michigan and extending west
along a line through Winthrop Harbor,
Illinois, to Hebron, Illinois, thence south
over Ilinois Highway 47 to junction
U.S. Highway 14, to junction Illinois
Highway 31, to Elgin, Illinois, thence
southeast over U.S. Highway 20 to junc-
tion Illinois Highway 59, to Jjunction
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U.S. Highway 52, to junction U.S. High~
way 48, thence south to junction US,
Highway 24, thence east over U.S. High-
way 24 to Watseka, Illinois, thence along
a line in a northeasterly direction to the
Illinois-Indiana border, thence north
along the Illinois-Indiana border to the
shore of Lake Michigan. The purpose of
this filing Is to eliminate the gateway
of Chicago, Il

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E6), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317. Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg, Des Moines, Iowa
50309, Authority sought to operate as a
commeon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale
grocery and food business houses, and in
connection therewith, equipment, mate-
rials, and supplies used in the conduct
of such business, when moving to or from
such business houses or other facilities
thereof, Between Des Moines, Iowa, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Illinois within the territory bounded
by a line beginning at the shore of Lake
Michigan and extending west along a
line through Winthrop Harbor, Illinois,
and South Beloit, IHlinois, to Durand,
Illinois, thence south over unnumbered
highway through Pecatonica, Myrtle,
Byron, and Chana, Illinois, to junction
Illinois Highway 38, thence south pver
Illinois Highway 30 to Ashton, Illinois,
thence south and east over unnumbered
highway through Pawpaw, Earlville
and Harding, Illinois, to junction Illi-
nois Highway 23, thence south over Illi-
nois Highway 23 to junction unnumbered
road to Gridley, Illinois, thence east over
U.S. Highway 24 to Watseka, Illinois,
thence along a line in a northeasterly
direction to the Illinois-Indiana border,
thence north along the Illinois-Indiana
border to the shore of Lake Michigan.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of DeKalb, Illinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No, E7), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
joods, from Detroit, Michigan, to points
in Ilinois within the territory bounded
by a line beginning at Galena, Illinols,
thence in a southeasterly direction to Sa-
vanna, Illinois, thence south to Gales-
sburg, Illinois, thence east over US.
Highway 150 to junction Illinois High-
way 91, thence north over Illinois High-
way 91 to junction Illinois Highway 90,
thence east over Illinois Highway 90 to
junction Illinois Highway 88, thence
north over Illinois Highway 88 to Camp-
grove, Illinois, thence east three miles
over unnumbered road to junction un-
numbered road, thence north over un-
numbered road through Lombardville,
Wayanett and Walnut, Illinois, to junc-

tion unnumbered highway four miles
north of Walnut, Illinois, thence east on
unnumbered highway one mile north-
west of Dixon, Illinois, thence north on
unnumbered highway through Mt Mor-
ris, Ridott, and Dakota, Illinois, to Rock
Grove, Illinols, thence west along a line
through Warren, Illinois to Galena, Ili-
nois, restricted to traffic originating at
Detroit, Michigan and to movements,
from, to or between wholesale and retail
grocery houses, their warehouses and re-
tail outlets. The purpose of this filing is
rio eliminate the gateway of Clinton,
owa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E8), filed
May 24, 1075. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC, 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iows
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meatls,
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 Certificaies, 81
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities
in bulk and hides), from Allen Town-
ship (Hillsdale County), Michigan, to
points in Illinois within the territory
bounded by a line beginning at Galena,
Illinois, and extending in a southeasterly
direction to Savauna, Illinois, thence
south to Galesburg, Illinois, thence east
over U.S. Highway 150 to junction Illi-
nois Highway 78, thence north over Illi-
nois Highway 78 to Lyndon, Iliinois,
thence northeast over Illinois Highway
2, to Sterling, Illinois, thence north over
Illinois Highway 88 to Milledgeville, Illi-
nois, thence north over unnumbered
highway to junction Illinois Highway 73,
thence west over Illinois Highway 72 to
junction Illinois Highway 73, thence
north over Illinois Highway 73, to Wins-
low, Illinois, and thence west along &
line through Warren, Illinois, to Galena,
Illinois, restricted to the transportation
of shipments originating at the plant site
and warehouse facilities of Peter Eckrich
and Sons, Inc. at Allen Township (Hills-
dale County), Michigan, and to move-
ments from, to or between wholesale gro-
cery houses, their warehouses, and retall
outlets. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Clinton, Iowa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub.-No. E®), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant'’s representative: Larry D. Knox
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowd
50309, Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods, from points in Wisconsin on and
west of a line beginning at the Illinois-
Wisconsin border and extending north
on Wisconsin Highway 78 to Gratiof,
Wisconsin, thence west over Wisconsin
Highway 11 to junction Wisconsin Hig!}-
way 23, thence north over Wisconsii
Highway 23 to junction Wisconsin High-
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way 130, thence north over Wisconsin
Highway 130 to junction U.S. Highway
14, thence north over US. Highway 14
to junction Wisconsin Highway 58,
mence north over Wisconsin Highway
8 to LaValle, Wisconsin, thence north-
rest over Wisconsin Highway 33 to junc-
tion Wisconsin Highway 80, thence north
sver Wisconsin Highway 80 to junction
Wiseonsin Highway 13, thence north over
wisconsin Highway 13 to junction un-
pumbered highway one mile north of
putiernut, Wisconsin, thence northeast
over unnumbered highway to junction
US. Bighway 51, thence north over U.S.
Highway 51 to the Wisconsin-Michigan
porder, to points in that part of Indiana
north of US. Highway 40, restricted to
movements from, to or between whole-"
sale grocery houses, their warehouses,
and retall ouflets, The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Clin-
tan, Jowa and Chicago, INlinols.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E10), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Yowa 50317. Appli-
eant's representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
30309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Imegular routes,” transporting: Canned
fruits and vegeiables, from points in that
part of Michigan south of a line begin-
ning at the Indiana-Michigan state line
ind extending along U.S. Highway 12 to
Junetion unnumbered highway, at or
near New Buffalo, Michigan, thence along
imnumbered highway through Union
Pier and Harbert, Michigan, to junction
Interstate Highway 94, thence along In-
terstate Highway 94, to junction Busi-
ness Route Interstate Highway 94, thence
rlong Business Route Interstate Highway
% to Benton Harbor, Michigan, thence
slong unnumbered highway through Co-
Joma, Paw Paw, and Oshtemo, Michigan,
lo Kalamazoo, Michigan, and west of a
line beginning at Kalamazoo, Michigan,
and extending along unnumbered high-
¥ny through Portage, Michigan, to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 131, at or near School-
caalt, Michigan, thence along U.S. High-
way 131 to junction U.S. Highway 12,
thence along US. Highway 12 to junc-
Hon Michigan Highway 103, thence along
Michigan Highway 103 to the Michigan-
Indiana state line (except Kalamazoo,
Michigan), to Des Moines, Adel, Cedar
Rapids, Clarion, Fort Dodge, Guthrie
Center, Jefferson, Mason City, Perry and
Winterset, Towa. The purpose of this fil-

g is to eliminate the guteway of Chi-
tago, Illinols,

ol 117815 As:lt;-xvo. E11), filed
S 1999, pplicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE 20th
Piteet, Des Moines, Yowa 50317, Appli-
;{.tr.: i representative: Larry D. Knox, 900
ALobell Bldg., Des Moines, Towa 50309,
uthority sought to oparste as a common
ca:rwr, by motor vehicle, over irregular
:‘f““’& transporting: Canned fruits and
Ltat!qblrs. from points fn that part of
fichigan south of a ine beginning at the
lndmnn-hiichigan state line and extend-
g along US Highway 12 to junction
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unnumbered highway, at or near New
Buffalo, Michigan, thence along unnum-
bered highway through Union Pler and
Harbert, Michigan, to junction Inter-
state Highway 94, thence along Inter-
state Highway 94, to junction Business
Route Interstate Highway 94, thence
along Business Route Interstate 94 to
Benton Harbor, Michigan, thence along
unnumbered highway through Coloma,
Paw Paw, and Oshtemo, Michigan, to
Kalamazoo, Michigan, and West of a line
beginning at Kalamazco, Michigan, and
extending along unnumbered highway
through Portage, Michigan, to junction
U.S. Highway 131, at or near School-
craft, Michigan, thence along U.S. High~
way 131 to junction US, Highway 12,
thence along US. Highway 12 to Junc-
tion Michigan Highway 103, thence along
Michigan Highway 103 to the Michigan-
Indiana state line (except Kalamazoo,
Michigan), to Creston, Mt. Ayr, and
Muscatine, Iowa. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Chi-
cago, Illinots.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E12), filed
May 24, 1975, Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Molnes, Towa 50317. Appli-
cant'’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 900
Hubbell Bldg., Des Molnes, Iowa 50309.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Canned fruits and
vegetadles, from points in that part of
Michigan south of a line beginning at the
Indiana-Michigan state line and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 12 to junction
unnumbered highway, at or near New
Buffalo, Michigan, thence along unnum-
bered highway through Union Pier and
Harbert, Michigan, to junction Inter-
state Highway 94, thence along Inter-
state Highway 94, to junction Business
Route Interstate Highway 94, thence
along Business Route Interstate High-
way 94 to Benton Harbor, Michigan,
thence along unnumbered highway
through Colomsa, Paw Paw, and Osh-
temo, Michigan, to Kalamazoo, Michi-
gan, and west of a line beginning at
Kalamazoo, Michigan, and extending
along unnumbered highway through
Portage, Michigan, to junction U.S.
Highway 131, at or near Schooleraft,
Michigan, thence along U.S. High-
way 131 to junction US. Highway 12,
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to junc-
tion Michigan Highway 103, thence along
Michigan Highway 103 to the Michigan-
Indiana state lines (except Kalamazoo,
Michigan), to Denver and Pueblo, Colo-
rado, Oklahoma City, and Tulsa, Okla-
homa, points in North Dakota, South
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and points in
Minnesota on and west of a line begin-
ning at the Iowa-Minnesota state line,
thence north over U.S. Highway 65, to
Albert Lea, Minnesota, thence north over
Minnesota Highway 13, to Wasecn, Min-
nesota, thence west over US. Highway 14,
to Nicollet, Minnesota, thence north over
Minnesota Highway 111 to Gaylord,
Minnesota, thence north over Minne-
sota Highway 22 to Hutchinson, Minne-
sota, thence west over Minnesota High-
way 7 to junction U8, Highway 71,
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Thence north over U.S. Highway 71
10 Belgrade, Minnesota, thence north-
west over Minnesota Highway 55 to
Junction U.S. Highway 59, thence north
over US. Highway 59 to Detroit Lakes,
Minnesota, thence east over Minnesota
Highway 34 to Park Rapids, Minnesota,
thence north over U.S. Highway 71 to
Bemidjl, Minnesota, thence west over
U.S. Highway 2 to junction Minnesota
Highway 89, thence north over Minne-
sota Highway 89 to Roseau, Minnesota,
thence north over Minnesota Highway
310 to the Minnesota-Canada border,
and to points in Missourl on and west of
& line beginning at the Iowa-Missourt
state line, thence south over Missour!
Highway 129 to junction Missouri High-
way 11, thence south over Missouri High-
way 11 to junction US. Highway 24,
thence southwest over US, Highway 24
to junction Missouri Highway 13, thence
south over Missouri Highway 13 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 54, thence west over
US. Highway 54 to junction Missouri
Highway 32, thence south over Missouri
Highway 32, to junction Missouri High~
way 97, thence south over Missouri High-
way 97 to Plerce City, Missouri, thence
south over Missouri Highway 37 to Purdy,
Missouri, thence west over unnumbered
highway to junction Missouri Highway
86, thence south over Missouri Highway
86 to junction Missourt Highway 76,
thence west over Missouri Highway 76 to
junction US. Highway 71, and thence
south over US. Highway 71 -to the
Missouri-Arkansas state line. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Chicago, Ilinois and Des
Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E13), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE., 20th
Street, Des Moines, Jowa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bidg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, ({ransporting: (a)
Frozen fruits, frozen berries, and frozen
vegetables, from points in Indiana within
the territory bounded by a line on the
south beginning at the Illinois-Indiana
state line and extending in & northeast-
erly direction to Warsaw, Indiana,
thence north to Goshen, Indiana, thence
in a northwesterly direction to the
Indiana-Michigan state line near Grang-
er, Indiana, thence along the Indiana-
Michigan state line to Lake Michigan
(except ILaPorte, Indiana), to Des
Moines, Iowa, Omaha and Plattsmouth,
Nebraska and (b) Frozen joods, from
points in Indiana within the territory
bounded by a line on the south begin-
ning at the Illinols-Indiana state line
and extending in & northeasterly direc-
tion to Warsaw, Indiana, thence north
to Goshen, Indiana, thence in & north-
westerly direction to the Indiana-
Michigan state line near Granger, In-
diana, thence along the Indiana-Michi-
gan state line to Lake Michigan (except
from LaPorte, Indiana), to points in
Minnesota on, south and west of a line
beginning at the Iowa-Minnesota state
line and extending north over U.S. High-
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way 65 to Albert Lea, Minnesota, thence
north over Minnesota Highway 13 to
Montgomery, Minnesota, thence north
one mile to junction unnumbered road,
thence west over unnumbered road to
LeSueur, Minnesota, thence west over
Minnesota Highway 112 to junction
Minnesota Highway 93, thence north
over Minnesota Highway 93 to junction
Minnesota Highway 19, thence west over
Minnesota Highway 19 to junction Min-
nesota Highway 22, thence north and
west over Minnesota Highway 22 to
Hutchinson, Minnesota, thence west over
Minnesota Highway 7 to junction U.S.
Highway 71, thence north over US.
Highway 71 to Willmer, Minnesota,
thence northwest over US. Highway 12
to Benson, Minnesota, thence north over
Minnesota Highway 29 to Starbuck,
Minnesota, thence north on Minnesota
Highway 114 to Lowry, Minnesota,
thence northwest over Minnesota High-
way 55 to junction US. Highway 59,
thence north over U.S. Highway 59 fo
Thief River Falls, Minnesota, thence
north over Minnesota Highway 32 to
junction Minnesota Highway 11, thence
northeast over Minnesota Highway 11 to
junction Minnesota Highway 89, and
thence north over Minnesota Highway 89
to the Minnesota-Canada border, re-
stricted in (a) and (b) to movements
from, to or between wholesale grocery
houses, their warehouses, and retail out-
lets, The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateways of Chicago, Illinois
and Des Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No, E1l4), filed
May 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FRETGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iows
50309. Authority sought to operate as f
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
Jruits and vegetables, (a) from points
in that part of Michigan south of a line
beginning at the Indiana-Michigan state
line and extending along U.S. Highway
12 to junction unnumbered highway, at
or near New Buffalo, Michigan, thence
along unnumbered highway through
Union Pier and Harbert, Michigan, to
junction Interstate Highway 94, thence
along Interstate Highway 94 to junction
Business Route Interstate Highway 94,
thence along Business Route Interstate
Highway 94 to Benton Harbor. Michi-
gan, thence along unnumbered highway
through Coloma, Paw Paw and Oshtemo,
Michigan, to Kalamazoo, Michigan, and
west of a line beginning at Kalamazoo,
Michigan, and extending slong unnum-
bered highway through Portage, Michi-
gan, to junction U.S. Highway 131, at or
near Schooleraft, WMichigan, thence
alorz US. Highway 131 to junction US.
Highway 12, thence along U.S, Highway
12 to junction Michigan Highway 103,
thence along Michigan Highway 103 to
the Michigan-Indfana state line (except
Kalamazoo, Michigan), to Chariton,
Towa, restricted to traffic destined to
Chariton, Towa and restricted to move-
ments to or from wholesale grocery and

~
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food business houses or other facilities
thereof; and (b) from points in that
part of Indiana on and north of a line
commencing at the Illinois-Indiana state
line and extending east over Indiana
Highway 10 to junction Indiana High-
way 110, thence east over Indiana High-
way 110 to junction Indiana Highway
143, thence east over Indiana Highway
143 to junction U.S. Highway 421, thence
south over U.S. Highway 421 to junction
Indiana Highway 14, thence east over
Indiang Highway 14 to Akron, Indiana,
thence east over Indiana Highway 114 to
junction Indiana Highway 15, thence
south over Indiana Highway 15 to Mar-
fon, Indiana, thence east over Indiana
Highway 18 to junction Indiana High-
way 3, thence south over Indiana High-
way 3 to Muncie, Indiana, and thence
southeast over U.S. Highway 35 to the
Indiana-Ohio border, to Chariton, Iowa,
restricted to trafiic destined to Chariton,
Iowa, and to movements to or from
wholesale grocery and food business
houses or other facilities thereof. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of Chicago, Illinois and Des
Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E15), filed
May 24, 19875. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Cheese,
from points in that part of Indiana
bounded by a line commencing at the
Illinois-Indiana state line &t unnum-
bered highway approximately four miles
north of Effner, Indiana, and extending
in a northeasterly direction (through
Brook, Collegeville, Francesville, and
Winamace, Indiana), to Warsaw, Indi-
ana, thence north over Indiana Highway
15 to Goshen, Indiana, and thence in a
northwesterly direction to the Indiana-
Michigan state line near Granger, In-
diana, to Cedar Rapids, Iowa, restricted
to movements from, to or between
wholesale grocery houses, their ware-
houses, and retail outlets, The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gatewny
of Dixon, Illinois.

No.-MC 117815 (Sub-No. E18), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D, Knox, 800
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Towa 50309,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Canned
fruits and vegetables, from points in that
part of Michigan south of a line begin-
ning at the Indiana-Michigan state line
and extending along U.S. Highway 12 to
junction unnumbered Highway, at or
near New Buffalo, Michigan, thence
along unnumbered highway through
Union Pier and Harbert, Michigan, to
junction Interstate Highway 94, thence
along Interstate Highway 94, to junction
Business Route Interstate Highway 94,
thence along Business Route Interstate

Highway 94, to Benton Harbor, Michl-
gan, thence along unnumbered highway
through Coloma, Paw Paw and Oshtemo,
Michigan, to Kalamazoo, Michigan, and
west of a line beginning at Kalamazoo,
Michigan, and extending along unnum-
bered highway through Portage, Michi-
gan, to junction U.S. Highway 131, at or
near Schooleraft, Michigan, thence along
U.S. Highway 131 to junction U.S. High-
way 12, thence along U.S. Highway 12 to
Junction Michigan Highway 103, thence
along Michigan Highway 103 to the
Michigan-Indiana state line (except
Kalamazoo, Michigan), and those points
in that part of Indiana north of US.
Highway 40 (except those in Lake and
Porter Counties, Indiana and except
those north of U.S. Highway 20 and west
of Indiana Highway 15, and LaPorte, In-
diana), including points on the indicated
portions of the highway specified, to Des
Moines, Iowa, restricted to movements
from, to or between wholesale and retail
grocery houses, their warehouses and re-
tail outlets. The purpose of this flling is
to eliminate the gateway of Chicago, Illi-
nois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E17), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC, 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D, Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canning
plant supplies, from points in that part
of Indiana bounded by a line commenc-
ing at the Illinois-Indiana state line at
unnumbered highway approximately
four miles north of Effner, Indiana, and
extending in a northeasterly direction
(through Brook, Collegeville, Frances-
ville, and Winamae, Indiana) to War-
saw, Indiana, thence north over Indiana
Highway 15 to Goshen, Indians, and
thence in & northwesterly direction to
the Indiana-Michigan state line near
Granger, Indiana, to Grimes, Iowa, re-
stricted to movements from, to or be-
tween wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets, The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Chicago, Illinois,

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E18), ﬁlo«!
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox.
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods, from points in that part of Indi-
ana bounded by a line commencing at
the Ilinois-Indiana state line at unnum-
bered highway approximately four miles
north of Effner, Indiana, and extending
in & northeasterly direction (through
Brook, Collegeville, Francesville, and
Winamane, Indiana), to Warsaw, Indi-
ana, thence north over Indiana Highway
15, to Goshen, Indiana, and thence ina
northwesterly direction to the Indians-
Michigan state line near Granger, Indi-
ana, to Red Oak, Towa, restricted to
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movements from, to or between whole-
aale grocery houses, their warehouses,
and retall outlets. The purpose of this
fling is to climinate the gateway of
Chicago, Illinois,

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E19), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC,, 405 SE 20th
gtreet, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309, Authority sought to operates as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
iregular routes, transporting: Canned
fruits and vegetables, from points in that
part of Indiana on and north of a line
commencing at the Illinois-Indiana
sate line and extending east oyer U.S.
Highway 36 to junction U.S. Highway
231, thence south over U.S. Highway 231
to junction U.S. Highway 40, and thence
northeast over U.S. Highway 40 to the
Indiann-Ohto state line (except those
points in Lake and Porter Counties, In-
diana, and except those points north of
US. Highway 20 and west of Indiana
Highway 15 and LaPorte, Indiana), to
Muscatine, Towa. The purpose of this
filing i= to eliminate the gateway of Chi-
cago, Ilinols.

No. MC 1178156 (Sub-No. E20), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC, 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Molnes, Iowa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larmry D. Knox,
500 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50208, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
fruits and vegetables, from points in that
part of Indiana on and north of a line
commencing at the Illinois-Indiana state
line and extending east and south over
US. Highway 52 to junction U.S, High-
way 40, and thence northeast over U.S.
Highway 40 to the Indiana-Ohio state
line (except those points In Lake and
Porter Counties, Indiana and except
those points north of U.8. Highway 20
and west of Indiana Highway 15, and
LaPorte, Indiana) , to Mt. Ayr, Iowa. The
burpose of this filing Is to eliminate the
gateway of Chicago, Ilinois.

No. MC 1178156 (Sub-No. E21), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Molnes, Towa 50317. Appli-
tant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309, Authority sought to operate as a
co:l:m:'m carrier, by motor vehicle, over
srrt;_».'.:.;ar routes, transporting: Canned
fruis and vegetables, from points in that
part of Indiana on and north of & line
commencing at the Ilinois-Indiana state
line and extending east over Indiana
fjlf:h\;x}' 26 to Pine Village, Indiana,
thence south over Indiana Highway 55 to
.!'mr:l’.l-m US. Highway 136, thence
SOutheast over U.S. Highway 136 to
Crawfordsville, Indiana, thence south
over U.S. Highway 231 to junction U.S.
*flh‘n'-\'ny 40, and thence northeast over
ys. }-thwny 40 to the Indiana-Ohio
state line (except those in Lake and Por-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL

NOTICES

ter Countles, Indiana, and except those
north of U.S. Highway 20 and west of
Indiana Highway 15, and LaPorte, In-
diana), to Creston, Towa. The purpose of
this filing Is to eliminate the gateway of
Chicago, Illinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E22), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC, 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
Jruits and vegetables, (a) from points
In that part of Michigan south of a
line beginning at the Indiana-Michigan
state line and extending along U.S. High-
way 12 to junction unnumbered highway,
at or near New Buffalo, Michigan, thence
along unumbered highway through Un-
fon Pier and Harbert, Michigan, to junc-
tion Interstate Highway 94, thence
along Interstate Highway 94, to junction
Business Route Interstate Highway 94,
thence along Business Route Interstate
Highway 94 to Benton Harbor, Michigan,
thence along unumbered highway
through Coloma, Paw Paw and Oshtemo,
Michigan, to Kalamazoo, Michigan, and
west of & line beginning at Kalamazo,
Michigan, and extending along unum-
bered highway through Portage, Michi-
gan, to junction U.S. Highway 131, at or
near Schooleraft, Michigan, thence along
U.S. Highway 131 to junction U.S, High-
way 12, thence along U.S. Highway 12
to junction Michigan Highway 103,
thence along Michigan Highway 103 to
the Michigan-Indiana state line (except
Kalamazoo, Michigan), and (b) from
points in that part of Indiana on and
north of a line commencing at the
Illinois-Indiana state line and extending
east over Indiana Highway 32 to Craw-
fordsville, Indiana, thence south over
U.S. Highway 231 to junction U.S, High-
way 40, and thence northeast over U.S.
Highway 40 to the Indiana-Ohio state
line, to Red Oak, Yowa. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Chicago, Illinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E23), filed
May 24, 1975, Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Jowa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 900
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor velicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Canned fruits
and vegetables, from points in that part
of Michigan south of & line beginning
at the Indiana-Michigan State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 12 o junc-
tion unnumbered highway, at or near
New Buffalo, Michigan, thence along un-
numbered highway through Union Pier
and Harbert, Michigan, to junction In-
terstate Highway 94, thence along In-
terstate Highway 984 to junction Business
Route Interstate Highway 94, thence
along Business Route Interstate Highway
94 to Benton Harbor, Michigan, thence
along unnumbered highway through
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Coloma, Paw Paw, and Oshtemo, Michi-
gan, to Kalamazoo , and west

, Michigan

of a line beginning at Kalamazoo, Mich-
igan, and extending along unnumbered
highway through Portage, Michigan, to
Junction U.S. Highway 131, at or near
Schoolcraft, Michigan, thence along U.S.
Highway 131 to junction U.S. Highway
12, thence along U.S. Highway 12 to junc-
tion Michigan Highway 103, thence along
Michigan Highway 103 to the Michigan-
Indiann State line (except Kalamazoo.
Michigan), to points in Towa on and east
of U.S. Highway 69. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Chicago, Illinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E24), filed
May 24, 1975, Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE. 20th
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Larry D.-Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as
& common carrier by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (a)
Canned fruits and vegetables, from points
in that part of Michigan south of a
line beginning at the Indiana-Michigan
state line and extending along U.S. High-
way 12 to junction unnumbered high-
way, at or near New Buffalo, Michigan,
thence along unnumbered highway
through Union Pier and Harbert, Mich-
igan, to junction Interstate Highway 94,
thence along Interstate Highway 94 to
Jjunction Business Route Interstate High-
way 04, thence alongz Business Route
Interstate Highway 94 to Benton Harbor,
Michigan, thence along unnumbered
highway through Coloma, Paw Paw, and
Oshtemo, Michigan, to Kalamazoo,
Michigan, and west of a line begin-
ning at Kalamazoo, Michigan, and ex-
tending along unnumbered highway
through Portage, Michigan, to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 131, at or near
Schooleraft, Michigan, thence along
US. Highway 131 to junction U.S.
Highway 12, thence along U.S. Highway
12 to junction Michigan Highway 103,
thence along Michigan Highway 103 to
the Michigan-Indiana state line (except
Kalamazoo, Michigan), to points in
Iowa on, west and south of a line com-
mencing at the Iowa-Illinois state line
and extending west over U.S. Highway
34 to Fairfield, Iown, thence north over
Towa Highway 1 to junction Towa High-
way 78, thence west over Iowa Highway
78 to junction Iowa Highway 149, thence
west over Jowa Highway 149 to junction
U.S. Highway 83, thence north over U.S.
Highway 63 to New Sharon, Jowa, thence
north over Iowa Highway 146 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 30.

Thence west over U.S. Highwny 30 to
Junction Iowa Highway 14, thence north
over Towa Highway 14 tc Marshalltown,
Towa, thence west over unnumbered road
through Clemons and St. Anthony, Iown,
to McCallsburg, Iowa, thence west over
Iowa Highway 221 to junction U.S. High-
way 69, and thence north over U.S. High-
way 69 to the Iowa-Minnesota state line:
(b) Canned goods, from points in that
part of Indiana bounded by a line com-
mencing at the Illinois-Indiana state line
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ot unmumbered highway approximately
four miles north of Effner, Indiana, and
extending In a northeasterly direction
(through Brook, Collegeville, Frances-
ville, and Winamac, Indiana), to War-
saw, Indiana, thence north over Indiana
Highway 15 to Goshen, Indiana, and
thence in & northwesterly direction to
the Indiana-Michigan state line near
Granger, Indiana, to points in ITowa on,
south and west of a2 line commencing
at the Towan-Ilinois state line and ex-
tending west over U.S. Highway 6 to
Iowa City, Jowa, thence northwest over
U.S. Highway 218 to the Towa-Minnesota
state line, restricted in (a) and (b)
above to movements from, to or between
wholesale grocery houses, their ware-
houses, and retail outlets. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gatée-
ways of QGary, Indiana and Peoria,
Ilinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E25) filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC,, 405 SE. 20th St.,
Des Moines, Towa 50317, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Larry D, Knox, 900 Hubbell
Bldg., Des Moines, Jowa 50309, Authority
sought to operate as & common carvier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (a) Canned fruits and veg-
etables, from points in that part of Indi-
ana north of U.S. Highway 40 (except
those in Lake and Porter Counties, Indi-
ana, and except those north of US.
Highway 20 and west of Indiana High-
way 15 and LaPorte, Indiana), including
points on the indicated portions of the
highways specified, to Omaha, Nebraska;
(b) Canned goods and canned pet food,
from points in that part of Indiana
bounded by a line commencing at the
Ilinois-Indiana State line at unnum-
bered highway approximately four miles
north of Effner, Indiana, and extending
along in a northeasterly direction
(through Brook, Collegeville, Frances-
ville, and Winamac, Indiana) to War-
saw, Indiana, thence north over Indiana
Highway 15 to Goshen, Indiana, and
thence in a northwesterly direction to
the Indiana-Michigan State line near
Granger, Indiana, to Omaha and Platts-
mouth, Nebraska, restricted to move-
ments from, to or between wholesale
grocery houses, their warehouses, and
retail outlets. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of Chicago,
Il snd Des Moines, Towa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E26), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC,, 405 SE, 20th St.,
Des Moines, Iowa 50317, Applicant's rep-
resentative: Larry D. Knox, 800 Hubbell
Bldg., Des Moines, Jowa 50309. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Frozen foods, from Deer-
fleld, Ilinols, to points in that part of
Minnesota west and south of a line com=
mencing at the Iowa-Minnesota State
line and extending north over U.S. High-
way 50 to Marshall, Minnesota, snd
thence northwest over Minnesota High-
way 68 through Canby, Minnesota to the
South Dakota-Minnesota State line, re-
stricted to movements from, to or be-
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tween wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets, The pur-

pose of this filing is to eliminate the
;mtewuys of DeKalb, Ill. and Des Moines,
owa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E27), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE. 20th St.,
Des Moines, Towa 50317. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Larry D. Knox, 500 Hubbell
Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50308, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Frozen foods, from points
in that part of Indiana bounded by & line
commencing at the Illinois-Indiana
State line at unnumbered highway ap-
proximately four miles north of Effner,
Indiana, and extending in a northeast-
erly direction (through Brook, College~
ville, Francesville, and Winamac, Indi-
ana), to Warsaw, Indiana, thence north
over Indiana Highway 15 to Goshen, In-
diana, and thence in a northwesterly di-
rection to the Indiana-Michigan State
line near Granger, Indiana, to Omaha
and Plattsmouth, Nebraska, and points
in Minnesota on, west and south of a
line commencing at the Iowa-Minnesota
State line and extending north over Min-
nesota Highway 15 to junction Minne-
sota Highway 30, thence west and north
over Minnesota Highway 30 to junction
Minnesota Highway 4, thence north over
Mimmesota Highway 4 to junction Min-
nesota Highway 68, thence northwest
over Minnesota Highway 68 to Morgan,
Minnesota, thence northwest over Min-
nesota Highway 67 to Granite Falls, Min-
nesota, thence northwest over U.S, High-
way 212 to Montivedo, Minnesota, and
thence northwest over Minnesota High-
way T to Ortonville, Minnesota, restricted
to movements from, to or between whole-
sale grocery houses, their warehouses,
and retail outlets. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Deerfield, Il. and Des Moines, Towa.,

No. MC 1178156 (Sub-No. E28), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE. 20th St.,
Des Moines, Iowa 50317, Applicant’s rep-
resentative. Larry D. Knox, 900 Hubbell
Bldg., Des Moines, Towa 50309, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Canned goods, from North
Chicago, Ilinols, to Muscatine, Iown, re-
stricted to movements from, to or be-
tween wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gatewsy of Chicago, IIL

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No, E29), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th St.,
Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Larry D. Knox, 900 Hubbell
Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Canned goods and canned
pet food, from points in that part of In-
diana bounded by & line commencing
at the Ilinois-Indlana State line at un-
numbered highway approximately four

miles north of Effner, Indiana, and ex-
tending In & northeasterly direction
(through Brook, Collegeville, Frances-
ville, and Winamac, Indiana) to War-
saw, Indiana, and thence in & north
over Indiana Highway 15 to Goshen, In-
diana, and thence in & northwesterly
direction to the Indiana-Michigan State
line near Granger, Indiana, to Denver
and Pueblo, Colorado, and points in
North Dakota and South Dakota and
points in Minnesota on, south and west
of & line commencing at the Iowa-Minne-
sota State ling and extending north over
U.S. Highway 65 to Albert Lea, Minneso-
ta, thence north over Minnesota High-
way 12 to Montgomery, Minnesota,
thence north one mile to junction un-
numbered road to LeSueur, Minnesota,
numbered road, thence west over un-
numbered road to LeSeur, Minnesota,
thence west over Minnesota Highway 112
to junction Minnesota Highway 93,
thence north on Minnesota Highway 63
to junction Minnesota Highway 19,
thence west over Minnesota Highway 18
to junction Minnesota Highway 22,
thence north and west over Minnesota
Highway 22 to Hutchinson, Minnesota,
thence west over Minnesota Highway 7 to
junciion U.S. Highway 71, thence north
over U.S. Highway 71 to Willmar, Minne-
sota, thence northwest over U.S, High-
way 12 to Benson, Minnesota, thenece
north on Minnesota Highway 19 to Star-
buck, Minnesota, thence north over Min-
nesota Highway 114 to Lowry, Minnesols,
thence northwest on Minnesota High-
way 56 to junction U.S. Highway 59,
thence north over U.S. Highway 59 fo
Thief River Falls, Minnesota, thence
north on Minnesota Highway 32 to junc-
tion Minnesota Highway 11, thence
northeast over Minnesota Highway 11 o
junction Minnesota Highway 89, and
thence north on Minnesota Highway 80
to the Minnesota-Canada border, re-
stricted to movements from, to or be-
tween wholesale grocery houses, thelr
warehouses, and retail outlets. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
ways of Chicago, IIl., and Des Moines,
Tows,

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E30), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PU
FPREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th SL
Des Molnes, Iowa 50317, Applicants
representative: Larry D. Knox, 900 Hub-
bell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Packing houst
produots, between Des Moines and
Davenport, Towa, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in that part of In-
diana bounded by a line commencing st
the Ilinois-Indiana State line st up®
numbered highway approximately four
miles north of Effner, Indiana, and ¢x-
tending in & northeasterly direction
(through Brook, Collegeville, Frances=
ville, and Winamae, Indiana) to War
saw, Indiana, thence north over Indiana
Highway 15 to Goshen, Indinna, and
thence in a northwesterly direction w
the Indians-Michigan State line nesr

FEDERAL REGISTER, YOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




Granger, Indiana, restricted to move-
ments from, to or between wholesale
grocery houses, their warehouses, and
retail outlets.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E31), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th St.,
Des Moines, Towa 50317. Applicant’s rep~
resentative: Larry D, Knox, 900 Hubbell
Bidg., Des Molnes, Iowa 50309. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Unfrozen bakery prod-
yets (except in bulk, in tank vehicles),
from the plant site of the United States
Baking Company at Seeleyville, Indiana,
to points in Illinols within the territory
bounded on the east and south by a line
commencing at Oneco, Illinols, and ex-
ténding south over Illinols Highway 26
to Junction unnumbered highway 5 miles
south of Polo, Illinois, thence west
and south over unnumbered highway
through Penrose, Illinois, to junction Il-
linois Highway 2, thence southwest over
Ilinois Highway 2 to Junction US.
Highway 30, thence west over U.S. High-
way 30 to Clinton, Iowa, and bounded
on the west and north by a.line begin-
ning &t Clinton, Iowa, and extending
north to Savanna, Illinois, thence north-
westerly to Galena, Iilinois, and thence
enst through Warren, Illinois, to Oneca,
Illinois, restricted to moyements from, to
or between wholesale grocery houses,
their warehouses, and retall outlets. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Clinton, Iowa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No, E32), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th St.,
Des Moines, Yowa 50317. Applicant’s
representative: Larry D. Knox, 900 Hub-
bell Bldg,, Des Moines, Towa 50309. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sueh merchandise
as Is dealt in by wholesale grocery and
food business houses, and in connection
therewith, equipment, materials, and
supplies used in the conduct of such
business, when moving to or from such
husiness houses or other facilities there-
of (except in bulk), (&) from points in
that part of Indiana within the territory
bounded by & line beginning at the Ili-
nols-Indiana State line and extending
¢ast on Indiana Highway 10 to junction
Indiana Highway 110, thence east on
Indiana Highway 110 to junction In-
dlana Highway 143, thence east on In-
diana Highway 143 to junction U.S.
Highway 421, thenee south on U.S, High-
Way 421 to Junction Indiana Highway 14,
L'\.enuf east on Indiana Highway 14 to
Winamae, Indiana, thence along a line
inga northeasterly direction to Warsaw,
Indiana, thence north to Goshen, In-
diana, and thence in a northwesterly
rhrectlnn to the Indiana-Michigan State
line near Granger, Indiana, to Chariton,
h?wa. restricted to traffic destined to
Chariton, Towa, (b) from points in Il
n_n!s within the territory bounded by a
line beginning at the shore of Lake
Michigan and extending west along a

line through Winthrop Harbor. Tlinois,
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to where it intersects with Illinois High-
way 76, thence south over Illinois High-
way 76 to junction U.S. Highway B.R. 20,
thence southeast over U.S. Highway B.R.
20 to Belvidere, Illinols, thence south
over unnumbered highway through Kirk-
land, Iliinois, to junction Ilinois High-
way 64, thence west over Iliinois
Highway 64 to junction U.S. Highway 51,
thence south over U.S. Highway 51 to
Rochelle, Nlinois, thence south and east
over unnumbered highways through
Steward and Lee, Illinois, to junction
US. Highway 30, thence east over US.
Highway 30 to junction unnumbered
highway at Blg Rock, Illinois, thence
south over unnumbered highway to
Plano, Illinois, thence east over US.
Highway 34 to junction Illinols Highway
47, thence south over Illinois Highway
47 to Yorkville, Illinois, thence east over
Illinois Highway 126 to junction U.S.
Highway 30, thence southeast over U.S.
Highway 30 to junction U.S, Highway
52, thence south over U.S. Highway 52 to
junction unnumbered highway, thence
east over unnumbered highway through
5t. George, Illinois, to junction Ilinois
Highway 1, thence south over Illinois
Highway 1 to Momence, Illinols, thence
east over Illinois Highway 114 to the
Illinois-Indiana State line, thence north
along the Illinois-Indiana State line to

the shore to Lake Michigan, and thence
north along the shore of Lake Michigan
to the point of beginning, to Charlton,
Jowa, restricted to traflic destined to
Chariton, Iowa. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Des
Moines, Towa, and DeKalb, Il

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E34), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th St.,
Des Moines, Jowa 50317. Applicant's
representative: Larry D. Knox, 800 Hub-
bell Bldg.,, Des Moines, Towa 50309, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts, meat by-products, and articles
distributed by meat packing houses, as
described In Sections A and C of Ap-
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C, 209
and 766, except liguid commodities in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
that part of Indiana bounded by a line
commencing at the Illinois-Indiana
State line at unnumbered highway ap-
proximately four miles north of Effner,
Indiana, and extending in a northeaster-
1y direction (through Brook, Collegeville,
Francesville, and Winamac, Indiang) to
Warsaw, Indiana, thence north over
Indiana Highway 15 to Goshen, In-
diana, and thence in a northwesterly di-
rection to the Indiana-Michigan State
line near Granger, Indiana, to Kansas
City, St. Joseph and South St. Joseph,
Missouri; Kansas City, Kansas; Omaha,
South Omaha and Plattsmouth, Ne-
braska; and points In Iowa on and east
of U.S. Highway 69, restricted to move-
ments from, to or between wholesale
grocery houses, their warthouses, and
retail outlets, The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Momence,
I11. and Des Moines, Yowa.
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No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E35), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC,, 405 SE 20th 8t.,
Des Moines, Towa 50317. Applicant’s
representative: Larry D. Knox, 900 Hub-
bell Bldg,, Des Moines, Yowa 50309, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over frregular
routes, transporting: Frozen [fruits,
frozen berries, and [rozen vegetables,
from points in Ilinois within the ter-
ritory bounded by a line beginning at
the shore of Lake Michigan and extend-
ing west along a line to where it connects
with U.S. Highway 14, thence south
along U.S. Highway 14 to Woodstock,
Illincis, thence south along Illinois
Highway 47 to Dwight, Illinois, thence
east on Tllinois Highway 17 to Kankakee,
Illinois, thence south on U.S. Highway
45 to junction Illinois Highway 49,
thence south over Illinois Highway 49 to
Crescent City, Illinois, thence east over
U.8. Highway 24 to Watseka, Illinois,
thence along a line in a northeasterly
direction to the Illinols-Indiana State
line, thence north along the Illinois-
Indiana State border to the shore of
Lake Michigan, and thence north along
the shore of Lake Michigan to the point
of beginning, to Omaha and Platts-
mouth, Nebraska, restricted to move-
ments from, to or between wholesale
houses, their warehouses, and retall out-
lets, The purpose of this fillng s to
eliminate the gateway of Chicago, I,
and Des Moines, Iowa,

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E36), filed
May 24, 1875. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast
20th St., Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D, Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50308. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods, from points In that part of Wis~
consin within the territory bounded on
the south by Wisconsin Highway 29 and
on the east by U.S. Highway 51, to points
in that part of Illinois within the terri-
tory bounded by a line beginning at
Savanna, Illinojs, and extending south
to Galesburg, Illinois, thence in a south-
easterly direction to Peoria, Illinois,
thence east to Forrest, Illinois, thence
north over Illinois Highway 47 to junc-
tion Illinois Highway 116, thence west
over Illinois Highway 116 to Pontiao, Il-
linols, thence north over Ilinois Highway
23 to Streator, Illinois, thence west over
Illinois Highway 18 to junction US.
Highway 51, thence north over U.S,
Highway 51 to junction US. Highway
52, and thence north and west over U.S.
Highway 52 to the point of beginning,
restricted to movements from, to or be-
tween wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Clinton, Iowa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E38), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant; PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast
20th 8t., Des Moines, Iowa 50317, Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO, 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977




19422

000 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods, from points in that part of Wis~
consin within the territory bounded on
the north by Wisconsin Highway 29, and
on the south by U.S. Highway 18 begin-
ning at Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin,
thence east over US. Highway 18 to
junction U.S. Highway 151, thence east
over U.S. Highway 151 to Beaver Dam,
Wisconsin, thence east over Wisconsin
Highway 33 to junction U.S. Highway
41, thence southeast over U.S, Highway
41, thence southeast over U.S, Highway
41 to junction unnumbered highway one
mile southeast of Fussyville, Wisconsin,
and thence east over unnumbered high-
way to Whitefish Bay, Wisconsin, to
points in that part of Illinois within the
territory beginning at the Mississippl
River and extending south along a line
to Galesburg, Ilinois, thence in a south-
easterly direction to Peoria, Illinois,
thence north over Hiinois Highway 88 to
junction U.S. Highway 6, thence west
over U.S. Highway 6 to Annawan, Illi-
nols, thence north over Iiinois Highway
78 to Morrison, Ilinols, and thence west
over U.S. Highway 30 to the point of
beginning, restricted to movements from,
to or between wholesale grocery houses,
their warehouses, and retail outlets. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Clinton, Towa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E39), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast
20th St.. Des Moines, Jowa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. EKnox,
000 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Glass bot-
tles and closures therefor, from points in
that part of Illinois within the territory
bounded by a line beginning at the shore
of Lake Michigan and extending west
along a line through Winthrop Harbor,
1., to where it connects with Illinois
Highway 47, thence south over Illinois
Highway 47 to junction US. Highway
30, and thence south and east over US.
Highway 30 to the Illinois-Indiana State
line, to points in Missouri, restricted to
movements from, to or between whole-
sale grocery houses, their warehouses,
and retail outlets. The purpose of this
fililng is to eliminate the gateway of
Plainfield, I,

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E40), filed
May 24, 1875. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast
20th St., Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as o
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods, from points in that part of Wis-
consin on and west of a Iine beginning
at LaCrosse, Wis,, and extending north-
west on Wisconsin Highway 35 to Nelson,
Wis., thence north on Wisconsin High-
way 25 to Durand, Wis., thence west over
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U.S. Highway 10 to junction U.S. High-
way 63, thence north over U.S. Highway
63 to junction US. Highway 2, thence
northeast over US. Highway 2 to the
junction of Wisconsin Highway 13, and
thence along a line northeast to the shore
of Lake Superior, to points in Illinois
within the territory bounded by a line
beginning at Thompson, Il and extend-
ing along a line south to Galesburg, Ill.,
thence a southeasterly direction to Pe-
oria, Ill., thence east to Onarga, Ill,
thence in a northeasterly direction to the
Illinois-Indiana State line, thence north
along the Illinois-Indiana State line to
the shore of Lake Michigan, thence
north along the shore of Lake Michigan
to Chicago, Ill,, thence west over Inter-
state Highway 90 to the junction of Il-
linois Highway 38, thence west over Illi-
nois Highway 38 to Dixon, Ill, thence
north over U.S, Highway 52 to junction
unnumbered highway just south of Polo,
IIL, thence west over unnumbered high-
way to Milledgeville, IIl., thence north
on Illinols Highway 88 to Chadwick, 111,
and thence west on unnumbered high-
way through Fay, Ill., to the point of
beginning, restricted to movements from,
to or between wholesale grocery houses,
thelr warehouses, and retail outlets. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Clinton, Iows.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E41), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 Southeast
20th St., Des Moines, Towa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Glass bot-
tles and closures therefor, from points in
Illinols within territory bounded by a
line beginning at the shore of Lake Mich-
fgan and extending west along a line
through Winthrop Harbor, Iil,, to where
it connecis with Illinois Highway 47,
thence south over Illinois Highway 47 to
Forrest, 111, thence east over U.S, High-
way 24 to Watsekn, Ill., and thence along
a line in & northeasterly direction to the
Illinois-Indiana State line, to Omaha
and Plattsmouth, Nebr, and to points
in North Dakota and South Dakota, re-
stricted to movements from, to or be-
tween wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets, The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
way of Plainfield, 1Il., and Des Moines,
Towa.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E42), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 Southeast
20th St., Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iown
50309, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Glass bot-
tles and closures therefor, (a) From
points in Illinois within the territory
bounded by & line beginning at the shore
of Lake Michigan and extending west
through Chicago, IIl, over Interstate
Highway 90 to junction Ilinois Highway
38, thence west over Ilinois Highway 38

to Glen Ellyn, Ill, thence south over n-
linols Highway 53 to junctlon Illineis
Highway 5, thence west over Illinols
Highway 5 to junction Illinois Highway
31, thence south over Illinois Highwny
31 to junction U.S. Highway 30, thence
southeast over U.S, Highway 30 to Joliet,
111, thence south over U.S. Highway 52 to
Kankakee, Ill., thence east over Illinois
Highway 17 to Momence, IIl., and thence
east over Ilinois Highway 114 to the
Hlinois-Indiana State line, to points In
Iown, and (b) from points In Nlinols
within the territory bounded by a line
beginning at the shore of Lake Michigun
and extending west along a line through
Winthrop Harbor, Ill,, to where it con-
nects with Illinois Highway 47, thence
south over Illinois Highway 47 to junc-
tion Illinois Highway 38, thence east over
INinois Highway 38 to junction Inter-
state Highway 90, thenee east over In-
terstate Hichway 90 to Chicago, 11, and
the shore of Lake Michigan, to points in
Iowa on and south of a line beginning
at the Iowa-Illinols State line and ex-
tending west over U.S. Highway 34 to
Ottumwa, Towa, thence north over US,
Highway 63 to New Sharon, Iowa, thence
north over Iowa Highway 146 to junction
U.S. Highway 30, thence west over US,
Highway 30, (ncluding Marshalltown,
Towa) to junction Interstate Highway 35,
thence north on Interstate Highwny 35
to jimction Iowa Highway 175, thence
west over Iowa Highway 175 to junction
U.S. Highway 59, thence north over US,
Highway 59 to junction U.S. Highway 20,
thence west over U.S. Highway 20 to Cor-
rectionville, Towa, thence north and west
over unnumbered road through Pierson,
Kingsley, and Neptune, Iowa, to LeMars,
Towa, thence north over U.S, Highway 75
to junction Jowa Highway 10, and
thence west and north over Yows High-
way 10 to the Iowa-South Dakota State
line, restricted to movements from, to or
between wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
way of Plainfield, IIl.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E43), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast
20th St., Des Moines, Town 50317. Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309, Authority sought to operate as 3
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Glass bot-
tles and closures therefor, from points
in Tlinois within the territory bounded
by & line beginning at the shore of Laks
Michigan and extending west through
Chicago, Illinois, over Interstate High-
way 90 to junction Illinois Highway o
thence west over Ilinojs Highway 5 10
junction Iliriols Highway 47, thence
south over Illinois Highway 47 to Forrest,
Illinois, thence east over U.S. Highway
24, to Watseka, Illinois, thence along 8
line in a northeasterly direction to the
Illinois-Indiana state line, thence north
along the Ilinois-Indiana state line o
the shore of Lake Michigan, and thence
north along the shore of Lake 200
to point of . to points in Wis-
consin on, north, and west of a line be-
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ginning at the Towa-Wisconsin state line
and extending east over U.S, Highway 18
to Bridgeport, Wisconsin, thence east
over Wisconsin Highway 60 to junction
US. Highway 61, thence north over US,
Highway 51 to the Wisconsin-Michigan
state line, and to points in Minnesota,
restricted to movements from, to, or be-
tween wholesale grocery houses, their
warehouses, and retail outlets, The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
pteway of Plainfield, Ilinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E44), filed
May 24, 1975, Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast
20th St., Des Maines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
800 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Glass bot-
tles and closures therefor, from points
in that part of Indiana bounded by a
ime commeneing at the Illinois-Indiana
state line at unnumbered highway ap-
proximately four miles north of Effner,
Indiana, and extending in a- north-
easterly direction (through Brook, Col-
legeville, Francesville, and Winamac,
Indiana), to Warsaw, Indiana, thence
north over Indiana Highway 15 to
Goshen, Indiana, and thence in & north-
westerly direction to the Indiana-Michi-
gan state ling near Granger, Indiana, to:
(8) Omaha and Plattsmouth, Nebraska,
and (b) points in Wisconsin on and west
of US. Highway 51, points in Minnesota,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and points
in Iowa, on and north and west of a line
beginning at the Iowa-Illinois state line
and extending west on U.S, Highway 34
to Mt. Pleasant, Town, thence south and
west over unnumbered highway through
Oakland Mills and Salem, Iowa, to
Hillsboro, Towa, thence south over Towa
Highway 270 to junction Yowa Highway
16, thence west over Yowa Highway 16 to
Junction Yowa Highway 1 to junction
Iowa Highway 2, thence west over Iown
Highway 2 to junction Jowa Highway 15,
thence south over Iowa Highway 15 to
the lowa-Missouri state line, and to
points in Missouri on, west, and south of
4 lne beginning at the Towa-Missouri
state line and extending south over U.S.
Highway 63 to Rolla, Missouri, thence
southeast on Missouri Highway 72 to
junction Missouri Highway 21, thence
south over Missouri Highway 21 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 60, thence southeast
over U.S. Highway 60 to Poplar Bluff,
Missouri, and thence south over U.S.
Highway 67 to the Missouri-Arkansas
state line, restricted to movements from,
to ar between wholesale grocery houses,
their warehouses, and retail outlets. The
burpese of this filing is to eliminate the
Eatewny of Plainfield, ITlinois,

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E45), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 SE 20th

Street, Des Moines, Town 50317. Appli-
tant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
200 Hubbell Bldg.,, Des Moines, Iowa
$0300. Authority sought to operate as &
tommon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
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Irregular routes, transporting: Glaoss-
ware, as described in Appendix IX to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 200, from points
in Ilinois within the territory bounded
by a line beginning at the shore of Lake
Michigan and extending west through
Chicago, Illinois, over U.S. Highway Al-
ternate 30 to junction Illinois Highway
38, thence west over Illinois Highway 38
to De Kalb, Illinois, thence south over
Illinois Highway 23 to Pontiac, Ilinois,
thence south over unnumbered highway
to Weston, Illinols, thence east over
U.S. Highway 24 to Watsekn, Ilinois,
thence along a line in a northeasterly
direction to the Illinois-Indiana state
line, thence north along the Illinois-In-
diana state line to the shore of Lake
Michigan, and thence north along the
shore of Lake Michigan to point of be-
ginning, to points in Minnesota on, north
and west of a line beginning at the Min-
nesota-Wisconsin state line and extend-
ing south over U.S. Highway 63 to Roch-
ester, Minnesota, thence west over US.
Highway 14, to Mankato, Minnesota,
thence southwest over Minnesota High-
way 60 to Windom, Minnesota, and
thence south over U.S. Highway 71 to the
Minnesota-Iowa state line, restricted to
movements from, to or between whole-
sale grocery houses, their warehouses,
and retall outlets. The purpose of this
fillng is to eliminate the gateway of
Curnee, Illinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E46), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant; PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC, 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317, Appli-
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg.,, Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Glass-
ware, as described in Appendix IX to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from points
in Illinois within the territory bounded
by a line beginning at the shore of Lake
Michigan and extending west along a
line through Winthrop Harbor, Ilinois,
to where it connects with Ilinois High-
way 47, thence south over Illinois High-
way 47 to junction U.S. Highway 14,
thence southeast over U.S. Highway 14
to junction Ilinois Highway 31, thence
south over Iliinois Highway 31 to june-
tion U.S. Highway 30, thence south and
east over U.S, Highway 30 to the Illinois-
Indiana state line, thence north along
the Illinois-Indiuna state line to the
shore of Lake Mchigan, and thence
north along the shore of Lake Michigan
to the uqlnt. of beginning, to points in
Nebraska, restricted to movements from,
to or between wholesale grocery houses,
their warehouses, and retail outlets. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Gurnee, Illinois.

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. E4T), filed
May 24, 1975. Applicant: PULLEY
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 405 SE 20th
Street, Des Moines, Towa 50317. Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox,
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Town
50309. Authority sought to operate as
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a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Gilass-
ware, as described in Appendix IX to
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car-
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C, 209, from
points in IMinois within the territory
bounded by a line beginning at the shore
of Lake Michigan and extending west
through Chicago, Illinois, over US.
Highway Alternate 30 to junction -
nois Highway 38, thence west over Illi-
nois Highway 38 to DeKalb, Illinois,
thence south over Ilinols Highway 23 to
junction Illinois Highway 17, thence
west over Illinois Highway 17 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 51, thence south over
U.8. Highway 51 to junction U.S. High-
way 24, thence east over U.S, Highway 24
to Watseka, Illinois, thence along a line
in & northeasterly direction to the Ili-
nois-Indiana state line;, thence north
along the Illinois-Indiana state line to
the shore of Lake Michigan, and thence
north along the shore of Lake Michigan
to point of beginning, to points in Wis-
consin bounded by Wisconsin Highway
29 on the south and U.S. Highway 51
on the east, restricted to movements
from, to or between wholesale grocery
houses, their warehouses and retail out-
lets. The purpaose of this filing is to elimi-
nate the gateway of Gurnee, Illinois.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E273), 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 fron and steel
articles as are building materials, from
Warren, Ill., to the points in Alabame;
Georgia; North Carolina; South Caro-
lina; Mississippi in the counties of Jones,
Clarke, Wayne, Marion, Lamar, Forest,
Perry, Greene, Pearl River, Stone,
George, Hancock, Harrison, and Jack-
son; and Texas in the counties of Pre-
sidio, Maverick, Dimmit, LaSalle, Mc-
Mullen, Live Oak, Bee, Refugio, San
Peatricio, Webb, Duval, Jim Wells, Nueces,
Kleberg, Zapata, Jim Hogg, Brooks,
Kenedy, Starr, Hildalgo, Willacy, and

the Baptist. Terrebonne, Lafourche, St.
Charles, Jefferson, Orleans, St. Bernard,
and Plaquemines. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of New
Castle, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E279), filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC., US. Highway 8,
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
Warren County, Ill., to points in Marion
and Horry Counties, S.C., and to points
in Brunswick, New Hanover, Pender, On-
slow, Jones, Carteret, Crave, Pamlico,
Martin, Beaufort, Washington, Hyde,
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Tyrell and Dare Counties, N.C. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of New Castle, Ind.

No, MC 122407 (Sub-No. E281), 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 arti-
cles as are bullding materials, from Aer-
cer County, Ill,, to points in Chatham
County, Ga., to points in South Carolina
in and east of Spartanburg, Laurens,
Greenwood, and Edgefield Counties, 5.C.,
and to points in North Carolina in and
east of Yancey, Buncombe and Hender-
son Counties, N.C. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of New
Castle, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E282), 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 arti-
cles as are building materials, from Mc-
Henry County, Ill., to points in Candler,
Bulloch, Evans, Liberty, Bryan and Chat-
ham Counties, Ga., to points in Bruns-
wick, New Hanover, Pasquotank, Camden
and Currituck Counties, N.C,, and to
points in South Carolina in and east of
Dillon, Florence, Clarendow, Berkeley,
Dorchester, Bamberg, and Allendale
Counties, S.C. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Warren,
11, and New Castle, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E283), 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 arti-
cles as are building materials, from Bu-
reau County, 1L, to points in Chatham
County, Ga., to points in South Carolinga
in-and east of Lancaster, Kershaw, Rich-
land, Lexington, Edgefield, and Aiken
Counties, S.C,, and to points in North
Carolina in Bladen, Columbus, Pender,
Brunswick and New Hanover Counties,
N.C. The purpose of this filing is to elimi-
nate the gateways of Warren, Ill., and
New Castle, Ind,

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E291), filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC, U.S. Highway 86,
South Haven Sguare, Vaiparaiso, 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 arti-
cles as are building materials, from Knox
County, 111, to points in Dillon, Marion
and Horry Counties, S.C,, and to points
in Brunswick, New Hanover, Pender,
Onslow, Jones, Carteret, Craven, Pam-
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lico, Pasquotank, Camden and Currituck
Counties, N.C. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Warren,
11, and New Castle, Ind.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E292), 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) . Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such ifron and steel arti-
cles as are bullding materials, from Put-
nam County, Ill,, to points in Chatham
County, Ga., to points in Jasper, Beau-
fort, Charleston, Georgetown, Marion
and Horry Counties, 8.C. and to points in
Brunswick, New Hanover, Pasquotank,
Camden and Currituck Counties, N.C.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateways of Warren, Ill., and New
Castle, Ind.

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. E91), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: JACK GRAY
TRANSPORT, INC., 4600 East 15th Av-
enue, Gary, Ind. 46403, Applicant's rep~
resentative: J. 8. Gray, Jr. (same 85
above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Cinders
and shale, in bulk, in dump vehicles, from
Ottawa, Ill., to points in Lucas, Wood,
Fulton, Ottawa, Erie, Henry, Willlams,
and Defiance Counties, Ohlo, and points
in Lenawee, Monroe, Hillsdale, Jackson,
Washtenaw, and Wayne Counties, Mich.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of Fort Wayne, Ind.

By the Commission.

Rosent L, OSWALD,
Secretary.

[ PR Doc.77-10862 Piled 4-12-77:8:45 nm]

[ Notice No. 48]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

Armin 6, 1977,

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary suthority
under section 210a(a) of the Intersiate
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 fleld official named in
the Feoeran Recister publication on or
before April 27, 1977. One copy of the
protest must be served on the applicant,
or its authorized representative, if any,
and the protestant must certify that such
service has been made. The protest must
identify the operating suthority upon
which it is predicated, specifying the
“MC” docket and “Sub" numter 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 & protest shall be gov-
ermned by the completeness and perti-
nence of the protestant’s information.
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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 Sec-
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
gion, Washington, D.C,, and also in the
ICC Field Office to which protests are to
be transmitted.

Moror CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 71642 (Sub-No. 25TA) filed
March- 25, 1977. Applicant: CON-
TRACTUAL CARRIERS, INC., Harmony
Industrial Park, Allen Drive, Newark,
Del. 19711, Applicant’s representative;
Samuel W. Earnshaw, 833 Washington
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20005. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Chemically hard-
ened fibre and insulating materials,
_articles, sheetls, shapes and jorms, in-
cluding plastics and plastic articles,
sheets, shapes, forms, rods, tubes, grind-
ing and pellets, for the account of
Keysor-Century Corporations, between
Delaware City Commercial Zone, and
Newark, Del,, on the one hand, and, the
commercial zones of Hialeah and Miam),
Fla., and Mt. Vernon, N.Y,, and Holts-
ville and Holbrook, LI, N.Y., and return
from these points, under a continuing
contract with Keysor Century Corp., for
180 days. Supporting shipper: Keysor
Century Corp., P.O. Box 311, Delaware
City, Del. 19708,

No. MC 79687 (Sub-No. 9TA) filed
March 24, 1877. Applicant: WARREN C.
SAUERS CO., INC., 200 Rochester Road,
Zelienople, Pa. 16063, Applicant's repre-
sentative: Henry M. Wick, Jr. 2310
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa, 15219, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Glass containers,
caps, stoppers and covers, from the f&-
cilities of Glenshaw Glass Company, Inc,
Glenshaw, Allegheny County, Pa., 0
Detroit and Howell, Mich., and points In
their Commercial Zone; with the right
to return refused, rejected or damaged
shipments, to ~oint of origin, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 80 days of 0p-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Glenshaw Glass Company, Inc., 1101
Wm. Flynm Highway, Glenshaw, P
15116, Send protests to: John J. Eng-
Jand, District Supervisor, Intersiate
Commerce Commissjon, 2111 Federal
Bldg., 1000 Liberty Ave., Pittsburgh, Pa
165222,

No. MC 87617 (Sub-No. 4TA) (amend-
ment) filed March 8, 1977, published In
the FR issue of March 24, 1877, and re-
published as amended this issue. Appli-
cant; HARRY BLOCK TRUCKING (Zp .
INC.. 100 Lockwood St. Newark, NJ.
07105. Applicant's representative: Piken
& Piken, One Lefrak City Plaza, Flush-
ing, N.Y. 11368. Authority sought to 0P~
erate as A common carrier, by mowr
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport
ing: (1) New furniture, from the ware~
house and terminal of Harry Block
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Trucking Co., Inc., In Newark, N.J, to
points in  Fairfleld County, Conn.;
Dutchess, Sullivan and Ulster Counties,
N.Y.: Burlington, Hunterdon, Warren,
Sussex and. Ocean Counties, N.J.; and
) Wheeled vehicles, including but not
hmited to doll carriages, carriages,
strollers, children's vehicles, bicycles, tri-
cyeles, unicycles; infant's dressing
tables: baby car seats; outdoor play-
ground apparatus and sleds, from the
warenouse and terminal facilities of
Harry Block Trucking Co., Inc, in
Newark, N.J., to New York City, Nassau,
Orange, Putnam, Rockland, Sullivan,
Ulster, Suffolk, Westchester and
Dutchess Countles, N.Y.; Bergen, Essex,
Hudson, Mercer, Middiesex, Monmouth,
Morris, Passale, Somerset, Union,
Hunterdon, Burlington, Warren, Sussex,
and Ocean Countles, N.J., and Falrfield
County, Conn., restricted to traffic hav-
ing & prior movement by rail or truck,
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed an
wmderlying ETA seeking up to 90 days
of operating authority. Supporting
shippers: (1) Hedstrom Co., Box 432,
Bedford, Pa. 15522. (2) Min Dee Dis-
tributors, Inc, P.O. Box 130, Syosset,
N.Y, 11791 (3) Carriage Craft Co., One
Park Ave., New York, N.¥Y. 10016. (4
Jack and Murray Levene Corp., 73-13
196th Place, Flushing; N.Y. 11366. Send
protests to: Robert S. H. Vance, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 9 Clinton St., Newark, N.J.
07102, The purpose of this republication
is to nmend the territorial description in
this proceeding.

No. MC 102567 (Sub-No. 195TA), filed
March 25, 1977. Applicant: McNAIR
TRANSPORT, INC,, P.O. Drawer 5357,
4205 Meadow Lane, Bossier City, La.
71010. Applicant’s representative: Joe C.
Day, 2040 N. Loop West, Suite 208, Hous-
ton, Tex. 77018. Authority sought to
operale as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Hydrochloric (muriatic acid), In
bulk, in rubber-lined tank vehicles, from
Deer Park (Harris County), Tex., to
pplnts in Arkansas, Louisiana, Missis-
5ippl and Oklahoma, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Arkla Chemical Cor-
Poration, P.O. Box 751, Little Rock, Ark.
12203. Send protests to: Ray C. Arm-
strong, Jr., District Supervisor, 701 Loy-
ola Ave., 9038 Federal Bldg., New Or-
leans, La, 70113,

No. MC 104589 (Sub-No. 34TA), filed
March 21, 1977, Applicant: SOUTHERN
FRE;GHTWAYS. INC.,, P.O. Box 374,
Eustis, Fla, 32726. Applicant’s represent-
ative: David C. Venable, 805 McLachlen
Bank Bldg., 666 11th St. NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20001. Authority sought to op-
*rale as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Foodstuffs, from Cade, Lozes and New
Kem. La., to points in Ilinois, Indiana,
kcntucky, Michigan, Ohio and Wiscon-
E M. under a continuing contract with
Al’uce‘ P orporation, for 180 days.

Pplicant has also filed an underlying
a'rA seeking up to 90 of operating
Fuummy. Supporting r: Bruce
NOOfis Corporation, P.O. Drawer 1030,

W Iberla, La. 70560. Send protests to:

G. H. Fauss, Jr, District Supervisor,

NOTICES

Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commmission, Box 35008, 400 W,
Bay St., Jacksonville, Fia. 32202,

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 1072TA),
filed March 24, 1977. Applicant: RUAN
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 3200
Ruan Center, 666 Grand Ave., Des
Moines, Iowa 50308, Applicant’s repre-
sentative; E,. Check (same address as
applicant) . Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Lig-
uld fertilizer materials, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Sangamon and Cass Coun-
ties, IIL, to points in Missouri, Yowa,
Indiana, Michigan, Ohlo, Kentucky, Wis-
consin, Florida, Texas, New Mexico, Kan-
sas, Arizona and Nebraska, for 180 days.
Applicant has also filed an underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating
authority. Supporting shipper: Brandt
Chemical Co., Inc., P.O. Box 276, Pleas-
ant Plains, IIl. 62677. Send protests to:
Herbert W. Allen, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 518 Federal Bldg.,
Des Moines, Iowa 50309.

No. MC 108297 (Sub-No. 27TA), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: FOX TRANS-
PORT SYSTEM, 21 8. Fifth St., Phila-
delphia, Pa. 19106. Applicant's repre-
sentative: James Fox (same address as
applicant) . Authority sought to operate
&8s & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting:
Cable, scrap, lead covered copper and
reels, cable, electric on vehicles with spe-
cialized equipment for loading or un-
loading, between points in Northampton,
Lehigh, Franklin, Pulton, Redford and
Adams Countles, Pa., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Kearny, N.J., and Tot-
tenville, N.Y., and Baltimore, Md., for
180 days. Supporting shipper: American

Send protests to: Monica A. Blodgett,
Transportation  Assistant,
Commerce Commission, 600 Arch St.
Room 3238, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106,

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 696TA), filed
March 22, 1977. Applicant: PUROLA-
TOR COURIER, CORP., 3333 New Hyde
Park Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040.
Applicant’s representative: Elizabeth L.
Henoch (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as n com-~
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Ophthalmic
poods and business papers and records,
moving thercwith, between
W. Va., on the one hand, and, on the
other, Cumberland, Md., and Washing-
ton, Pa., for 90 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority. Support-
ing shipper: White-Haines Optical Co.,
82 N. High St., Columbus, Ohio 43215.
Send protests to: Maria B. Kejss, Trans-
portation Assistant, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 26 Federal Plaza,
New York. N.Y. 10007.

No. MC 111956 (Sub-No. 36TA), filed
March 25, 1977. Applicant: SUWAK
TRUCKING COMPANY, 1105 Fayette
St., Washington, Ps. 15301. Applcant’s
representative Henry M. Wick, 2310
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grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 51219. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Glass containers,
caps, stoppers and covers, from the fa-
cilities of Glenshaw Glass Company,
Inec., Glenshaw, Allegheny Co., Pa., to
Detroit and Howell, Mich., and points
in their commercial zones, with the right
to return refused, rejected or damaged
shipments to point of origin, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Glenshaw Glass Company, Inc,, 1101
Wm. Flynn Highway, Glenshaw, Pa.
15116. Send protests to: J. A. Niggmyer,
District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 416 Old Post Office
Bldg.. Wheeling, W. Va. 26003.

No. MC 113658 (Sub-No. 14TA), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: SCOTT
TRUCK LINE, INC., 5820 Newport St.,
Commerce City, Colo. 80022. Applicant's
representative: Willilam J. Boyd, 600
Enterprise Drive, Oak Brook, Ill. 60521,
Authority sought to operate as & com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Meats,
packinghouse products and commodities
used by packinghouses as described in
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766 (except hides and commod-
{ties In bulk), from Sterling, Colo., to
points in Illinois, Ohio, New York, Penn-
sylvania, New Jersey, Maryland and
Massachusetts, for 180 days. Applicant
has also filed an underlying ETA seek-
ing up to 90 days of operating authority.
Supporting shipper: Sterling Colorado
Beef Co., P.O, Box 1728, Sterling, Colo.
80751. Send protests to: Roger L. Bu-
chanan, District Supervisor, 492 US.
Customs House, 721 19th St., Denver,
Colo. 80202,

No. MC 114897 (Sub-No. 125TA), filed
March 25, 1977. Applicant: WHITFIELD
TANK LINES, INC., 821 E. Pasadens,
P.O. Box 7676, Phoenix, Ariz. 85011.
Applicant’s representative: J. P. Rose
(same address as applicant), Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Dry urea and ammontum
nitrate and potash, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from points in Eddy County, N.
Mex., to points in Terry, Hockley and
Yoakum Counties, Tex., for 180 days.
Applicant has also filed an underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating
authority. Supporting shipper: Anderson
Grain Corporation, P.O. Box 1117, Level-
land, Tex. 79335. Scnd protests to: An-
drew V. Baylor, District Supervisor, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Room
3427 Pederal Bldg., 230 N. Pirst Ave.,
Phoenix, Ariz. 85025.

No. MC 116710 (Sub-No. 28TA), filed
March 25, 1977. Applicant: MISSIS-
SIPPI CHEMICAL EXPRESS, INC., P.O.
Box 6176, 2001 E, Texas St., Bossier City,
La. T1010. Applicant’s representative:
Joe T. Lanham, 1102 Perry-Brooks Bldg.,
Austin, Tex. 78701, Authority sought to
operate as a contract earrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Dry plastic materfals, in bulk, in
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tank or hopper motor vehicles, from the
plantsite and storage facilities of Texas
Eastman Company, at or near Longview,
Tex,, to Des Plaines, Ill., and Oconto,
Wis., under a continuing contract with
Texas Eastman Company, Division of
Eastman Kodak Company, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Texas Eastman
Company, Division of Eastman Kodak
Company, P.O. Box 7444, Longview, Tex.
75601, Send protests to: Ray C. Arm-~
strong, Jr., District Supervisor, 701 Loy~
ola Ave, 9038 Federal Bldg, New Or-
leans, La. 70113.

No. MC 116913 (Sub-No. 6TA), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: RAYMOND
BUIS, doing business as BUIS TRUCK-
ING., Box 337, Somerset, Ky. 42501. Ap-
plicant's representative: Robert H. Kin-
ker, P.O. Box 464, Frankfort, Ky. 40601.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Fertilizer,
from the plantsite of C F Industries, Inc.,
Terre Haute Nitrogen Complex, near
Terre Haute, Ind., to points in Kentucky,
under a continuing contract with South-
ern States Cooperative, Inc.,, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 80 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Southern States Cooperative, Inc,, P.O.
Box 13085, Louisville, Ky, 40213, Send
protests to: H. C. Morrison, Sr., District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-~
mission, 216 Bakhaus Bldg., 1150 W.
Main St., Lexington, Ky, 40505.

No. MC 117639 (Sub-No. 9TA), filed
March 24, 1977, Applicant: PICK'S
PACK HAULER, doing business as
PICK’S PACK HAULER, INC. 1214 E.
South St., Hastings, Nebr. 68901. Appli-
cant's representative: Frederick J, Coff-
man, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr,
68501. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor yehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Brick and
clay products, from Welr and Kanapolis,
Kans., to points In Nebraska, under a
continuing contract with Lumbermen's
Brick and Supply Co., for 180 days. Ap-~
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority, Supporting shipper: Dale Funk,
President, Lumbermen’s Brick and Sup-
ply Co., 900 S. 15th St., Omaha, Nebr.
68108. Send protests to: Max H. Johns-
ton, District Supervisor, 285 Federal
Bldg. and Courthouse, 100 Centennial
Mall North, Lincoln, Nebr. 68508,

No. MC 119726 (Sub-No. 85TA), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: N.AB.
TRUCKING CO., INC., 1644 W. Edge-
wood, Indianapolls, Ind. 46217. Appli-
cant's representative: James L. Beattey,
130 E. Washington St., Indianapolis,
Ind. 46204. Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Tile,
floor covering, wallpaper, and materials,
equipment and supplies used in the
manufacture, distribution, installation,
maintenance, removal, and sale of the
above commodities (except commodities
in bulk), from the plant and warehouse
facilities of Color Tile Supermart, Inc.,
at or near Houston, Tex., to points in
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Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin and
Tennessee, for 180 days. Applicant has
also filed an underlying ETA seeking up
to 90 days of operating authority. Sup-
porting shipper: Color Tile Supermart,
Ine., P.O. Box 2475, Fort Worth, Texas.
65101, Send protests to: William 8. En-
nis, Transportation Specialist, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Federnl Bldg.
and U.S. Courthouse, 46 E. Ohio St,
Room 429, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. 109TA), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: GREAT
WESTERN TRUCKING CO., INC., PO,
Box 1384, Hwy. 103 West, Lufkin, Tex.
75901. Applicant's representative: Paul
D. Angenend, P.O. Box 2207, Austin, Tex.
78701. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Paper and
paper products (except commodities in
bulk, in tank vehicles), from Monroe
and West Monroe, La., to points in Texas
on and west of a line beginning at the
Oklahoma-Texas state line and extend-
ing along Interstate Highway 35 to junc-
tion U.S, Highway 84, thence along U.S.
Highway 84 to junction U.S. Highway
287, thence along U.S. Highway 287 to
junction U.S. Highway 59, thence along
U.S. Highway 59 to junction Interstate
Highway 45, thence along Interstate
Highway 45 to Galveston, Tex., for 180
days, Supporting shipper: Olinkfaft,
Inc., P.O. Box 488, West Monroe, La.
71291. Send protests to: John F. Mensing,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 8610 Federal Bldg,, 515
Rusk, Houston, Tex. 77002,

No. MC 123233 (Sub-No. 67TA), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: PROVOST
CARTAGE INC,, 7887 Grenache St., Ville
d’Anjou, Quebec, Canada H1J 1C4. Ap-~
lcant’s representative: J. P. Vermette
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid sugar, In bulk, in
tank vehicles, from the Ports of Entry
on the International Boundary Line be-
tween the United States and Canada,
located in New York and Vermont, to
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts,
New York and Vermont, restricted to the
transportation of traffic having an im-
mediate prior movement in foreign com-
merce in through, single-line local moye-
ment, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
St. Lawrence Sugar, Division of Sucronel
Limited, 4026 Notre Dame St., FEast,
Montreal, Quebec, Canada HIW 2K3.
Send protests to: David A. Demers, Dis-
trict supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, P.O. Box 548, 87 State St.,
Montpelier, Vt. 05802.

No. MC 124711 (Sub-No. 44TA) (cor-
rection), filed March 21, 1977, Applicant:
BECKER CORPORATION, P.O. Box
1050, 2643 W. Central, El Dorado, Kans,
67042, Applicant's representative: T, M.
Brown, 223 Ciudad Bldg., Oklahoma City,
OKkla. 73112, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Lig-
uid fertilizer solutions (except petroleum
products), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
the facilities of Agrico Chemical Com-

pany, at or near Indianola, Nebr, (o
points in Colorado and Kansas, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 80 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Agrico Chemical Company, Box 3168,
Tulsa, Okla, 74101, Send protests to:
M. E. Taylor, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 101 Litwin
Bldg., Wichita, Kans, 67202. The purpose
of this republication is to add the sup-
porting shipper's name and address,

No. MC 128683 (Sub-No. 13TA), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: LAUREL
HILL TRUCKING CO., 614 New County
Road, Secaucus, N.J. 07084. Applicant's
representative: Willlam J.  Augello,
120 Main St, P.O. Box Z, Hunting-
ton, N.Y. 11743. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Such commodities as are dealt in
by department stores, from Secaucus,
N.J., to Cleveland, Ohio, restricted to
traflic destined to The May Company, for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days
of operating authority. Supporting ship-
per: The May Company, 158218 Euclid
Ave,, Cleveland, Ohlo 44144, Send pro-
tests to: Robert E. Johnston, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
omiss'“o;on. 9 Clinton St, Newark, NJ.

No. MC 133085 (Sub-No. 154TA), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: TEXAS CON-
TINENTAL EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box
434, 2603 W. Euless Bilvd., Euless, Tex.
76039. Applicant’s representative: Hugh
T. Matthews, 2340 PFidelity Unlon
Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Carpeting, from Msar-
lin, Tex., to points in Mississippi, Loulsi-
ana, Arkansas, Minnesota, Iown, Okla-
homa, Kansas, Nebraska, South Dalota,
North Dakota, New Mexico, Colorado,
Wyoming, Montana, Arizona, Utabh,
Idaho, Nevada, California, Oregon and
Washington; and (2) Materials, equip-
ment and supplies utilized in the manu-
facture and distribution of carpeling
from points in (1) above, to Marlin, Tex,
restricted against the transportation of
commodities in bulk, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Marlin Mills, Inc., Mar-
lin, Tex. 76661, Send protests to: Robert
J. Kirspel, District Supervisor, Room
9A27 Federal Bldg., 819 Taylor St., Fort
Worth, Tex. 76102,

No. MC 133119 (Sub-No. 117TA), filed
March 25, 1977. Applicant: HF.)’L
TRUCK LINES, INC., 200 Norka Drive,
P.O. Box 206, Akron, Towa 51001. Ap-
plicant’s representative: A. J. Swansot,
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr, 6850l
Authority sought to operate as o 00/~
mon carrier, by motor yehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Fresh
meats, from port of entry on the Inter-
national Boundary between the Unit
States and Canada located af or near
Sweetgrass, Mont., to Denver, Colo.
restricted to the transportation of traffic
moving in foreign commerce from Al-
berta, for 180 days. Applicant has also
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gled an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority. Support-
ing shipper: Robert Sauer, President,
WESPAC Meat Processing Ltd., 12130
gath St., Edmonton, Alberta TSB 1R1,
gend protests to: Carroll Russell, Dis-
irict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Suite 620, Omaha, Nebr.
68102,

No. MC 133565 (Sub-No. 10TA) filed
March 25, 1977. Applicant: TRUE
TRANSPORT, INC. 293 Wilson Ave.,
P.O. Box 820, Newark, N.J. 07101. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Charles J. Wil
flams, 1815 Front St., Scotch Plains,
NJ. 07076, Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over frregular routes, transporting:
Dishes, plates, containers and trays
made from paper, pulpboard or wood-
pulp, in containers or trailers, from
Piattsburgh and Ogdensburg, N.Y., to
points in that part of the New York,
NY. Commercial Zone, as defined in
Commercial Zones and Terminal Areas,
53 M.C.C. 451, within which local opera-
tions may be conducted pursuant to
the partial exemption of Section 203(b)
18) of the Interstate Commerce Act (the
exempt zone), restricted to traffic having
& subsequent movement by water, for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days
of opernting authority.-Supporting ship-
pers: (1) Diamond International Cor-
poration, 733 Third Ave., New York, N.Y.
10017, (2) United States Lines, Inc., One
Brondway, New York, N.Y. 10004. (3)
Seatrain Lines, Inc., Container Division,
Port Seatrain, Weehawken, N.J. 07087.
Send protests to: Robert S. H, Vance,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce

gglrgrqms;non, 9 Clinton St., Newark, N.J.

No, MC 133689 (Sub-No, 116TA), filed
March 23, 1977, Applicant: OVERLAND
EXPRESS, INC,, 719 First St. SW., New
Brighton, Minn. 55112. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box
6010, W, St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motar vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such merchandise, as is
dealt in by retail department stores (ex-
cept commodities in bulk and footstuffs) ,
{rom points In Connecticut, Delaware,
Hlinols (except those north of U.S. High-
Wway 24), Indiana, Kansas (except those
in the Kansas City, Mo., Kansas City,
}'hms and St, Joseph, Mo, Commercial
Zones), Kentucky, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri (ex-
Cept Kansas City and points in the Kan-
f4s City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., Com-
mereigl Zones, St. Joseph and points in
i1s Commereigl zone and Maryville), New
Hajnpshtre. New Jersey (except those in
Sllswx. Hudson, Hunterdon, Mercer, Mid-
\,féx. 'P:wxmc and Union Counties,
& ), New York (except those each of
oeu York Highway 12), North Carolina,

hio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South
f.‘arolmn. Tennessee (except Memphis
ind points in its Commercial Zone) , Ver-
m9m. Virginia and West Virginia, to
Minnetonka, Minn., restricted to traffic
Origlnating at the named origins and
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destined to the facilities of Modern Mer-
chandising, Inc., and its wholly owned
subsidiaries, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Modern Merchandising, Inc.,
1300 8. Second St., Hopkins, Minn., 55343.
Send protests to: Marion L. Chenney,
Transportation Assistant, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, 414 Federal Bldg., and U.S. Court-
house, 110 S. 4th St., Minneapolis, Minn,
55401,

No. MC 135283 (Sub-No, 20TA), filed
March 22, 1977. Applicant: GRAND 1S-
LAND MOVING & STORAGE CO., INC.,
East Hwy. 30, P.O. Box 1665, Grand Is-
land, Nebr. 68801. Applicant's representa-
tive: Gailyn L. Larsen, P.O. Box 81849,
Lincoln, Nebr, 68501, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meat, meat products, meat by-prod-
ucts and articles disiributed by meat
packinghouses, as described in Section A
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite
and storage facilities of Swift Fresh
Meats Company, at or near Grand Is-
land, Nebr., to points in Ohio, Orwigs-
burg, Pa., and points in Maryland, New
York, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia
on and west of Interstate 81, for 180 days
Applicant has also filed an underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating
authority. Supporting shipper. William
H. Rudge, Mgr., Transportation Services,
Swift Fresh Meats Company, a Division
of Swift & Company, 115 W. Jackson
Blvd., Chicago, Ill. 60604. Send protests
to: Max H. Johnston, District Supervisor,
285 Federal Bldg., and Courthouse, 100
Centennial Mall North, Lincoln, Nebr,
68508.

No. MC 136805 (Sub-No. 23TA), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: DAVIS
BROS. DIST., INC., P.O. Box 8058, Mis-
soula, Mont. 59807. Applicant's repre-
sentative: W. E. Seliski (same address as
applicant) . Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Alu-
minum sulfate (restricted against trans-
portation in bulk, in tank vehicles), from
the port of entry on the United States-
Canada International Boundary line at
or near Sweetgrass, Mont,, to points in
Montana, Wyoming and North Dakota,
restricted to traffic originating in the
Province of Alberta, Canada, for 180
days, Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of oper-
ating authority. Supporting shipper:
Paul J, Labane, District Supervisor, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, 2602
First Ave,, North, Billings, Mont, 59101,

No. MC 138382 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed
March 22, 1977. Applicant; PATTER-
SON COASTAL TRANSPORT, INC.,
20607 S. La Grange Road, Frankfort, Ill.
60423. Applicant’s representative: H.
Barney Firestone, 327 8. LaSalle St,
Chicago, I1l. 60604. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Gumnasium equipment, sporting
equipment and parts, attachments and
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accessories for gymnasium equipment
and sporting equipment, (1) from the
facilities of Universal Gym Equipment,
at or near Fresno and Irvine, Calif., and
the facllities of Nissen Corporation, at or
near Cedar Rapids, Iowa, to Seattle,
Wash.; Portland, Oreg.; Phoenix, Ariz.;
Kansas City, Mo.; Oklahoma City, Okla.;
Arlington, Tex.; Memphis, Tenn.; At-
lanta, Ga.; Baltimore, Md,; Hempstead,
N.Y.; Latrobe, Pa,; Chicago, Ill.; Hills-
boro, Wis.; and (2) between the facilities
of Universal Gym Equipment, at or near
Fresno and Irvine, Calif,, on the one
hand, and, on the other, the facllities of
Nissen Corporation, at or near Cedar
Raplds, JTowa. Restrictions: The opera-
tions in (1) and(2) aboye are limited to
a transportation service to be performed
under a continuing contract with Uni-
versal Gym Equipment, for 180 days. Ap-
plicant has also flled an underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating
authority. Supporting shipper: Univer-
sal Gym Equipment, Charles S. Fisher,
Traffic Manager, 17352 Von Karman St.,
Irvine, Calif. Send protests to: Patricia
A. Roscoe, Transportation Assistant, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Everett
McKinley Dirksen Bldg.,, 219 8. Dear-
born St,, Room 1386, Chicago, Ill. 60604.

No. MC 139520 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed
March 25, 1977, Applicant: DEAN Mec-
CARY, doing business as FLYING “S"
FEED EXPRESS, Route 4, Box 84, Clovis,
N. Mex. 88101. Applicant's representa-
tive: James E. Snead, P.O, Box 2228,
Santa Fe, M. Mex. 87501. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Livestock feed, between
points in California, on the one hand,
and, on the other points in Arizona,
Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Okla-
homa, Texas and California, under a con-
tinuing contract with Wilbur-Ellis Com-
pany, for 180 days. Applicant has also
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to
90 days of operating authority, Support-
ing shipper: Wilbur-Eilis Company, P.O.
Box 427, Clovis, N. Mex. Send protests
to: District Supervisor, John H, Kirkemo,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 1106 Federal Office
Bldg., 517 Gold Ave., S.W,, Albuquerque,
N. Mex, 87101.

No, MC 141865 (Sub-No, 2TA), filed
March 25, 1997, Applicant: B. R, ELLIS,
doing business as ACTION DELIVERY
SERVICE, 3021 Pinewood Dr., Arling-
ton, Tex. 76010. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Clayte Binlon, 1108 Continental
Life Bldg., Fort Worth, Tex, 76102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over frregular
routes, transporting: Such merchandise
as is marketed by home products distri-
butors for the account of Amway Cor-
poration, from the warehouse and stor-
age facilities of Amway Corporation, at
Arlington, Tex., to points in Wyoming
and Nebraska, under a continuing con-
tract with Amway Corpdration, for 180
days. Applicant has also flled an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op-
erating authority, Supporting shipper:
Amway Corporation, 2001 Timberlake
Drive, Arlington, Tex. 76010. Send pro-
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tests to: Robert J. Kirspel, District
Supervisor, Room 9A27 Federal Bldg.,
819 Taylor St., Fort Worth, Tex. 76102.

No. MC 142145 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed
March 22, 1977. Applicant: LINDSAY
TRANSPORTATION, INC,, P.O. Box 156,
Lindsay, Nebr, 68644. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Irripation systems and
parts, equipment, materials and supplies
used in the frrigation systems, their ship-
ment, or thelr installation, fromi the fa-
cilities of Lindsay Manufacturing Co.,
Inc., at Columbus, Nebr.,, to points in the
United States (except Alaska, Hawall,
and Nebraska) ; and (2) Equipment, ma-
terials and supplies uti¥zed in the manu-
facture of firrigation systems, from
points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawall, and Nebraska), to the
facilities of Lindsay Manufacturing Co.,
Inc., at Columbus, Nebr., restricted to &
service under a continuing contract with
Lindsay Manufacturing Co,, Inc., for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lyving ETA seeking up to 90 days of oper-
ating authority. Supporting shipper:
George L, Abts, Vice President, Finance,
Lindsay Manufacturing Co., In¢., Lind-
say, Nebr. 68644, Send protests to: Max
H. Johnston, District Supervisor, 285
Federal Bldg. 100 Centennial Mall
North, Lincoln, Nebr. 68508.

No. MC 142064 {Sub-No. 1TA), filed
March 4, 1977. Applicant: RONALD D.
FOSTER, JAMES ARRON, AND GLA-
DYS FOSTER, doing business as, RO-
NAR TRUCKING, INC. 32 Comanche
Road, Gunnison, Colo. 81230. Appli-
cant's representative; Ronald D. Foster
(same address as applicant), Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over frregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat by-products and articles distributed
by meat packinghouses, as described in
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 208 and 766, from
Sterling, Colo., to points In New Yark
and New Jersey, under a continuing con-
tract with Sterling Colorado Beef Co,,
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of
operating authority. Supporting shipper:
Sterling Colorado Beel Co.,, P.O. Box
1728, Sterling, Colo. 80751, Send protests
to: Herbert C. Ruoff, District Supervisor,
721 19th St, 492 U.S. Customs House,
Denver, Colo. 80202.

No. MC 143051 (Sub-No, 1TA), filed
March 22, 1977. Applicant: MICHAEL
C. KOMBOL AND BRAD S. FRITZ, do-
ing business as, SANDAU MOVING &
STORAGE, 10836 Galt Industrial Ct., St.
Louis, Mo. 63132. Applicant’s represent-
ntive: Joseph E. Rebman, 314 N, Broad-
way, Suite 1330, St. Louis, Mo, 63102, Au-
tuority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: New furniture,
wew home furnishings and carpeting, be~
tween St. Louis, Mo., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points 'in Jersey, Ma-
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coupin, Madison, St, Clair, Monroe, and
Randolph Counties, I1l., under a contin-
uing contract with Dolnick Furniture,
Ine., for 180 days, Applicant has salso
filed an underlyinb ETA seeking up to 90
days of operating authority. Supporting
shipper: Dolnick Furniture, Inc., 10725
Page, St. Louis, Mo. Send protests to: J.
P. Werthmann, District Superyisor, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau
of Operations, Room 1465, 210 N. 12th
St., St. Louis, Mo. 63101.

No. MC 143051 (Sub-No. ITA), filed
March 22, 1977. Applicant: MICHAEL C.
KOMBOL AND BRAD 8. FRITZ, doing
business as, SANDAU MOVING & STOR-
AGE, 10836 Galt Industrial Ct., 8%, Louis,
Mo. 63132. Applicant’s representative:
Joseph E. Rebman, 314 N. Broadway,
Suite 1330, St, Louis, Mo. 63102. Author-
ity sought to cperate 8s a coniract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: New furniture, new
home furnishings and carpeting, be-
tween St. Louis, Mo., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Jersey, Ma-
coupin, Madison, St. Claire, Monroe and
Randolph Counties, IlL, under a contin-
uing contract with Dolnick Furniture,
Inc,, for 180 days. Applicant has also filed
an underiying ETA seeking up to 80 days
of operating authority, Supporting ship-
per: Dolnick Purniture, Ine., 10725 Page,
St. Louls, Mo, Send protests to: J. P,
Werthmann, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, Room 1465, 210 N. 12th St.,
St. Louis, Mo. 63101.

No. MC 143071TA, filed March 24, 1977,
Applicant: UNIVERSAL DEVELOP-
MENT, INC, P.O. Box 568, York, Nebr.
68467. Applicant's representative: John
E. Jandera, 641 Harrison St, Topeka,
Kans. 66603. Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over firregular routes, transporting:
Aluminum coils, from Lancaster, Pa.,
Hannibal, Ohio, Lewisport, Ky. and
Terre Haute, Ind., to the plant and ware-
house facilities of Kroy Metal Products,
at York, Nebr., for 180 days. Applicant
has also filed an underlying ETA seeking
up to 90 days of operating authority.
Supporting shipper: Kenneth T, Nord-
lund, General Manager, Kroy Metal
Products, P.O. Box 309, York, Nebr,
68467. Bend protests to: Max H. John-
ston, District Supervisor, 285 Federal
Bldg. and Courthouse, 100 Centennial
Mall North, Lincoin, Nebr, 68508.

No, MC 143074TA, filed March 24, 1977,
Applicant: BIG RED ENTERPRISES,
INC., Box 758, Gauley Bridge, W. Va.
25085. Applicant’s representative: Rus-
sell F. Brannon, 430 W. .10th St
Huntington, W. Va. 25704. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Mining machinery parts
and supplies 8s used in the mining in-
dustry between the facilities of Long-
Airdox Company, in Fayette County,
W, Va, on the one hand, and, on the
other, Belmont and Harrison Counties,
Ohio, Washington, Indiana, Armstrong,
Green and Westmoreland Counties, Pa.,
Pike, Letcher, Martin, Knott, Perry,

Floyd and Harlan Countles, Ky. and
Dickenson, Buchanan, Wise, Tuzewell
and Lee Countles, Va., under a con-
tinuing contract with Long-Alrdox Com-
pany, Division of Marmon Group, for 180
days, Supporting shipper: Charles M
DeBusk, Mgr. Renewal Parts Sales
Long-Airdox Company, Division of
Marmon Group, Box 331, Oak Hi,
W. Va, 25901, Send protests to: H. R.
White, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 3108 Federal
Office Bldg,, 500 Quarrier 8t,, Charleston,
W. Va, 25301,

No. MC 143079TA, filed March 23, 1977
Applicant: DALTON TRUCKING, INC,.
120 E. Junius 8%, Fergus Falls, Minn
56537. Applicant’s representative: Brent
Wm. Primus, 432 Midland Bank Bldg.,
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Animal and pouliry feed
and animal and poultry feed ingredients,
from points in Minnesota, to the port of
entry on the United States-Canadian
boundary line at or near Noyes, Minn,
(traffic is destined to points in the
Province of Manitoba, Canada), under
a continuing contract with L. V. Patte-
son, Inc., for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: L. V, Patteson, Inc., 215 Panet
Road, Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada R2J
0S4, Send protests to: Ronald R. Mau.
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
P.O. Box 2340, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102

No. MC 143081TA, filed March 24, 1977
Applicant: W. R, LALEVEE TRUCKING
CO., INC., RD. No. 1, Flemington, N.J,
08822. Applicant’s representative: John
T. Hildemann, P.O, Box D, Newark, N.J
07105. Authority sought to operate us a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Artificial
kidneys, dialysate solutiom, dialysis
treatment machines, and equipment,
materigls and supplies used or useful in
the performance of dialysis treatment
from Cinnaminson and Delran Town-
ships, N.J., to dialysis clinfcs, hospitals
{public and private), and home treat-
ment facilities In the states of Connecli-
cut, Delaware, Maryland, Massachusctis,
New York, Pennsylvania, Virginin, und
the District of Columbia within 350 miles
of Cinnaminson and Delran Townships
N.J,, under a continuing contract with
Erika, Ind., for 180 days, Supporting
shipper: Erika, Inc, One Erika Plaza,
Rockleigh, N.J. 07647. Send protests 10
Dieter H, Harper, District Supervisor
Interstate Commerce Commission, 428 E.
State St., Room 204, Trenton, N.J. 08603

PASSENGER APPLICATION

No. MC 141460 (Sub-No. 2TA), I.lv-’f
March 24, 1977. Applicant: THE GRAY
LINE TOURS COMPANY, 1207 W. Thu'_d
St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90017. Applicant's
representative: Warren M, Grossmall,
606 S. Olive St., Los Angeles, Callf. 80014.
Authority sought to operate as 8 com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over bieg-
ular routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, in special operations, in
round trip, sight seeing and pleasure
tours, beginning and ending at points i
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10s Angeles and Orange Counties, Calif,,
and extending to the port of entry (o-
cated In California, along the United
states-Mexico International Boundary
line at or near the Southernmost ter-
minus of Interstate Highway 5, visiting
aich points of sight seeing interest en-
route as San Juan Caplstrano, San Cle-
mente, La Jolla, and Coronado, Calif., for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 80 days of
operating authority. Supporting ship-
pers: There are approximately 8 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
named below. Send protests to: Walter
W, Strakosch, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, Room 1321 Federal Bldg., 300
N, Los Angeles St., Los Angeles, Calif.
0012,

By the Commission.

RoserT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc 77-10861 Flled 4-12-77;8:45 am|

[Notice No. 148]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS
ApriL 13, 1977.

Application filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210a(b) in con-
nection with transfer application under
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49

CFR Part 1132:

No. MC-FC 77065. By application filed
April 5, 1977. JOSEPH BUCCIERO CON-
TRACTING, INC,, 185 Third Street,
Troy, N.Y. 12180, seeks temporary au-
thority to transfer the operating rights
of Lester M. Gundrum, an Individual,
dba P & E Buehler Trucking, 15 Smith
Avenue, Troy, N.Y. 12180, under section
210a(b). The transfer to Joseph Bucciero
Contracting, Inc., of the operating rights
of Lester M, Gundrum, an individual,
dba P & E Buehler Trucking, 15 pres-
ently pending.

By the Commission.

Rozear L. OsSwALD,
Secretary.
(FR Doc.77-10864 Filed 4-12-77;8:45 am]

NOTICES

|1.C.C. Order No. 20; Service Order No. 1252]
REROUTING TRAFFIC

In the opinion of Joel E. Burns, Agent,
The Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Com-
pany is unable to handle traffic to and
from connections at Elkhorn City, Ken-
tucky, because of flooding and track
damage on its Big Sandy Division.

It is ordered, That: (a) Rerouting
frafic. The Chesapeake and Ohjo Rall-
way Company, being unable to handle
traflic to and from connections at Elk-
horn City, Kentucky, because of flooding
and track damage on its Big Sandy Divi-
sion, that line is hereby authorized to
divert and reroute such traffic over any
available route to expedite the movement
regardless of the routing shown on the
waybill. The billing covering all such cars
rerouted shall carry a reference to this
order as suthority for the rerouting.

(b) Concurrence of recetving roads to
be obtained. The railroad desiring to di-
vert or reroute traffic under this order
shall recelve the concurrence of other
rallroads to which such traflic is to be
diverted or rerouted, before the rerout-
ing or diversion Is ordered.

(c) Notification to shippers. Each car-
rier rerouting cars in accordance with
this order shall notify each shipper at
the time each car is rerouted or diverted
and shall furnish to such shipper the new
routing provided under this order.

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re-
routing of traffic by said Agent is deemed
to be due to carrier’s disability, the rates
applicable to traflic diverted or rerouted
by said Agent shall be the rates which
were applicable at the time of shipment
on the shipments as originall routed.

(e) In executing the directions of the
Commission and of such Agent provided
for in this order, the common carriers
involyed shall proceed even though no
contracts, agreements, or arrangements
now exist between them with reference to
the divisions of the rates of transporta-
tion applicable to said traffic. Divisions
shall be, during the tme this order re-
mains in force, those voluntarily agreed
upon by and between said carriers; or
upon failure of the carriers to so agree,
said divisions shall be those hereafter
fixed by the Commission in accordance
with pertinent authority conferred upon
it by the Interstate Commerce Act.

(f) Effective date, This order shall be-
come effective at 10:30 a.m., April 6, 1977.

(g) Ezxpiration date. This order shall
expire at 11:59 p.m., April 13, 1977, un-
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less otherwise modified, changed or
suspended.

It is jurther ordered, That this order
shall be served upon the Association of
American Rallroads, Car Service Divi-
slon, as Agent of all railroads, subscribing
to the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement; and
upon the American Short Line Rallroad
Association; and that it be filed with the
Director, Office of the Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 6,
1977.
INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
JoEL E, BURNS,
Agent,

[FR Doc.77-10863 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 nm |

| No. MC-113668 (Sub-No. 11) |
SCOTT TRUCK LINE, INC. (COMMERCE
CITY, COLO.)

ArrIL 8, 1977,

Notice to all interested parties: Atten-
tion of all interested persons is called to
the order of Division 1 acting as an Ap-
pellate Division, entered in Scott Truck
Line, Inc., Docket No. MC-113658 (Sub-
No. 11)' which assigned these matters
for prehearing conference instead of oral
hearing. These proceedings involve ap-
plications by numerous common car-
riers for authority for the transporta-
tion of meats and related commodities
from all or specified points in Colorado to
points in designated states. Pursuant to
that order, applicants in all similar
cases, whether or not published In the
FeperaL RecisTEr, who desire or expect
to have similar applications consolidated
for hearing, should attend the prehear-

- Ing conference now scheduled before Ad-

ministrative Law Judge Edward J. Reidy
on April 20, 1977, at Denver, Colorado, at
9:30 a.m. local time at the Tax Court,
Room 587, U.S, Federal Bullding, 190th
and Stout St., Denver, Colorado.

ROBERT L. OSwaALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-10853 Plled 4-12-77:8:45 am |

: Embraces Nos. MC 26860 (Sub-No. 129),
MC 48221 (Sub-No, 6), MC 53965 (Sub-No.
122), MC 114273 (Sub-No, 269), MC 114632
(Sub-No, 104), MC 115826 (Sub-No, 264), MC
118150 (Sub-No. 201), MC 124670 (Sub-No.
71), MC 134756 (Sub-No. 95), MC 138018
(Sub=No. 31), and MC 130073 (Sub-Nos. 18
and 22),
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sunshine act meetings

5§ U.S.C, 552b(eX(3).

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices of meetings published under the “Government in the Sunshine Act” (Pub. L. 94-403),

CONTENTS
. Item
Civil Aeronautics — - oo oo 1
Civil Rights Commission ........ 2,6
Consumer Product Safety Com-
S ON) e e il 3
Parole Commission .. . .o co o i

IMA-5 amending M-10)

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Civil Aeronautics Board.

CANCELLATION OF MEETING
ArniL 7, 1977

The April 7, 1977 meeting regarding
& Briefing by the Bureau of Enforce-
ment-Activities and Plans and Briefing
by the Bureau of Enforcement-Pending
and Proposed Court Cases announced
on March 31, 1977 will not take place.

At the scheduled meeting time, the
press of other agency business would
have permitted the attendance of only
two Board Members for the entire length
of the anticipated meeting. Because the

" purpose of the meeting was to brief and
obtain the views of the Board, it was
decided to cancel the announced meet-
ing and re-schedule the Briefings for
an as-yet-undetermined future time to
permit the attendance of a greater num-
ber of Board Members.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The following Members have voted that
agency business requires that this meet-
ing be cancelled and that no earlier an-
nouncement of the change was possible:

Chairman John E. Robson

Member G. Joseph Minettl
Member Lee R. West

Vice Chairman Richard J. O'Melia and
Member R, Tenney Johnson were not
present,

PryLus T, KAYLOR,
Secretary.

[8-137-77 Filed 4-8-77;3:05 pm|

2

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
U.S. Comission on Civil Rights.

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 42 FR
13574.

DATE AND TIME: March 14 and 15,
1977,

PLACE: Patio Room, Los Angeles Hilton
Hotel, Los Angeles, California,

CHANGES IN THE MEETING:

In the previous announcement of the
meeting, agenda items 5. Review of HLR.
3504 Civil Rights Amendments Act of
1977; 7. Proposed Technical and Juris-
dictional Amendments of the Commis~
sion Statute (42 US.C. 1975) and 8. Re-
view of Fiscal Year 1877 Commission
Program, were scheduled for the open
portion of the meeting. On March 14,
1977, the Commissioners unanimously
voted In separate votes that items 5, 7,
and 8 be rescheduled for the closed por-
tion of the meeting.

In addition, a new item, Discussion of
a draft of the Los Angeles School De-
segregation Report was added to the
agenda of the closed portion of the meet-
ing and a new item: Consideration of In-
terim appointments to the District of
Columbia and Missourl State Advisory
Committees was added to the open por-
tion of the meeting.

CONTACT PERSON FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION:

Barbara Brooks, Public Affairs Unit,
202-254-6697.

|S-140-77 Piled 4-11-77;0:33 am]

3.
AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Consumer Product Safety Commission.

TIME AND DATE: April 20, 1977, 9:30
am.

PLACE: 3rd Floor Hearing Room, 1111
18th St. NW, Washington.

STATUS: Open,

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
Mid-Year Review: The Commission will
continue the mid-fiseal year review of its
Operating Plan, which it began at the
April 14, 1977 Commission meeting,

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION:

Sheldon D. Butts, Assistant Secretary,
Office of the Secretary, Suit 300, 1111
18th St, NW., Washington, D.C. 20207.
Telephone: 202-634-7700.

[S-141-77 Flled 4-11-77,10:03 am])

4

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
United States Parole Commission—Na-

tional Commissioners (the three Com-
missioners presently maintaining offices
at-Washington, D.C. Headquarters) .
TIME AND DATE: Tuesday, April 12,
1977; 9:30 am.
PLACE: Room 338 Federal Home Loan
Bank Board Bullding, 320 First Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537.
STATUS: Closed—Pursuant to 5 USC,
552b(e) (10) and 28 CFR 16.205(b) (1),
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
Referrals from regional directors of ap-
proximately 20 cases in which inmates
of Federal Prisons have applied for pa-
role or are contesting revocation of pa-
role or madatory release,
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Jack Schneider—Analyst,

3094.

[S-143-77 Piled 4-11-77;10:530 am

202-724-

5
AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights.
TIME AND DATE: 8§ am. to 12 pm;
1:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. Monday, April 18,
1977; 8 am. to conclusion of agenda,
Tuesday, April 19, 1977,
PLACE: Open portion of meeting: Room
512; Closed portion of meeting: Room
800, 1121 Vermont Avenue NW., Wash-
ington, D.C.
STATUS: Part of the meeting will be
open to the public and part of the meet-
ing will be closed to the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED

Portion open to the public 1 p.m, to 2:30
p.m., Monday, April 18, 1977:
1. Approval of agenda,
2. Approval of minutes of last meet-
ing.
3. Stafl Director’s report: (A) Siaius
of funds; (B) Personnel Report
(C) Correspondence; and (D
Office directors’ reports.
4, Decision regarding Interim ap-
pointments to Arkansas, New
York, and Rhode Island Advis-
ory Committees,
5. Decision regarding rechartering of
New Jersey and Wisconsin Ad-
visory Committees.
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Report on

in

SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS

civil rights develop- 10. Decision on Arab boycott hearing.
the Southern and 11. Newsclips.

Southwestern Regions.
Decisions on consumer federation MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

request regarding diseriminatory

clubs.

t on Voting Rights Act mon-

Portlon closed to the public on April 18,
1977, at 9 a.nl. and 2:30 p.m. and on
April 19, at 8:00 am.:

age discrimination 1. Decision on proposed legislation ex-
tending life of Commission.

]

19431-19113

. Review of testimony on HR. 3504

(amendments to Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1064, reorga-
nization of the EEOC),

. Review of Los Angeles hearing re-

port on school desegregation.

. Review of Volume VII, Federal Civil

Rights Enforcement Effort report
(civil rights policymaking In the
Federal Government),

[S-144-77 Filed 4-11-77;11:28 am|
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DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING AND
URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Federal Insurance
Administration

NATIONAL FLOOD
INSURANCE PROGRAM

Communities Eligible for Sale of Insurance




19446

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD
INSURANCE PROGRAM

|Docket No. FI-2841)

PART 1914—COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

Status of Participating Communities

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD,

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule is
to list those communities where the sale
of flood insurance is authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program,

Flood insurance policies for property
Jocated in the communities listed can be
obtained from any licensed property in-
surance agent or broker serving the eligi-
ble community, or from the National
Flood Insurers Associantion servicing
company for the state,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

DATES: The date that appears in the
fourth column of the table is the effective
date of authorization for the sale of flood
insurance,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON~
TACT:

Mr, Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance,
(202-7556-55681) or Toll Free Line
(800-424-8872) - Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street SW,, Washington, D.C,
20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 (Pub, L. 93-234) requires the pur-
chase of flood insurance as a condition of
recelving any form of Federal or fed:
erally related financial assistance for ac-
quisition or construction purposes in a
flood plain area having special hazards
within any community identified for at
least one year by the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development, The
requirement applies to all identified spe-
cial flood hazard areas within the United

can legally be provided for acquisition
or construction except as authorized py
section 202(b) of the Act, as amended
unless the community has entered the
program. Accordingly, for communities
listed under this Part no such restriction
exists, although insurance, if required
must be purchased, )

The addresses of the National Flood
Insurers Association servicing com-
panies, where flood insurance policies
can be obtained, are published at § 19125
(24 CFR Part 1912),

The Federal Insurance Administrator
finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public Interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 533
are impracticable and unnecessary

Section 1914.6 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence new
entries to the table, In each entry, a
complete chronology of effective dates
appears for each listed community, The
entry reads as follows:

§ 1914.6

List of eligible communities,

States, and no such financial assistance

Effeciive date of nuthorization of sale of ficod  Hasard area  Community

Statn County Locatlon
inaxiranes for nres idéntified N¢
. - (4 » . -
Kentucky.. . Groonup. .. e eeeees Worthington, clty of . . R R R —————
Missourd CAlaWnY . oo covnennn.e Codnr City, ety ol ... -— Mar, 13, 1674, emergency; Fob, 2, 1577, regular. Ovt. 18,1074
7 - Fob, 22, RT7, MIPIMIEY o oo veicncoscviorisocsisosvoratsnve ot

 Bde.. .. __.__... Stoau, viilage of ..

Gentgn, oo Unincorporatod aress. .. .. T Vel 15, 1977, emergeney. . S LN T W10
Clearfildd, ... ... .«... Oscools Mills, barough of.. .. - Feb, 22, 1977, emenoney e — . cv e oo e e o v MAE. 20,1074 L201IA
e By, e aeeeeee Monrde, township ol ... . Bept. 90, 1075, emergeney; Feb, 2, 1977, rogulas {&b 1,1074 L00A
y 7,107
s R OTY ¢ wdisnn - ovee Tyrope, townshipof. .. . Fab, 22 1977, mergoney . oo eoeenenn e J00. 31,1075 oM
Washington. . . - Unlon, towyship of. » Dec. 8, 1471, wunergency; Feb, 2, 1977, regatlar. :una 2= 1674 L080A
une 18 1070
.......... B0 ocsiievrmrnnee Went Bethlebyemn, township of. .. oo Feb, 22, 1077, Omorgoney . ... coormeie cnneanan Nov, 20 1974 LN
Independent City. ...... Norton cny of ... et mman e g en e nseeee MBE AT, 1972, emergeney: Fob, 10, 1977, regular., June 15,1973 10108A
Clallam, ... ... Lower Biwla Indian Bescrvation. — Fob, 22, ud, MDEROOCY s & i ae sl saniatae Lt " 8300
» » » » -
LT S —— Fibo, VIO O, .o ooorsaanennmsnsan . Feb, ], 1077, enseigency.... Jon, 24,1950 i
TRSABWES . .o cnnnnns Unineorporaied aress. Feb, 18, 1977, 0mergei0y ..o v ovverremeccassmpe $iees NS
T S — Hichland, towmship of..o........ cavermsacnsee FOh, 3, 1977, OINERROIOY s v ainnn Jas, M, 1075
Aot eana Scrubgruss, township of ... .ovneiarinnraranmiimea 0 Fob, 28 1975
° . - . » »
Delawnre " Somoex..... Lowes, city of. Mar, 28, 19738, exnergeiicy; Mar, A5, 197, regular, .{;mn I7, }v;l wooun
A7 ee, 13, 1775
) P TN Duval . Neptune Boach, city af .. Nov, 18, 171, emergenoy; Mar, 15, W77, regular. :}uy 3‘15 ;';:;(_ i)
ar, ‘. Un ] &
DR cessvesses - Okaloosa., . weeean Valparalso, ¢ty ol .. June 10, 1970, emeegeney; Apr. 1, 1977, regular, ;unc I‘.‘., :!}1‘? LTl
an, 9, 199%
New e, Atlantle. ... ... - Hamilton, towashlp of, . it iaiainseses NOV. 30, 1971, emergenoy'; Mar. 15, 177, regtlar. July 2, 174 HIXEMA
A l),c:’", OSBD. .= s veisrersosose l.nh-ﬂ'oo-i, LOWDMED OF. e eveeaescanimaen e AUR. 4, 1072, stuergency; Mar, 13, 1977, regular. . Jan, 18,1974 5A
VAR 3 coss IS esivurss nonvasnss LAvingoton, OWnatiD of ... oeeeeesieanae e NOV. 5, 1971, emengency; Mar, 18, 1077, regulne. . Janoe 1, 1975 HOLSA
North Caroling........ o) = IRSH YN el ®aa Emerasdd Isle, town of ........... . . June 20, 1973, emengency; Ape. 1, 1977, regular. . im]n. ?j ll'.*‘-.t ToMTB
uly 24,19 .
e, . Bruoewiek .. Bouthport, clty of Ape, 1L, 197 emergeney: Ape, 16, ¥A7, rogidar . May 24, 1074 osh
» . - . . » ®
o o)
New York, eeeeeeee . Clinton. ..uu... . e Aumghle, townol. .. Feb), 2, 1077, GIUGIERIMNIY «i o oo cosornins smsnsnnrvy s “iiizar o= o
(n:lu.._.'_ ________ AthenS. o ocoonncnne . Amsaville, villagoof. .. =00 July 95, 1653 ,jf-'l.‘)
o A ISR Morgan...... . Unlncorporated arees Jan. 10,1075 AN
2 TR .. Chanpalgn. . 8. Parts, village of...... June 7, lw._!‘
Fennsylvanin, ... . Jodiana. .. ... Canon, township of Feb, 77, cuergency. i o July 111978
) o AR LTINS Cambria Ehrenfeld, borough of AR~ Fob, 34, 1077, crnergency..... guxl. "". :";‘
i';b ah \ '\

» » » » » » "
New YOrK...oeuaeerrs Efie o ... vees Kenunote, villago of . .. B wmergoney. N T T opd
l‘:nxL-v‘lvnuiu... caanee Cuinbrin. .. . Bast Conemangh, borongh of. SR S Nov. 14,1974 .

DO, ..ounsesniasassn JolTerson veen Henth, township of. ... ..... . (21 401A

Do...... « Butler,. vime Jolerson, OWDSIID O o o\ aiaaairiniiiaanna

Sk

LB e Forest. ... cevsiees Kingsley, LOWNSMIP O o e e e e ssavsannensacninnn “.'“ 1y

Dy, e o WAERSIR s KA Lilly, borongh of..cccveeconness g

Do, o res Westmoriiaind..... ... . ... Now Florenc, bocotgh of ...... - e

DO.. . cisacesnerun ArIStIONg . ecnrennsnnn West Frankiln, township of 0 1905

' Now,

Istratof
(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing tary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminl :‘,' ;4"|

and Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1060 (33 FR (34 FR 2080, Feb. 27, 1060) , as amended, 39 FR 2787, Jan. 2%,

17804, Nov. 28, 1968), us amended, 42 US.C. 4001-4128; and Secre-
Issued: February 25, 1977, . 3. Rosexr Howrsn,
Acting Federal Insurance Administraior.

[FR Do0.77-10667 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am] 2
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[Docket No. FI-2842]

PART 1914—COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

status of Participating Communities

L3ENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
wration, HUD,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule is
10 list those communities where the sale
of flood insurance fs authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program,
Flood Insurers Association servicing
eated in the communities listed can be
obtained from any licensed property in-
surance agent or broker serving the eli-
gible community, or from the National
Flood Insurance Association secrvicing

company for the state.

DATES: The date that appears in the
fourth column of the table is the effective
date of suthorization for the sale of flood
{nsurance’

RULES AND REGULATIONS

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr, Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
Istrator, Office of Flood Insurance,
(202) 755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800-
424-8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW,, Washington, D.C. 20410,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) requires the pur-
chase of flood insurance as & condition of
receiving any form of Federal of fed-
erally related financial assistance for
acquisition or construction purposes in a
flood plain area having special hazards
within any community identified for at
least one year by the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development. The re-

. quirement applies to all identified special

flood hazard areas within the United
States, and no such financial assistance
can legally be provided for acquisition or
construction except as authorized by sec-
tion 202(b) of the Act, as amended, un-

1947

less the community has entered the pro-
gram. Accordingly, for communities
listed under this Part no such restric-
tion exists, although Insurance, if re-
quired, must be purchased.

The addresses of the National Flood
Insurers Assoclation serviceing com-
panies, where flood insurance policies
can be obtained, are published at § 19125
(24 CFR Part 1912),

The Federal Insurance Administrator
finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 US.C. 553(b)
are impracticable and unnecessary,

Section 1914.6 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence new
entries to the table. In each entry, a com-
plete chronology of effective dates ap-
pears for each listed community. The
entry reads as follows: ..

S 1911.6

List of eligible communities.

Eftective date of authorizution of sale of fAood

County Fovation Hozard ares Conununity
Insurance for nrea Jdentitied No.

» » » » » = - e -

Ohik Lawrenee. . d ... Chesapeake, village of - Feb. 10, 10577, enmyergency . . Jon, 10,1975 RS
Do Partage. o Untineorporated sreax_ Feb. 11, 1977, emaergoticy.. .. - Dee. 27,1974 DA
Dee. 10,1976

I Beloto, Rardet), viilage of Feb. W, 1977, emergoney Aug. 251974 JIWA
May 21,1970

Wesnt Murion Falrmont, elty of BEESE B0 s . July 20 1950 L1000

: . . » . . .

New York Catinraugos. . Ischua, town of Feb. 15, 1957, omergeticy. ... May 21,1958 JONTOA
i Idlaware, . Unincorpotuted wrews . coen KOO, 10, 2077, OIICTROIIOF o s ctovbrnesiarmrers sy mvrrsreseses . U

D Cuynhopa . Orange, village of S r i tettes ana MO n it as sman s Apr, I8 1975 ST

Do Al . Ronie, village of . o, July 25, 1975 PO LN
Okiahan Pltteburg . Savauna, town of. Apr, 91000 AT
Ter Slhelby .. Conter, city of Mor. L1974 RSO0 A

Do Kotafanu. o K Y s it b hhns v'e g ol At ks WA VoL A O it aspasasd Sehe st bns 5 b3 pas 0455wy vy Ar v is s AN
::xh.u:"-- | Lowis z '{'o:mlu. vity "‘d g July 1L 1975 IS0 Y

Centucky G reeinup Iiinecrporntod wres LN 18,197, emergency &5 210984
New York Hensselnet North Ureenbush, towns of l‘rh l. 1977 omergency Ocy, 310005 R
Pediyivanta Bucks Doyiestown, borough of . R e 421410

Do Neaver Trdepesdeyice, towialidp of. | 3 hh Iﬁ, T, emmrgene 'y Aug. 30,1974 121323

ba Alleghiony. .. - Aograe, Lorough of veue Feb 15,0007, Nmﬂ:rm Y. IR ! 420045

vo Chinton. ., Leidy, tow'nship of ¢ A il | Sl 3% $21740A

I H o ngdon Miller, borough of o £ sl AT

Do Nevangn . .. Victary, sowuship of " T RO S AN SNl SO AN 422503

Do Armstrong Worthington, borongh of Fely, 16, 1937, rmuwm) 12200

. - - . - - .
Ksusss Harton . Groat Bend, city of. . Feby, 24, 1INT, emergency. . . . Mar, 19, 197% 200019
3\€'~\_‘u_r|. . Gnseotnde. . . Bland, cfty of. . : May 17,1974 20180
New Yark. . o RN eres 7 Famham, village of.. S AN NERE, } BALSRS
PR Lo, . Hamburg, village of. s . Dcl, 20,1978 WAL
"\ aloma Okmulgee, .o Moctls, city of, ... ICEERENER | e ADE, 221006 100107

enrsyivenia, | oo Allegheny ... : Itvll--\m- botough of. . > . - Deo, 2“.1\)73 420000

Do Merewr., . L e T S o . A R B S ST  E V et 287

Do - Venmgo. . ... do 2 . Nov, 23,1074 422110

::" 3 .;lnu:rw( .. Rockwood, Il-uﬂmxu of . P % (= 8 }'N‘ ﬁ.l“J’:: 23- 5

0 tickn Siiverdale, bocongh of - s e L eeoD cves dang . AT AN

P Somerset Hamersel, botough of, e Bopt. 10, 1971, omergenoy; Nov. 27, 1970, June 25 1974 osa B

regalar; Dec. 13, 1000, sugpended; Fely, 15, May 28, 1076

$ W7, relnsiated, "

bo Armistrong. . . Washingron, townshilp of, - Feb, 17, 1457, emergrney.., . Nov. 15, 1974 amy

» . » » . . \ .
e San Laols Qispo. ... ... Plsmo Beach, city of Feb. 25, 1677, winergency < Msr. 25,1074 060307
New York Catturauguy. ... . Carroliton, town of. . Feb. 18, 1077, exsorgency . -‘\‘;‘l'l. 20, ::'z: JH0063 1

May 71076

g . Chautauqus. ........... Fotestyille, villago of oot LRI 26L501
o e Cattaraugus.. . Franklinville, village of. .. : dxo ..... IR }ln‘y 2’ ‘}7_‘0_ 1%:2
Qb 777772 OG- Oaiallan, 10w of. - R i, VT, SRRy oo ADE 809 d00n
Frensyivania, . Westmoreland. .. ~ South Huntingdon, townahip of, . Fob, l- l'h.,c-nwrztm)... e Aug. "l;. }3::_" 4221MA
o Bept. 10,1976
Virginda Spolaylvania.. .. . Unlpcorporated areas. .. Peb, 25, 1977, emergency'. .., . ’ﬂ‘)‘ 1, 1975 510008
- - - » - - - -
'Ir;f?.’ =MoL, o Japiter Lsland, town of, . Fobeuary 15, 1977 sm(-u-lo-n withdrawal. ... g St T
Jows i'mm. OMIHCOUMY, QUEY O ¢ e e rorsrr bttt sim s s B0 s s ears S st b4 8 et rw v r e e e e Aug, 90,1974 170525
Michigan - ?d A Charles City, eity of S S s e s Sl o Jvorzs
Missoe. : '"l ., Meridinn, oharter townahip. RIS June 25,1074 WOOHIA.
New Terss ceve Callwwny, Cedar Clty, olty of.......- cenes O0ts 15,1974 20050

Do . gunn(u o, - Clinton, Wwwn of. .. ....... s Ado....... g“gﬁ"

< Laex. ... East Orange, city of....... :

B0 Uniloa.. Garwood, borough of ... 340864
New Yok ST [ St ety ol ... TS
Noctl Caraliy e Ere_. . West Seneca, town of .. 300062

... Haywood... .. .. Cauton, town ol.... 0121A

D BRI s s se oo WRBNIRGROR, OHY O oo seseerescemmrmom e s veomomem e s Biyrasom ity Soyeansnmnmn dabn abiasial Lo ddns iz
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19448 RULES AND REGULATIONS
Siate County Location Effsctive date of sutharization of sale of flood.  Flaeard siren  Coming
insurance tor ares Sentilied No.,
v rnsnsssece Poineaville, clt e e ae NOV, 2107 00
— Woaster, olty of. SRSSCEICRMDMRIEIST ) T S8 W n
Bangor, igh of . S e St St L S 016
. Bellefonte, barough of eiiies JUDE T I04 LAEST A
Jan. 16, HGG
e Castanea townsliipol. . . o dan, 0105 B Eaiess |
Apr. 20,1978 ¥
L Delaware. . oo e e eie MR G030, DOCOIMER O oy et e 0 e e e e et et S P OO e s o Wy
RN e I B T SO M i e e e O e e e e e e AR I, AN Ll
o 3
- Delawnre. . Eddystont, borvagh of . Mo .. PP = UUEts SN i'?.’ o,n’r.: Lol
June 25, 1000
—e Clistoa. . Flemington, borougholeee oo o o . s Jn'm- Té.v-::: L00A
AL, TR S T B B R T IR R SRS ISR SR T VTR JOO R, S SR vee Feb, 20,1972 2080
- Clintou.. . Lotk Haven, city of PR et et Lo A 3 107E L6
Do.. Lahigh. v Serw0or Moctingie, 20WHSMP OF. oo " RSO TR SR cee JUne 281074 T
¥ Costre. e oo - MTosDurg, DOrOWIN Ol o o e i s nnm e do..... RTINS — Doo. 281558 L0l
- Jane 11, 1976
De.. —evits YR s AR T T T T BRGNS e S S AU Tr PR es - l‘rgf l.lﬁ%-'l 210004
Muy 7,1978
1 7 R - Northumberiand Northusibettand, boroughol. . .. __da_ ... a Ju':l)r ﬁUi‘T:‘ A
May 7,10
Do.... o SOl = s B Ol RO O s e L S A g e s .. Mar. I8N ;X0
Do.. e OO0 e oo oo oo Bouth Ronovo, eew FOb, . 21977 33
Do e Wanhngton . o eecne URION, TOWKBRID OF. e e i e e e e . June 251973 AR
S 1970
T . Alasecss and Boxar. ... Lytle, eliy of.. 3 Al.xl: l::l)ml
July I8 W0
1 New,

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIIT of the Housing
and Urban Development Act of 1068); effective Jan. 28, 1960 (33 FR
17804, Nov, 28, 1968), as amended, 42 US.C, 4001-4128; and Secre-

tary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurnnce Administrator
(34 FR 20680, Feb. 27, 1969) , as amended, 30 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 199

Issued: February 18, 1977,

[Docket No. F1-2843|

PART 1914—COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

Status of Participating Communities

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD,

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule is
to list those communities where the sale
of flood insurance is authorized under the
National Flood Insurance Program.

Flood insurance policies for property
located in the communities listed can be
obtained from any licensed property in-
surance agent or broker serving the eli-
gible community, or from the National

Flood Insurers Association servicing com-
pany for the state.

DATES: The date that appears In the
fourth column of the table is the cffective
date of authorization for the sale of flood
insurance.

(FR Do 77-10000 Piled 4-12-77.8:45 am|

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

My, Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance,
(202) 755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800-
424-8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. §3-234) requires the purchase
of flood insurance as a condition of re-
celving any form of Pederal or Federally
related financial assistance for acquisi-
tion or construction purposes in a flood
plain area having special hazards within
any community identified for at least one
year by the Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development. The requirement
applies to all identified special flood
hazard areas within the United States,
and no such financial assistance can
legally be provided for acquisition or
construction except as authorized by Sec-
tion 202(b) of the Act, as amended, un-

Loeation

Effective dste of authorization of salo of flood

J. ROBERT HUNTER,

Acting Federal Insurance Administrotor

less the community has entered the pro-
gram, Accordingly, for communities
lisited under this Part no such restriction
exists, although insurance, if required
must be purchased.

The addresses of the Natlonal Flood
Insurers Assoclation servicing compa-
nies where flood insurance policies can
be obtained, are published at § 19125 (24
CFR Part 1912).

The Federal Insurance Administrator
finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 US.C, 553(b)
are impracticable and unnecessary.

Section 1914.8 of Part 1814 of Sub-
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations Is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence new
entries to the table. In each entry, a com-
plete chronology of effective dates 8D~
pears for each listed community. The
entry reads as follows:

§ 1914.6 List of eligible communities.

Btale County Harard aren  Coma
insurance foc ares jdentifind N0
- - - - - - ¢
Missourl. ..o oo . Fraukiln . Bt Clalr, eity of. . _ Mar, 7, 10T, ennegeney < e > m 1'.“‘.1;"’7_: ~01EA
Now York SR (,‘Munwu;..,. R TPV R S renee oD R, 1077, EHIOIEONCY ¢ v eevveersmnnssreins May -‘UZ!'_AES
" - Sapt, 10,1975
- Unincorporatod areas. .o ooeeeeene : AT T EECS TR SO RO e S s e s et e Y
Ty T COSERECREENG [ ASTSUSSIEISGRNAEER township of e cemrenssenes MEr.'T, 3T, CMYNREY . o i aaas . 22,1970
Nenrfiedd. o e oo e Bmmlke. lmn(g of .. . 24,1075
............... Dale, L TR NIAY Mar. 21,1970
Eoonomy, borotugh el ... . B9
4,100
.............. Yoaxburg, borough of . .. - , 20,1974
e TRAYICR e e J . ownshdp of. .. HSSSASKALE. 3,307
.............. Karthans pof ... 20,1074
...... isktminetas, township of ;‘1:;"_;
7, 107 bt
e S PO S e w3
R Ry T R ——— > nAw
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Sty County Location Effective date of suthorigation of sale of flood  Fazard area O ommuanity
Insurnnco for mrea Ident fied No.
_T_ . . . . . .
D0 e o vresssnane B0 . er e weee Snake Spring, townshipof . .. g do..... Oy < Jan. 24,1975 21340
DO weveensanm ATINSIFONE. oo oo oo ... Bouth Bend, township of e (PRSI r\l‘«m_ i‘(‘l ::G( SAIAA
- May 14,1970
De s recs0se st OB m vy rrevrpmmas 1 ST SO W O s — e ey eesspere do. . Novw, 20, 1074 VLIEAA
S June 25 1976
Da . Warren.. MY N e ol e I e L\ T e T S TS Juel, 10,1675 422551
» . . . . . .
Coamectictt e New London...... : Ciroton, town of.... wreeme Feli, I8, 1972, smorgoney; Apr, 15, 1977, regular, Feb. 21,1975 00007 A,
el . . c Benyy e Ureseo, city of.. e Mar. 31,1972, emergency; May 10, 1057, regular, 3« IE. ::J;: 1S40
' Mar. 519
Saryiand o THOWENS oo oo e oo Unineorporated areas. . Oct, 22, 1071, smergoncy; Mar, 16, 1977, regular. Mar, 15,1077 240044
Saseachipset 13 Bristol ... ... v ee e Munsficld, town of..... Jun. 38, 1072, emergency; Ape. 1, 1997, regular. . June X L0057 A
Minneant s : ll:nwn, Bherbune, & Sk Cloud, olty of ..o Mar. 3%, 1972, emergency; Apr, ), 1977, regular. l)«; 210088
Stemns, Sep
wew York ;T I R Dickinson, town of. July 24, 1975, emergency; Apr. 13, 1997, regular, Dec. Jo00u
: Mar, K. 174
RSN RE o - 40..... o . Kirkwood, town of... " 3 S coratin DV 6 1978, ersorgeney; June 1, 1997, ogular,. Oct, 5,193 BOONRA
Obio veee Clermont. .. . Moscow, village of. .. 08 37, I'f‘..rmv-mmc) Mur. 15, 1077, rogular. Feb, X, 1974 JUOTOA
Peansyivanis. . . bBradford. ... .. Athens, borough of ... . Nov, 17, 1672, emergency; Mar. 15, 1977, regular, :'vh z:g’?: S2016VN
Y ar, 5,1%
Do. M 11T RETXSI A T . Buffalo, townshipof. ... ... « Mar. 17, 1005, emergenoys Apr. 1, MOT, regular, . Jan, 24,1975 L123TA
Do - Comberiand . Camp Hill, bovough of. ... Oect, 20, 1972, emergendy; Mnr. 15, 1977, regutlar, Fob, 8§ 1974 AARSTA
Do_. ... Labanon. v orew Cloona, homnxl AN ERETOR B350 eee Mar. 9, 1073, emergency; ‘vx. 1, W57, regular., Dec. 28, 1073 4206718
Do.. C DRIAWIIG. « oo e e e an Clifton Helghts, boruuuh OF Zn ANI00R . Aug. 15, 1072, emergenoy; May 18, 1077, rogulnr, Oot, 12, 1973 L2007 A
Do, ceers  UBMREP Loy « Downing, borough of.. .. Dee, 3, 1971, emergeney; Apr. 15, 1077, m{ulnr Feb. %1973 SATSA
Do, . Cumberland, . . East Pennsboro, lomxshlp ol.. o TR A AT AL S W ENDL DRI . ow BEpPL. 20, 1974 2008
June 18, 1978
Do . Lugerno,.. ... . Edwurdsville, borough of .. ... - Dec. 1, 1972, omergenoy; Apr. 15, 167, regular. Mar, 23 1973 S04
De.. - Alghony...ooeo oo Elizaboth, township of.......... May 19, 1972, emergensoy; Mar. 15, 1977, regular, }lnr Jsb.llg'; 420058
une 7
Do M0useseieiaarinns Fox Chapel, borough of ... Aug. 18, 1072, emergoney ; Apr, 15, 1WGT, regular. .‘!‘ulr .: :'r‘; L2000
Ug. 0
Do . Luzerne... .. vsess Forty Fort, borough ol ... .o veenaaens . Nov, &, 1972, emergenoy; Ape, 1, W37, reguiar.. Mar, 30, 1993 4208070
Do, - Danphin. ... weues Highspire, Lomu; ol Savinh oha . Nov. l0 1972, emergency; Apr. 15 lu...n‘uhr. Mar, 23,1972 NTEIA
Do, Waynd, ... ... - we Honesdale, borough of.. U N SAAS Apr. 18, 1973, omergency ; Mar. 1, 1077, regular, Nov. 30, 1972 ANS0AA
Do.. .. Dauphin. . ... Hummelstown, bocough of . Mar, 30, 1973, emorgency ; Mar., 10, 1077, regular. Nov, Zl. 19 ANBSIA
Do. - Cnmbrias. oo Johmatown, ity of .. ... ... LAug. 4, 1972, emengetoy; Ape. 15, 1907, regular. Lnn.‘ u}‘, 19 420231 B~
L
Do Undon. e oo Kolly, townsship of. oo oo Sept. 19, 1074, emergenoy; Mar, 1, 1997, regulas . })ck. , 22108
une 25,
Do . Northampton ... Lower Mount Bethel, townahip of . ... . Apr. I8, I3, emorgency; Mar, 1, 197, regular, Jan, 16, 1974 4207 MA
Do.. . Luarerns. ... Lazorue, borough of o Mar. 2, 1973, emergeney, Apr. 15, 1977, regular. Nov, 24, { AN810A
o, "COTROMRRRTG O = B o Nuntieoks, city of - Ape. 4, 1GS, emergoney: Apr. 15, 1977, reguine. Aug. M, 197 1208170
Deo. 14,1973
Oct. % 195
Do . Yok Notth York, borough ol... ..o ovevonenee. ... Mar, 16, 1970, emergency; May 2, 1977, regular. ;'lu 1 l‘-.'q: OmEn
ar. &1
Do cieeee Clinton. oo oo Pine Creck, townabip ol.......o e reeeveceeeee o A, 24, 1973, emergeney; Apr. 1,197, regular. . Apr. ) 1997 4002
Do, sves JATERERO G s S Pittston, city of....... - ADr. 17, 1993, emergency; May 2, 1977, regular.. Aug. 311973 1206208
Do, . Dauphin., .. Royalion, borough of... Mar, 10, 1973, emergency . Apr, 15, 1975, regular, :*:‘me }5 :ur"a' 4X0048
» PL, 10,18
I M T T S — South Willlamsport, borough of. ... .. - Jan, T, W4, emergenoy: Apr. 15, 1977, regular.. ﬁw. 23_» :F: 200
AL
D D TV 1 West Pittston, borough of ... Nov. 24, 1072, emergency; Apr, 15, 1077, regular, ,M;;r ?, {f_; 4208088
uly 30, 197
Texsse,, . Modina....... « Devite, ety ol e s . Nov. 14, 1973, coergeney; Apr. 15, 1977, regular. jnn. 0, 1$4 4800
“n. '.!_I 6
Wisconsia Manitowot. .o oo Mamitowoe, ¢ity of..... Mnuy 21, 1071, emergenoy: Apr, 15, 1077, regulur . June 7, 1074 (AT
July 10. 1076
e - - . - .
Mammchuetls. ... - Berkahire. ... n«m town of.., e e L e, (YD emergeioy -oe Do, 31,1074
,\.ld.-.\qu LA « Oakland. . o Sylvan’ Lake, dlyol AASSTARE AR NIV AT, 9 MO X EENEATYL G
New York... e OTHBO% - oo e CIBPENION, VOWTE O~ s oo onseesos o oees onnen BAAF, 1, 1977, etnergoney . .. ... _ Mar. #5107 MALMEA
Oct. 151977
e . Ohautsugus, Erle, Alle-  Seneca Natlon of Indians . . .. . « Feb, 24, 1977, omerenoy . ..o iinninnnas Srs e 1361501
gany, and Cattarau-
gus,
Do y Urh-am SO S Shelby, townof .. ... - Mar, 1, 1077, emergency k i\)?fvv. lk :!l"l MI25N-A
Do.... Cetesee. .. ... AT TR TR I e e S e L dan. 24,1975 P
NSl Washington . S WHS CriG AW O 5 i e veadosatyysans O psip e s s wara L Oct. 18,1974 H1238-A
July 238 1976
Prossylvacly Northampton .. S\ T T S el S PSR T L NI el S SR T B e Sept. 81974 1228 A
May 21,1076
Da Indiana. . « Black Lick, townshipol, ..o ceeesieess JOrL 10,1975 421438
Do Butler. . Clinton, townshipol. ... .. e 3 St sers TSRS AP 12545
Da Washington. . East Finley, township of . ... LS : o Nov, 2, 1574 1247
D0, vaeeanernes Fayette. . German, lovnumpol‘. T SR PR SRS - Jan, 3,107 4627
Da Somerset ., eve o Jennerstown, borough of . . .. Dee. 27,1074
{‘” . Lehigh vevns Lowhill, townabipof .. . R A TR S S LIS TS Dee. 20, 1074
X Clearfiedd .. oo . Mahatfey, borosghel. . ..o iaa ~Foly, 28, 1977, cmmmr_\ . Aug, 30,1974
\ Apr. 23,1976
o . Beaver eieiiniese Now Galilee, borough of . .o oo eranrreen Mar. 1, 1977, emergency. .. . Joan. 31,1075
;: . Venango. ... T Plumb, township of. . ... oo SRR D BB ™ TSN (AN . Jan. 24,1975
Do . Lawrvnee. . . sllpprr)' Rock, township of... LT : ) e A
De - Bomerset . Southampton, townstdp of. ... ... . 27, 1A 422522
. Crawlord. ..o Spring, townslip of ..ol 3 :ll.:ur; 421570-A
9, 147
P . Payelts. .. ... - Vanderbilt, borough of. &, 1075 421020
Do Bradford. . « oo Warren, township of... 1408
D - Jetlerson e —ex Warssw, townshipof. ... ..o 422450
Uih Woodwsrd, lowmlup Ofcs s 421532
CaliSorni : Marysvale, city of ... ... F00s
Kews ““' - . Uninecorporated neeas.. . . . . Mar, 9 w...mu-:mu-) 2 000195
Mirhigan ; - cowe Mar. 2, 1057, emergenoy o S S 214
T - Colon, tow nship of . Mar. 'J l'l'..rumr;rmy.. 20510
Mintes . Colon, villuge of . ;Wont
Now Y, \ - . White Bear, lowullupol L0058
[Ty T T etmerRency e S,
Oliey « Cotturnogus, . 7 - Yorkshire, town of S Z : n l'.f.'.s M
Ba evee Oallla oo ool Unincorporated nress. .. : e NS5
Do Trimble, village of., 2, PRSI A 200023
Okistioma —svw Unincorparated sress... ... 0. ... emergency . W(}';

Now Kirk, aity of . CIIeTRENCY ... ..
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State County Loestlon Effective date of sufborization of sale of flood  Hazard arng ‘,_.,];, :
Insurance for nres identined Na
» - » - - » ~
Penmyivania. ... ... Somersel ... .. ... Black, townahip ol ... oo . Mar. 3,197, smergency........ S— " TR :
DO Choarfiedd ... Qbm ilope, boroughel - PR e A L g ey
June 4, e
Dao. PR LRGSR - Xarns City, bommhol_.._ NSNS | S R —" . Nov, ¥ 1474 o
Do . Bedford. ... . Mauns Choles, boru mwl I T AR S TR - Doe. 1% 174 oot
Do.... e lAWTONOO . North Boaver, low S LTS ISR 4 i Wb, 14 1733 s
1S O L Bomerset. . e amenenae Shanksville, borough of ... .. Jdo. . - Nov. 15 174 ey
Uotan, T Fort Bend. ... wrre ¥ort Bond County Water Cuoritral and lin-  Mar, 9 ln..c-mwxn-\... £40 W%
provement District No. 4,
Da Witson. ... - daVemiajeltyol . O Aug, & 106 1530
» - - - -» - ®
Calilorsin Seerurento. ., . Polsom, eity of e rr————— S0 10, 1957, GIROTEMCY . . = WA
Penusyivonis. . Armsteong.. . .. Boges, townshipal .S wene Az, 3, 1977, emergeney. TR
Da cereee. Indisna.. I&uﬂh"um. townshid o, 1
Do, S o 3 7 Connelisville, lmnsY\H\ of. Jdo, . f y
Do, - 43 - Westmoreland . - East Hontingdoo, oWt Ofee e e SRR AT AN S iR LA
Do ereeee Bodford. oo Fast 8L Clalr, townshipol . . SIS SRR | WSO, O SRS SRS '
1 TEEANEST N AR, T SRR R Liberty, tawtship of . 5 Gi[s
Do.. e S 1T S— T N-m{m ﬁrd, -y
Do S [0 1T SSSREESEEE——— R h oo 0
Do s as s an VOIMUNED . cae s s ne FOCKIADD, township ol . do. - TR - A WL 2973 t
» - - » - -
Delaware. . ceennnee Now Contle . Deloware Clty, chiyal. o ooeereee.. .. Fob. %5 177, suspension withdrawale. ... Apr, 5 154 meiA
Dec. 10,195
Sea Ranch Lakes, villags of. do. el June 2, 1554 LA
- Monutabmside, borough of. do = S % 160y
Neptune LOWIIID o« - e e oo e ow i e i e O i me e s e b bte st sa e vee A0y X072 VaUrA
Sepl, & 1050
Ocenuport, borongh of. ... ... eSS e nmes soalil) - May 11,1972 "o
Puterson, ity of do. cernam———n anae SJUID 1,300 Wike 4
Do Wall, townahi B s b s SR do.. W
North Caroling. eeoe... Branewiek. Yaopon Beach, town of. ARSI 24 June zs,lh. T
June 25 156
Vormmyloania . ... Loseros.. oo Conyngham, ownablpof. oo — May m, 14 4 \
Oct, 22,1176
De.. e Daupiiiee ... Datphin bocoaghol . oo 0 ... - Nov, @, 102 L
Oct. 3,]’!70
e T OIS veee Jlonesdale, borotigh c>l..........._...._....._,._.do.. ————ee NOY, 3, 1573 (=
y OSSN, T R IR A Katly, township ofee .. .oonomeeees ol WD . 35, 1954 e Y
une 25, 14340
Do s nemeene Northampton. ... .. .... Lower Monnt Bethel, townshipol... e eme e e Jan. 16,1974 R Lo
ISR A e o P U TR OIRGINOG, T b Y ST O S U R OO do..... — Mar, 21774 s
June 11, 1540
Do ) eeeeee Cumbertand. . ooe.oo.. New Cumbetiand, borough 0 e e ee BT 4,153 Lo\
14, 1050
Do or WATRA oot semanaevessse SURPRIR WREINID 00/ e e nsnsicstnomemened 34, 1954 4 A
16, 1056
1117 L R——— L T homush D82 ettt PEESSER 9, 1903 01
. Snyder. Bhamokin Dsm, t ..o(. 18, 197 L8\
. Cuamberiand West Palrvlow, ‘nmmgT 24,1973 CUTIA
3, 1978
Do . - O i ineneees Wormlsysbarg borough of. ... J],]gn:ﬂ. STHA
4 1
Da Chester. . cersmenesee Thomberry, township ol ... 2, 1974 PREC ALY
13, 150%
. » - - - - .
Indiana - Peryy.. - Tell Clty, city oL, ssssenssrsessas e Sept. M, 1971, emergency; Mar, 1, 1977, regular. Jun, 16, 1074 1=
July 16 1000
Tows.. - i} s SN Chincles CIty, el ol o eer o eeeeenmnneeee MAZ 3, 1972, emrgoncy; Feb. 2, m:. ngulu.,. 1 : IAE3-A
New Yotk ey CDRNBIEO. . oo v envew et Willnge ol ..o - Mar, 4, W77, emerpenry. ... ... Y'eh 2, 1930 BT M-S
May 21,1070
Do “ndulnu!un_._._ nenin Salom, town of g Vet B e, S e R e o Mar, 24 1458 —
1o, - Brie.. <. : West Sencen, town of. _ Mar, 2, cmerpency; Feb, 2, 1077, regular, Oet. 12 107 s
Clulo, \\\)m . cenvesns Wooster, city of_. « Mar, "<| | emengency, Feb, 2, 1977, regnlar. Oct. 26, 1933 vk
PeonsyIvanin. . \nrlhnn.pum 3 llnutor 'mnkhd Jun-l lu‘!‘ rmrrnonry Fob. 2, 1907, rogular.. Feb, 1,190
1o Lusemie.. Conyngham, township of . Feb, 9, 152, emoergency; Fob. M 1657, regiiar, :;n)‘ 3, 1974 -
iy 7,19 X
Do... Talon. Lewishurg, tavotigh of ) Nov, %, 1972, smergeney; Fob, 2, 1907, mgular.. Feb, X, 16 K}
Virginia Todwepiesn feart « Ly CUhesapenke, ofty of . . Alay M, 190, emergeney; Feb, 2, 10507, regular. June 18, 1970 ) -
Jan. 23 106
New
(National Flood Insurance Act of 1868 (utle XIII of the Housing tary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admn.:-':xy‘”

and Urban Development Act of 1988); effective Jan. 28, 1069 (33 FR (34 PR 2080, Peb. 27, 1069), as nmended, 30 PR 2787, Jan. 24

17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 USC, 4001-4128; and Secre-
Issued: March 3, 1977,

J. Rosert HUNTER,

Acting Federal Insurance Administraror

|PR Doc 77-10668 Filed 4-12-77:8:45 am ||
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| Docket No. FI-2848]

PART 1914—COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

suspension of Community Eligibility
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration. HUD.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpcse of this rule is
to list communities wherein the sale of
food Insurance as authorized under the
Natlonai Flood Insurance Program (42
USC. 4001-4128) will be suspended be-
cause of noncompliance with the pro-
gram regulations (24 CFR Part 1909 et
2q.). :

DATES: See table,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
strator, Office of Flood Insurance,
(202) 755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800~
424-8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator

tate County
. .
Ceanecticn New London..
Macglan) .. Derchester and Caroline.
Do e R R
Nassachi Bristal
New Camden. ...
Do . 7 A e—
Do eee ST e w oy e v iy
North Cu a Brunswick....corvnnenes
South ( Beaufort.........
Terse . Hardin_

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing
And Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1960 (33 FR

RULES AND REGULATIONS

finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 US.C. §53(b)
are !mpracticable and unnecessary.

Sectign 1914.6 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of
the Code of Federal Regulations Is
amended by adding in alphabetical se-
quence new entries to the table. In each
entry, a complete chronology of effec-
tive dates appears for each listed com-
munity. The last date that appears in
the fourth column of the table is pro-
vided in order to designate the effective
date of the suspension of the sale of
flood Insurance in the area under the
emergency or the regular phase of the
National Flood Insurance Program.

The Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) requires the pur-
chase of flood insurance as a condition
of receiving any form of Federal or
Federally related financial assistance for
acquisition or construction purposes in
a flood plain area having special haz-
ards within any community identified by
the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development.

19451

The requirement applies to all identi-
fied special flood hazard areas within
the United States, and no such financial
assistance can legally beé provided for
acquisition or construction in these areas
unless the community has entered the
program and insurance is purchased. Ac~
cordingly, for communities listed under
this Part such restriction exists as of
the effective date of suspension because
insurance, which is required, cannot be
purchased.

Section 1315 of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968, as amended (42
U.S.C. 4022) prohibits flood insurance
coverage unless an appropriate public
body shall have adopted adequate flood
plain management measures with ef-
fective enforcement measures. The com-
munities suspended in this notice no
longer meet that statutory requirement,
Accordingly, the communities are sus-
pended on the effective date in the list
below:

The entry reads as follows:

»
- Eroton, town of
Federalsbueg, townol. ..o oo oieeee

Havrede Grace, ity ol oo oonne .
-~ Mansfield, townofl. .. ... ......
. Haddonfiald, borough of. ... ...

.. Pennasuken, townshipal ... ..o
Riverton, borough of . .

Southport, eIty Of e oo e e e rvreemaeee oyl
S esed- RO AT SRR G e v wrvwomrnn vy
sebetie Rose HIll Acres, cltyol.. . ..onn ...

§ 1914.6  List of eligible communities.
Effective date of suthorization of sals of flood Hazard area Co munity
insurance for area Identifled No.
- - - »
Feb, 18,1072, smergency; Apr. 15, 1077, cegular;  Feb, 21,1905 000007
Apr. 15, 1077, mspended.
. Nov. §, 1971, emergoncy; Mar. 15, 1977, regular: Jan. 30, 1070 Homs
Apr. 15, 1907,
. Feb. 28, 1975, exnorgency; Mar, 15, 1977, regular;  July 26,1074 2000434
Apr. 15, 1977, suisponded. Jan, 16,1070
w Juan. 28, 1972, rmcmm')"; Apr. 1, 1997, regular:  June 25,1074 250067
Apr, 13, 1977, suspended.
. July 14, 1972, emergenay: Ape. 15, 1977, regular; Nov. 30, 1973 JOSI0A
Apr. 15, 1977, suapended. Feb. 6,190
Jan. 28, 1072, emorgency; Apr. 13, 1977, rogulaz;  Jan, 16,1974 MOL2A
Apr. 15, 1977, suspanded. Mar. 19, 1070
Mar, 31, 1972, smerguncy; Apr. 15, 1977, regu- Deoc. 281973 JNN4A
Jar: Apr. 15, 1957, suspendad, Dee, 27,1074
Mar. 11, 1973, emergency; Apr, 16, 1997, regu- Moy 24,1974 STOU2SA
lar; Apr. 15, 1977, suspended.
Sept. 10, 1971, emergency; Ape. 15, 1077, regu- June 14, 1974 ASOO8A
lar; Apr. 15, 1977, suspended. Oct. 10,1975
Mar, 8, 1074, emergency: Apr. 35, 1907, regular, Sept. 13, 1074 SA0sA8A
Apr, 15, W77, suspendad. Mar. &4, 1974

tary's delegation of
(34 FR 2680, Feb. 27

17804, Kov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 US.C. 4001-4128; and Secre-

Issued: March 1, 1977.

|FR Doc.T7-10603 Filed 4-12-77.8:45 am |

authority to Federal Insurance Administrator

, 1968), as amended, 30 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 1074)

J. RoserT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance Administrator.
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[Docket No. FI-2850]

PART 1914—COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule is
to list communities wherein the sale of
flood insurance as authorized under the
National Flood Insurance Program (42
U.S.C. 4001-4128) will be suspended be-
cause of noncompliance with the pro-
gram regulations (24 CFR Part 1909 et
seq.).

DATES: See table.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance,
(202) 755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800~
424-8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Federal Insurance Administrator

RULES AND REGULATIONS

finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under § U.S.C. 553(h)
are impracticable and unnecessary.

Section 19146 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence new
entries to the table. In each entry, a
complete chronology of effective dates
appears for each listed community. The
last date that appears in the fourth
column of the table is provided in order
to designate the effective date of the
suspension of the sale of flood insurance
in the area under the emergency or the
regular phase of the National Flood In-
surance Program.

The Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) requires the pur-
chase of flood insurance as a condition
of receiving any form of Federal or fed-
erally related financial assistance for
acquisition or construction purposes in
a flood plain area having special hazards
within any community identified by the
Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment.

The requirement applies to all Identd.
fled special flood hazard areas with |y, the
United States, and no such financiaj
assistance can legally be provided for
acquisition or construction in these
areas unless the community has entered
the program and Insurance is purchased.
Accordingly, for communities listad
under this Part such restriction exists as
of the effective date of suspension be-
cause Insurance, which is required, cap.
not be purchased.

Section 1315 of the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968, as amended (42
US.C. 4022) prohibits flood insurance
coverage unless an appropriate public
body shall have adopted adequate flood
plain management measures with eflee-
tive enforcement measures. The com-
munities suspended in ‘this notice no
longer meet that statutory requirement.
Accordingly, the communities are sus-
pended on the effective date In the list
below:

The entry reads as follows:
§ 1914.6 List of eligible communities.

State County Locstion Effective date of authorization of sale of flood  Hazard ares Corun ity
insurance for area identified No
- . - - » - .
Alabama. .. ... .oonee. Tauderdale. ............. N U R By TSR fe G May 24, 1973, emergeney; May 16, 1077, regular; May 17, 197¢ (108404
¥ 16, 1977, susponded. Mar, 26,197
Connecticut _ ... Hartford . AR, WA Ol e ietades 0;:. 6, Ilt%rmnunc{’;;hy 16, 1977, regular; Jan. 231974 g
ay 16, 1077, suspen d
N e ey Falrfield . New Cansan, townaol........................ Ag. 7, 1972, emergency; May 16, 1977, regulac; July 19,1974 90t
ay 10, 1077, suspended.
)| RS IITAT Hartford . ... .. ... Blmsbury, town of......oooooviii i, Deec. 10, 1971; emergency; May 16, 1977, regular; Aug, 21974 02-A
May 16, 1977, suspended.
Goorgls. ... Fulton and Clayton. ... Forest Park, eltyof ... ............. ... ... Bept. 15, 1972, emergency; May 15, 1977, regu- May 31, 1074 1300420
3 May 16, 1977, suspended. May 21,1076
B i ooe os A soasads Buchanan . . Independence, cityof .. ......... T B! Sept. A, 1971, emergency; May 10, 1077, regu- May 1, 1074 Lodat-A
ar; May 16, 1977, suspended. July 23,1976 ;
Massachusetts... ... .. Norfolk. . Brookline, town ol ..o ariaann Mar. 24, 1972, ﬂntmng: May 2, 1977, regular; Aug. 0, 197¢ xun
May 16, 1977, suspended., 3
B et BRIREE o e Salisbury, town of..... ..o - Nov. 17, 1972, emergency; May 2, 1077, regular;  Sept. 1%, 197¢ o
May 16, 1977, suspended.
T Rl = & 7 e Cramt WOl QY O oo co e iivrronotuaasiins June 18, 1973, euu-rton?; May 2, 1077, regular; May R 1074 R
May 16, 1977, suspended,
. . . - . .
NewJersey.....ooonn.. Burlington.............. Delran, townshlpof............. ..o ..., Mar, M, 1972, emergency; Apr. 15, 1977, regular; Nov. 23,1973 MO0%
May 16, 1977, suspended, & oy o
> " WSRO T SR DR i asad Saddle River, boroughof. ... .. ... ......... Mg‘loi:%rmm:dmylmlm,mhr, Jan, 91054 LTS
N A , 1977, A e
North Caroline. .. ... Beanfort. ... ... ... . .. Belbaven, I0wnol........coveeiiiniiisiininncs Oc\x‘. '{7 mlr;wﬁahy 18, 1077, regular; ~ Apr. 13, 1973 1T
May 16, MEE s o
Rhode Jasland._ . Nowport. ... . ...... Thverton, towm of. . ... ..o ool il Mﬁi 18, lm,’;:nwr::n  May 2, 1977, regular; May 24,1974 Honz
14, 197 » SUS| .
py L SRR UGS A Montgomery............ I Y L L hs o bropotvevrre won Mar, §, 1974, e'mﬂ'gg;cy;my 16, 1977, regular;  Juno 14,1974 455042
Do do Universal City, eity of g £ - o ARG - U A
........................................ vy Y SR O s caodvnvarre nes s wosss . 14, s May 7, rogular; Mar, K17 -
May 10, i\f.‘?, nnpouZed. Apr. 21070
- - - -~ - - -
Wiseonsin. wene Milwankee. . aneeees Fox Poiot, villageol . ... ... ... ... Ala. 7, 173, emergency: May 16, 1977, regular; Mar, 1, 1674 WA
sy 16, 1977, suspended, ASSIT-A
DOt Winoebago......... /... Oshkosh,eltyof. ... ................_ ... Nov. 12, 1971, emargency, May 18, 1477, emer- Nov. 23,1972 DIV
Z geney; May 16, 1977, nded. \ < 00N
AR - e S S WA S R e o e Newport News, Independent elty. .. ... .. At;f. 18, wf;:;mergaw';d ay 2, 1977, egular; Aug. 16,1974 LS
ay 16, 1977, suspen - % L1018
Do... s —eeeeee Poquoson, ndependent city . Aug. 9, 1973, emergency; May 18, 1977, regu- July 26, 1974 10183-A
Iar; May 10, 1977, suspended. Sept. 24,1976
- - . - - »
Delawnre.. ... Now Cestle............. Wilmiogton, eity ofe.........._._....... May 31,1974 0s-A

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIIT of the Housing
and Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR

venanaa Dec. 190, 1970, emergency; May 16, 1077, regu-
suspended.,

lar; May 16, 1077,

tary's delegation of

17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 US.C. 4001-4128; and Secre-

Issued: April 1, 1977,

[FR Doc.77-10602 Piled 4-12-77;8:45 am

authority to Federal Insurance Administraor

(34 PR 2680, Peb. 27, 1069), as amended, 30 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 1974/

Howarp B. CLARK,

Acting Federal Insurande Administralor.
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OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

CUMULATIVE REPORT ON RESCISSIONS
AND DEFERRALS

April 1977

This report is submitted in fulfillment
of the requirements of Section 1014(e)
of the Impoundment Control Act of 1974
(Pub. L. 93-344). Section 1014(e) pro-
vides for a monthly report listing 11 cur-
rent year budget authority with respect
to which, as of the first day of the month,
a special message has been transmitted
to the Congress,

This month's report gives the status as
of April 1, 1977, of the 13 rescissions and
54 defgrrals contained in the first nine
special messages transmitted to the Con-
gress for fiscal year 1977. These mes-
sages were transmitted to the Congress
on July 29, September 22, October 1, No-
vember 5, December 3, 1976, January 7,
and 17, and March 9, and 24, 1977.

RESCISSIONS (TABLE A AND ATTACHMENT
A)

There are no rescissions of budget au-
thority pending before the Congress at
the present time. Table A summarizes
the status of rescissions proposed as of
April 1, 1977. Attachment A shows the
histery and status of each rescission pro-
posed for fiscal year 1977.

DEFERRALS (TABLE B AND ATTACHMENT B)

As of April 1, 1977, $4,412.2 million in
1977 budget authority was being deferred
from obligation and another $59.5 mil-
lion In 1977 obligations was being de-
ferred from expenditure. Table B sum-
marizes the status of existing deferrals.
Attachment B shows the history and
status of each deferral proposed during
fiscal year 1977,

INFORMATION FROM SPECIAL MESSAGES

The special messages containing infor-
mation on each of the rescissions and de-

ferrals covered by the cumulative report
are contained in the FeperAL REGISTERS
of:

Tuesday, August 3, 1976 (Vol. 41, No, 150,
Part VI)

Monday, September 27, 1976 (Vol, 41, No. 188,
Part III)

Thursday, October 7, 1876 (Vol. 41, No. 196,
Part IV)

Wednesday, November 10, 1978 (Vol. 41, No.
218, Part VII)

Wednesday, December 8, 1976 (Vol. 41, No.
237, Part II)

Thursday, January 13, 1977 (Vol. 42, No. 9,
Part X)

Monday, January 24, 1977 (Vol. 42, No. 15,
Part VIII)

Wednesday, March 16, 1077 (Vol. 42, No. 51,
Part IV)

Wednesday, March 30, 1977 (Vol. 42, No. 61,
Part VI)

James T. MCINTYRE, Jr.,
Acting Director.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977
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TABLE A
STATUS OF 1977 RESCISSION PROPOSALS

Amount
(In millions
of dollars)

Proposed reSCiSSiONS..c.cccccssscsssccsas STy 3: 1354

withdrawn (R77-4A, Special Message No. 4,

R77-13A, Special Message NO. 8)..ccececsnn e e vy -95.0
Accepted by the Congress (R77-3, R77-5, R77-8,
R77=9 R77=10, R7IT=1l) s eecceseccscsssses L =71%.6
Rejected by the Congress...... oo e e e bl e ese ohe RVe o 0 0 6 -60.4
N A o e N e A L W R R R ST -268.4 1/
Pending before the COnNgresSsS....ccceccecescccccanas —-———

R X R R R R OEA R A ORIRE RGO E RN E R R R R KRR R N

TABLE B

STATUS OF 1977 DEFERRALS

Amount
(In millions
of dollars)

propos‘ed deferrals...............I.......‘l....... 7'088.4

Routine Executive releases (-2,087.7M and
adjustments (-503.4M) 2/ through April 1, 1977. -2,591.1

Overturned by the CONgreSS...sceecscscscscscssss -25.6

Currently before the COngressS......eceveeececncans 4,471.7 3/

1/ This amount is the difference between $721.0 million in Navy
shipbuilding and conversion funds originally proposed for
rescission and $452.6 million rescinded. When the rescission
was proposed, these funds were already obligated for supply
contracts. In testimony before the House Appropriations
Committee, the Secretary of Defense concurred in the opinion
that these contracts should not be terminated.

2/ An amount equal to $1,431.1 million included in the "Adjustments"
column of Attachment B to this report represents superseded
deferrals. This amount is not included in the "adjustments"
entry above because superseded deferrals are netted out in
calculating the amount shown on' the line "Deferrals proposed
by the President" to avoid double counting.

3/ Includes $59.5 million of outlays in two Treasury deferrals--
D77-26 and D77-27A.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 71—WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1977
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Just Released

CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS

(Revised as of January 1, 1977)

Quantity  Volume Price  Amount
Title T—Agriculture (Part 52) $6.30 $
Title 14—Aeronautics and Space (Parts 60-199) DR =

Total Order $———

[A Cumulative checklist of CFR issuances for 1977 appears in the first issue
of the Federal Register each month under Title 1]

PLEASE DO NOT DETACH

MAIL ORDER FORM To: e R
: =ie ¢ UPT. DOGS.
Superinteadent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 s
To be mailed
Enclosed find § (check, money order, or Supt. of Documents conpons) or charge to my P el
; e SUDICHIPLIOB . o e e wnn
Deposit Account NO. ....ovvvneeeririrennns Please send me ............... copies of: B
Coupon refund..coe
PLEASE FILL IN MAILING LABEL ¢ P
BELOW Street add - Foreign Handling...
City and Seate ZIP Code oo

5 FOR PROMPT SHIPMENT, PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ADDRESS ON LABEL BELOW, INCLUDING YOUR ZIP CODE

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE POSTAGE AND FEES FAID
ASSISTANT PUBLIC PRINTER U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICH
(SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS) 375
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20402 SPECIAL FOURTH-CLASS RATE
BOOK
OFFICIAL BUSINESS
Name
Street address

City and Scate ZIP Code
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