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Handicapped ATBCB amends accessilility
provisions for public telephones. (Part I of this
issue)

ATBCB proposes minimum guidelines and
requirements for Federal and federally-funded
buildings and facilities. (Part Il of this issue)

Treasury Notes Treasury announces interest rate
on Series N-1984.

Natural Gas DOE/FERC issues incremental
pricing acquisition cost thresholds.

Budget Rescissions and Deferrals OMB issues
report to the President. (Part IV of this issue)

Public Health HHS/PHS issues regulations on
abortion services provided by the Indian Health
Service. (Part I1I of this issue)

Grant Programs—Education ED seeks applicants
for new projects under Challenge, Special Needs,
and Strengthening Programs. (3 documents)

ED amends application notice on direct grant
programs for fiscal year 1982,

ED provides information for institutions seeking to
become “eligible institutions' under the
Strengthening, Special Needs, and Challenge Grant
Programs.
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There are nosrestrictions on the republication of material
appearing in the Federal Register.

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed
to the telephone numbers listed under INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE in the READER AIDS section of this issue.

\

Alr Pollution EPA amends NO, emission
standards for gas turbines.

Political Advertising FEC requests comments on
proposed revision of disclaimer notices.

Radio FCC proposes to provide regulatory
recognition for power line carrier operations of
electric utility companies.

Radio and Television FCC amends radio and TV
broadcast rules.

Television FCC amends regulations on operation
of television broadcast stations by remote control.

Marine Mammals C'ommerce/NOAA issues
whaling regulations.

Fisherles Commerce/NOAA requests comments
on proposed surf clam and ocean quahog fishing
quotas.

Mining Commerce/NOAA issues regulations un
deep seabed mining.

Imports CITA increases restraint level for certain
cotton textile products from Pakistan.

CITA adjusts restraint levels for certain cotton and
man-made fiber apparel products from the
Dominican Republic.

Antidumping Commerce/ITA issues notice on the
following:
Ceramic wall tile from the United Kingdom.
Elemental sulphur from Canada.
Kraft condenser paper from Finland.
Metal-walled above ground swimming pools
from Japan.

Countervailing Duties ITC announces preliminary
investigation on certain steel wire nails from Korea.

Sunshine Act Meetings

Separate Parts of This Issue

Part i, ATBCB
Part lll, HHS/PHS
Part IV, OMB
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Agriculture Department

See Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service.

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration
NOTICES c
Meetings; advisory committees:
February

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service
RULES
Livestock and poultry quarantine:

Exotic Newcastle disease

Architectural and Transportation Barriers
Compliance Board
RULES
Accessible design minimum guidelines and
requirements:

Telephones and related equipment
PROPOSED RULES
Accessible design minimum guidelines and
requirements

Army Department
NOTICES
Meetings:
Science Board
Science Board; cancellation

Arts and Humanities, National Foundation
NOTICES
Meetings:

Arts National Advisory Council

Civil Aeronautics Board

NOTICES

Commuter fitness determinations

Hearings, etc.:
Aleutian Airways
Visit USA fare/export inland contract rate
investigation

Civil Rights Commission

NOTICES

Meetings; State advisory committees:
Florida
Indiana

Commerce Department

See Foreign-Trade Zones Board; International
Trade Administration; Minority Business
Development Agency; National Bureau of
Standards; National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration.

Defense Department
See Army Department.
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Drug Enforcement Administration
NOTICES
Registration applications, etc.; controlled
substances:

Li, Gail G, L., MD; hearing

Education Department

NOTICES

Grant applications and proposals; closing dates:
Challenge grant program
Direct grant programs, 1982 FY; amendments and
correction
Special needs program
Strengthening program

Postsecondary education:
Strengthen program, special needs program, and
challenge grant program; transmittal of requests
for designation as an eligible institution for 1982
fiscal year

Energy
See also Energy Information Administration;
Energy Research Office; Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.
NOTICES
Committees; establishment, renewals, terminations,
etc.:
Federal Assistance for Alternative Fuel
Demonstration Facilities Advisory Committee

Energy Information Administration

NOTICES

Meetings:
American Statistical Association Committee on
Energy Statistics

Energy Research Office
NOTICES
Meetings:
Energy Research Advisory Board (2 documents)

Environmental Protection Agency
RULES
Air pollution; standards of performance for new
stationary sources:
Gas turbines, stationary; industrial power
generation
Air quality implementation plans; approval and
promulgation; various States, etc.:
Michigan (2 documents)

Texas
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw agricultural
commodities; tolerances and exemptions, etc.:
Atrazine
Oryzalin
Pesticide programs:
Registration standards ranking scheme; pesticide
chemical active ingredients; availability of
administrative record
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Paraclox Slimicide
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food:
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RULES
Equal Access to Justice Act; implementation
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Television broadcasting:
Remote control operation; vertical interval test
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Frequency allocations and radio treaty matters:
Electric utilities; recognition of power line carrier
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Experimental, auxiliary, special broadcast, and
program distributional services; policies and
procedures; extension of time
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Meetings:
National Industry Advisory Committee
Rulemaking proceedings filed, granted, denied, etc.;
petitions by various companies
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NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents)

Federal Election Commission
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Contribution and expenditure limitations and
prohibitions:
Communications and advertising; clarification of
disclaimer notice requirements

Federal Emergency Management Agency
RULES
Flood elevation determinations:
Alaska et al.
NOTICES
Disaster and emergency areas:
California

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
RULES
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978:
Incremental pricing; acquisition cost thresholds
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Allegheny Power Service Corp. (2 documents)

Bangor Hydro-Electric Co.
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Bar 717 Ranch, Inc.

Central Illinois Light Co.

Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co.
Continental Hydro Corp.

Detroit Edison Co.

Diamond Power Corp.

Energenics Systems, Inc. (2 documents)

Essex County Industrial Development Agency
Florida Power & Light Co.
Groveton Papers Co. (2 documents)

Hydro Management, Inc.

Hydro Resource Co,

Idaho Power Co,

Linville, Richard K.

McMurtrey, Lawrence J. (4 documents)

Mid-Continent Area Power Pool

Nevada Power Co. (3 documents)
Pennsylvania Power Co.

Pigeon Cove Power Co. .

Resources Recovery (Dade County), Inc.
Spring River Power Developers et al.
Stephens, James H.

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co.
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. et al,
Tucson Electric Power Co.

Virginia Electric & Power Co.

Washington Water Power Co. (2 documents)

West Texas Utilities Co.
Western Hydro Electric Inc.
Wisconsin Power & Light Co. (3 documents)

Meetings; Sunshine Act

Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978:
Jurisdictional agency determinations (2
documents)

Federal Maritime Commission
NOTICES
Freight forwarder licenses:
Houston Expeditors
Intercontinental Transport
McDermott, James Robert, et al.
R. P. C. Shipping Co.
Sea Cargo, Inc.
W. F. Whelan & Co.
Investigations and hearings, etc.:
International Household Goods Rate Agreement
(No. 8470) et al.; noncompliance with self-
policing system requirements (General Order 7)

Federal Reserve System
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:
BSD Bancorp, Inc.
Buffalo Bancorporation, Inc,
Carolina BanCorp, Inc.
Central Bancorporation
Central Bancorporation, Inc;, et al.
Central Counties Bancorp, Inc.
F & M Financial Services Corp.
First Alsip Bancorp, Inc.
First Bancorp of Belleville, Inc.
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First Massachusetts Management Corp.

First Texas Financial Corp.

Fulton Bancshares, Inc.

GRP, Inc.

Island American Bancshares, Inc.
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Lyon County State Bancshares, Inc.

Maryland National Corp.

Merchants Bancorp, Inc,

Minnehaha Bancshares, Inc.

National Bancshares Corp. of Texas

Pan American Banks, Inc.

Peoples Capital Corp.

Quad Cities First Co.

Texas American Bancshares, Inc.

Trabanc

Union Colony Bancorp.

Wabang, Inc.

Wabash Valley Bancorporation, Inc.

Wells-Foster Bankshares, Inc.
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:

New Hampshire

Health and Human Services Department

See Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration; Human Development Services
Office; Public Health Service.

Human Development Services Office

NOTICES

Grant applications and proposals; closing dates:
Discretionary funds programs
Native American programs

Immigration and Naturalization Service
RULES
Transportation line contracts:

Kuwait Airways Corp.

Indian Affairs Bureau
NOTICES
Irrigation projects; operation and maintenance
charges:
Blackfeet Irrigation Project, Mont.

Inter-American Foundation:
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Interior Department
See Indian Affairs Bureau; Land Management
Bureau; National Park Service.

International Trade Administration

NOTICES

Antidumping:
Ceramic wall tile from United Kingdom
Elemental sulphur from Canada
Kraft condenser paper from Finland
Metal-walled above ground swimming pools from
Japan
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3896
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3893
3895
3895
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3889
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3816,
3818

3758

3819

3907

3762

International Trade Commission
NOTICES
Import investigations:
Log splitting pivoted lever axes
Miniature plug-in blade fuses
Salmon gill fish netting of manmade fibers from
Japan
Softwood lumber from Canada
Steel wire nails from Korea

Interstate Commerce Commission

NOTICES

Motor carriers:
Permanent authority applications; restriction
removals
Temporary authority applications

Railroad operation, acquisition, construction, etc.:
Aroostook Valley Railroad Co.; abandonment
exemption
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad
Co.
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Co.

Justice Department
See Drug Enforcement Administration; Immigration
and Naturalization Service

Land Management Bureau

NOTICES

Alaska native claims selections; applications, etc.:
Chitina Native Corp.

Sale of Public Lands:
Wyoming

Wilderness areas; characteristics, inventories, etc.:
Utah

Management and Budget Office
NOTICES
Budget rescissions and deferrals

Minority Business Development Agency
NOTICES
Financial assistance application announcements:
Kentucky
Tennéssee (2 documents)

National Aeronautics and Space Administration
RULES

Equal Access to Justice Act; implementation;
interim rule and request for comments

National Bureau of Standards

NOTICES

Meetings:
International Legal Metrology Advisory
Committee \

National Mediation Board
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act

- National Oceanic and Atmospheric

Administration
RULES
Deep seabed mining; exploration licenses;

* acceptance of applications from pre-enactment

explorers, notification




Lake Tahoe Basin threshold earrying capacities,
Calif. and Nev.: notice of intent ‘
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Fishery conservation and management: Textile Agreements Implementation Committee
3795 Atlantic surf clam and ocean quahog increase in NOTICES
allowable fishing time Cotton, wool, or man-made textiles:
3795 Stone crab, Gulf of Mexico; size of biodegradable 3820 Dominican Republic
panel on traps, etc. 3819 Pakistan
Whaling Commission, International:
3792 Convention schedule amendments Treasury Department
PROPOSED RULES NOTICES
Fishery conservation and management: Notes, Treasury:
3808 Atlantic surf clam and ocean quahog; 1982 3905 N-1984 series
allowable harvest quotas )
National Park Service Veterans Administration
PROPOSED RULES "M°e":::‘sg M
i lations: :
3797 Spgﬁ\;i;gg: 32%:; National Recreation Ares, 3905 Health-Related Effects of Herbicides Advisory
Ohio; alcoholic beverages restrictions Committee
NOTICES
Environmental statements; availability, etc.: -
3890 Maggie L. Walker National Historic Site,
Mséf;';‘:"d Va; general management plan MEETINGS ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE
3890 Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation
freaAdvisury Commiesion ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL FOUNDATION
: 3898 National Council on the Arts, Washington, D.C.
:‘::;g:;: :3;': o (partially open), 2-5 through 2-7-82
Production and utilization facilities, domestic
_ llcensmg CIVII.. HIGHTS_ COM.MISSION S
3796 Emergency planning and preparedness for 3810  Florida Advisery Committee, Miami, Fla. (open),
research and test reactors; extension of submittal 2= 29'82 > .
dates: correction 3810 Indiana Advisory Committee, Gary, Ind. (open),
NOTICES 2-22-82
Applications, etc.:
3898 Carolina Power & Light Co. et al. _ COMMERCE DEPARTISIEE
3900, i r Co. s 4 i
e Georgia Power Co. et al. (2 documents) Siationsl Biveunsal Stande
3902, Philadelphia Electric Co. et al. (2 documents) 3819  International Legal Metrology Advisory Committee,
3903 Gaithersburg, Md. (open), 2-16 and 2-17-82
3904 Wisconsin Electric Power Co.
Meetings:
3898 Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee Dﬁ EFE";E oE?ﬂ"‘:m
3907 Meetings; Sunshine Act ot sl )
3821 Army Science Board, Washington, D.C. (closed),
Occupational Safety and Heaith Review 2-16 and 2-17-82
Commission
NOTICES : ENERGY DEPARTMENT
3908 Meetings; Sunshine Act (3 documents) Energy Information Administration—
0 d At h N 3834 American Statistical Association Committee on
cg::’:“sn:: mosphere, National Advisory Energy Statistics, Washington, D.C. (open), 2-12-82
NOTICES . Energy Research Office—
Meetings: dat 3873  Energy Research Advisory Board, Conservation
o df iings: dats chenged Panel, Washington, D.C. (open), 2-26-82
Public Health Service 3873  Energy Research Advisory Board, Multiprogram
RULES Lab Panel, Washington, D.C. (open), 2-17-82
Indian health:
4016 Abortion services FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
3876 National Industry Advisory Committee, Domestic
Securities and Exchange Commission and International Common Carrier
l_“g‘;ﬁf;s - Communications Services Subcommittee,
3904 Consolidated Natural Gas Co. ¥ Wt ilsion, D.Ls fopen)s £ 10553
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT
NOTICES Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Environmental statements; availability, etc.: Administration—
3904 3885 Rape Prevention and Control Advisory Committee,

Rockville, Md. (open), 2-24 and 2-25-82
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VII

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
National Park Service—

3890 Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area
Advisory Commission, Thousand Oaks, Calif.
(open), 2-23-82

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

3898 Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, Reactor
Radiological Effects Subcommittee, Washington,
D.C. (open), 2-11-82

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
3905  Health-Related Effects of Herbicides Advisory
Committee, Washington, D.C. (open), 2-25-82

CHANGED MEETING

OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE, NATIONAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

3897  Meeting, Washington, D.C. (open), 4-12 and
4-13-82 changed to 4-13 and 4-14-82

CANCELLED MEETING

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
Army Department—

3821  Army Science Board, Washington, D.C. (closed),
1-28 and 1-29-82

HEARING

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
Foreign-Trade Zones Board—

3810  Proposed Foreign-Trade Zone and Subzone,
Portsmouth, N.H., 2-25-82

CHANGED HEARINGS

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
3897 Canadian Softwood Lumber into the United States,
Portland, Oreg., 2-17-82 changed to 3-3 and 3-4-82
3897  Salmon Gill Fish Meeting of Manmade Fibers from
Japan, Portland, Oreg., 2-16-82 changed to 3-2-82
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Rules and Regulations

Federal Register
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Wednesday, January 27, 1982

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having
general applicability and legal effect, most
of which are keyed to and codified in
the Code of Federal Reguiations, which is
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44
U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold
by the Superintendent of Documents.
Prices of new books are listed in the
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each
month.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Immigration and Naturalization
Service

8 CFR Part 238

Contracts With Transportation Lines;
Addition of Kuwait Airways Corp.

AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Justice.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule adds Kuwait
Airways Corporation ta the list of
carriers which have entered into
agreements with the Service to
guarantee the passage through the
United States in immediate and
continuous transit of aliens destined to
foreign countries.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 21, 1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stanley J. Kieszkiel, Acting Instructions
Officer, Immigration and Naturalization
Service, 425 Eye Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20536, Telephone:
(202) 633-3048,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to 8 CFR 238.3 is published
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552. The
Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization Service enfered into an
agreement with Kuwait Airways
Corporation on December 21, 1981 to
guarantee passage through the United
States in immediate and continuous
transit of aliens destined to foreign
countries.

This agreement provides for the
waiver of certain documentary
requirements and facilitates the air
travel of passengers on international
flights while passing through the United
States,

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to
notice of proposed rulemaking and
delayed effective date is unnecessary
because the amendments merely make

editorial changes to the listing of
transportational lines.

In accordance 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the
Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization certifies that the rule will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

This order constitutes a notice to the
public under 5 U.S.C. 552 and is not a
rule within the definition of section 1(a)
of E.O. 12291,

PART 238—CONTRACTS WITH
TRANSPORTATION LINES

Accordingly, 8 CFR Part 238 is
amended as follows:

§238.3 [Amended]

In § 238.3 Aliens in immediate and
continuous transit, the listing of
transportation lines in paragraph (b)
Signatory lines is amended by:

1. Adding in alphabetical sequence,

“*Kuwait Airways Corporation."

(Secs. 103, 66 Stat. 173 (8 U.S.C. 1103); 238, 66
Stat. 202 (8 U.S.C. 1228))

Dated: January 21, 1982.
Alan C. Nelson,
Acting Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization.
[FR Doc. 82-1978 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

9 CFR Part 82
[Docket 82-008]

Exotic Newcastle Disease and
Psittacosis or Ornithosis in Poultry;
Area Quarantined; Orange County,
Calif.

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this
amendment is to quarantine a portion of
Orange County in California because of
the existence of exotic Newcastle
disease. Exotic Newcastle disease was
confirmed in such portion of Orange
County in California on January 18, 1982.
Therefore, in order to prevent the
dissemination of exotic Newcastle
disease, it is necessary lo quarantine the
affected area.

EFFECTIVE DATE: [anuary 21, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
W. W. Buisch, Chief, National
Energency Field Operations, Emergency
Programs, Veterinary Services, USDA,
Federal Building, Room 748, Hyattsville,
MD 20782, 301-436-8073.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12291 and Emergency
Action

This final action has been reviewed in
conformance with Executive Order
12291, and has been determined to be
not a “major rule."” Also, the emergency
nature of this action makes it
impracticable for the agency to follow
the procedures of Executive Order 12291
with respect to this rule.

The Department has determined that
this rule will have an annual effect on
the economy of less than $100 million;
will not cause a major increase in costs
or prices for consumers, individual
industries, Federal, State, or local
government agencies, or geographic
regions; and will not have any
significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, or innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete wilh foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets,

Dr. J. K. Atwell, Deputy Administrator,
USDA, APHIS, VS, has determined that
an emergency situation exists which
warrants publication without
opportunity for a public comment period
on this final action. This amendment is
necessary to prevent the interstate
spread of exotic Newcastle disease, a
communicable disease of poultry, and
must be made effective immediately to
accomplish its purpose in the public
interest.

Therefore, pursuant to the
administrative procedure pravisions in 5
U.5.C. 553, it is found upon good cause
that notice and other public procedure
with respect to this final rule are
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest and good cause is found for
making this final rule effective less than
30 days after publication of this
document in the Federal Register.

Certification Under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act

Dr. Harry C. Mussman, Administrator
of the Animal and Plant Health
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Inspection Service, has determined that
this action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because the
quarantine imposed due to the existence
of exotic Newcastle disease affects only
one premises, and that premises is not
owned by a small entity.

This amendment quarantines a
portion of Orange County in California
because of the existence of exotic
Newcastle disease. Therefore, the
restrictions pertaining to the interstate
movement of poultry, mynah, and
psittacine birds, and birds of all other
species under any form of confinement,
and their carcasses, and parts thereof,
and certain other articles, from
quarantined areas, as contained in 9
CFR Part 82, as amended, will apply to
the quarantined area,

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

Accordingly, Part 82, Title 8, Code of
Federal Regulations, is hereby amended
in the following respect:

In § 82.3, new paragraph (c)(3) is
added to read:

§82.3 Imposition and removal of

quarantine.

- - - * "
(c) * k%

. * * L *

(3) California. (i) The premises of John
Nichol, 8581 Bayonne Drive, Huntington
Beach, Orange County.

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended: secs, 1
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs. 1-4,
33 Stat, 1264, 1265, as amended; secs. 3 and
11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 115,
117, 120, 123-126, 134b, 134f; 37 FR 28464,
28477; 38 FR 19141))

Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st day of
January 1982,

K. R. Hook,

Acting Deputy Administrator, Velerinary
Services.

[FR Doc. 82-2050 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

14 CFR Part 1262

Iimplementation of the Equal Access to
Justice Act in Agency Proceedings

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Adminjstration.

ACTION: Interim rule with request for
comment.

SUMMARY: This regulation implements
the Equal Access to Justice Act (Pub. L.
06-481, 94 Stat. 2325) requirement for
procedures for the award of fees in
administrative proceedings, and is
based on the final model regulations of
the Administrative Conference of the
United States (46 FR 32900, June 25,
1981). Comments which have been
considered by the Administrative
Conference should not be resubmitted in
commenting on this Agency's
regulations; rather, the comments should
be limited to the particular situation of
the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) as specified in
the rules.

DATES: Interim rule effective October 1,
1981, Comments must be submitted in
writing on or before February 26, 1982.
ADDRESS: Office of General Counsel,
Code GS-1, National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Washington, DC
20546,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard ]J. Wieland or Sara Najjar,
Telephone (202) 755-3920.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Equal Access to Justice Act authorizes,
in pertinent part, the award of attorney
fees and other expenses to eligible
parties who prevail against the United
States in Agency proceedings which are
adversary adjudications—proceedings
under 5 U.S.C. 554 of the Administrative
Procedure Act, in which the position of
the Agency is represented by counsel or
otherwise. The Act becomes effective
October 1, 1981, and applies to
adversary adjudications pending at
anytime between October 1, 1981, and
September 30, 1984.

E.O. 12291 Federal Regulation

The Administrator has determined
that this is not a major rule for the
purposes of Executive Order 12291 (46
FR 13193, February 19, 1981). .

Regulatory Flekibility Act (Pub. L. 96-
354, September 19, 1980, 5 U.S.C. 601 et
seq.).

The Administrator certifies that this
regulation will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities,

14 CFR is amended by adding a new
Part 1262, reading as follows:

PART 1262—EQUAL ACCESS TO
JUSTICE ACT IN AGENCY
PROCEEDINGS -

Subpart 1261.1—General Provisions

Sec,

1262.101
1262102
1262.103
1262104
1262.105

Purpose of these rules.
When the act applies.
Proceedings covered.
Eligibility of applicants.
Standards for awards.

Sec.
1262.106 Allowable fees and expenses.

1262.107 Rulemaking on maximum rates for
attorney fees.

1262.108 - Awards against other agencies.

1262,109 Delegations of authority.

Subpart 1262.2—Information Required

From Applicants

1262.201 Contents of application.

1262.202 Net worth exhibit.

1262.203 Documentation of fees and
expenses.

1262.204 When an application may be filed.

Subpart 1262.3—Procedures for
Considering Applications

1262301 Filing and service of documents.
1262.302 Answer to application.
1262303 Reply.

1262.304 Comments by other parties.
1262.305 Settlement.

1262.308 Further proceedings.
1262.307 Decision.

1262.308 Agency review.

1262.309 Judicial review,

1262,310 Pay of award.

Authority: Sec. 203(a)(1), Pub. L. 96-481, 94
Stat, 2325 (Oct. 21, 1980)—5 U.S.C. 504; Sec.
203(c)(1) of the National Aeronautics and
Space Act of 1958, as amended—42 U.S.C.
2473(c)(1).

Subpart 1262.1—General Provisions
§ 1262.101 Purpose of these rules

The Equal Access to Justice Act, 5
U.S.C. 504 (hereinafter “the Act")
provides for the award of attorney fees
and other expenses to eligible
individuals and entities who are parties
to certain administrative proceedings
(called “adversary adjudications"). An
eligible party may receive an award
when it prevails, unless the Agency's
position in the proceeding was
substantially justified or special
circumstances make an award unjust.
The rules in this part describe the
parties eligible for awards and the
proceedings that are covered. They also
explain how to apply for awards, and
the procedures and standards that the
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) will use in
determining awards,

§1262.102 When the act applies.

The Act applies to any adversary
adjudication pending before NASA
(hereinafter “Agency") at any time
between October 1, 1981, and September
30, 1984. This includes proceedings
begun before October 1, 1981, if final
Agency action has not been taken
before that date, and proceedings
pending on September 30, 1984,
regardless of when they were initiated
or when final Agency action occurs. It
does not include proceedings which are
covered by a compromise or settlement
agreement.
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§ 1262.103 Proceedings covered.

(a) The Act applies lo adversary
adjudications conducted by the Agency.
These are adjudications under 5 U.S.C.
554 in which the position of NASA or
any other agency of the United States, or
any component of an agency, is
presented by an attorney or other
representative who enters an
appearance and participates in the
proceeding. Any proceeding in which
this Agency may prescribe a lawful
present or future rate is not covered by
the Act. Proceedings to grant or renew
licenses are also excluded, but
proceedings to modify, suspend, or
revoke licenses are covered if they are
otherwise adversary adjudications. At
this time, the Agency has no
proceedings within the Act’s ambit. A
30-day notice in the Federal Register
will be issued for any prospective
proceeding to be governed by this part.

(b) NASA may also designate a
proceeding as an adversary adjudication
for purposes of the Act by so stating in
an order initiating the proceeding or
designating the matter for hearing. The
Agency's failure to designate a
proceeding as an adversary adjudication
shall not preclude the filing of an
application by a party who believes the
proceeding is covered by the Act;
whether the proceeding is covered will
then be an issue for resolution in
proceedings on the application.

(c) If & proceeding includes both
matters covered by the Act and matters
specifically excluded from coverage, any
award made will include only fees and
expenses related to covered issues.

§1262.104 Eligibility of applicants.

(a) To be eligible for an award of
attorney fees and other expenses the
applicant must be a party to the
adversary adjudication for which an
award is sought. The term “party” is
defined in 5 U.S.C. 551(3). The applicant
must show that it meets all conditions of
eligibility set out in this subpart and in
subpart 1262.2.

(b) The types of eligible applicants are
as follows:

(1) An individual with a net worth of
not more than $1 million;

(2) The sole owner of an
unincorporated business who has a net
worth of not mare than $5 million,
including both personal and business
interests, and not more than 500
employees;

(3) A charitable or other tax-exempt
organization described in section
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code
(26 U.S.C. 501(c)(3)) with not more than
500 employees: )

(4) A cooperative association as
defined in section 15(a) of the

Agricultural Marketing Act (12 U.S.C.
1141j(a)) with not more than 500
employees; and

(5) Any other partnership, corporation,
association, or public or private
organization with a net worth of not
more than $5 million and not more than
500 employees.

{c) For the purpose of eligibility, the
net worth and number of employees of
an applicant shall be determined as of
the date the proceeding was initiated. -

(d) An applicant who owns an
unincorporated business will be
considered as an “individual” rather
than a “sole owner of an unincorporated
business™ if the issues on which the
applicant prevails are related primarily
to personal interests rather than to
business interests.

(e) The employees of an applicant
include all persons who regularly
perform services for remuneration for
the applicant, under the applicant's
direction and control. Part-time
employees shall be included on a
proportional basis.

(f) The net worth and number of
employees of the applicant and all of its
affiliates shall be aggregated to
determine eligibility. Any individual,
corporation or other entity that directly
or indirectly controls or owns a majority
of the voting shares or other interest of
the applicant, or any corporation or
other entity of which the applicant
directly or indirectly owns or controls a
majority of the voting shares or other
interest, will be considered an affiliate
for purposes of this part, unless the
adjudicative officer determines that
such treatment would be unjust and
confrary to the purposes of the Act in
light of the actual relationship between
the affiliated entities. In addition, the
adjudicative officer may determine that
financial relationships of the applicant
other than those described in this
paragraph constitute special
circumstances that would make an
award unjust.

(g) An applicant that participates in a
proceeding primarily on behalf of one or
more other persons or entities that
would be ineligible is not itself eligible
for an award.

§1262.105 Standards for awards.

(a) A prevailing applicant may receive
an award for fees and expenses incurred
in connection with a proceeding, or in a
significant and discrete substantive
portion of the proceeding, unless the
position of the agency over which the
applicant has prevailed was
substantially justified. No presumption
arises that the agency’s position was not
substantially justified simply because
the agency did not prevail. The burden

of proof that an award should not be
made to an eligible prevailing applicant
is on the agency, which may avoid an
award by showing that its position was
reasonable in law and fact.

(b) An award will be reduced or
denied if the applicant has unduly or
unreasonably protracted the proceeding
or if special circumstances make the
award sought unjust,

§1262.106 Allowable fees and expenses.

(a) Awards will be based on rates
customarily charged by persons engaged
in the business of acting as attorneys,
agents and expert witnesses, even if the
services were made available, without
charge or at a reduced rate to the
applicant.

(b) No award for the fee of an
attorney or agent under these rules may
exceed $75.00 per hour. No award to
compensate an expert witness may
exceed the highest rate at which this
Agency pays expert witnesses, which is
$20 an hour (2 hours maximum) or
maximum daily rate of $100.00 (three
days maximum). However, an award
may also include the reasonable
expenses of the attorney, agent, or
witness as a separate item, if the
attorney, agent or witness ordinarily
charges clients separately for such
expenses.

(c) In determining the reasonableness
of the fee sought for an attorney, agent
or expert witness, the adjudicative
officer shall consider the following:

(1) If the attorney, agent or witness is
in private practice, his or her customary
fee for similar service, or, if an employee
of the applicant, the fully allocated cost
of the services;

(2) The prevailing rate for similar
services in the community in which the
attorney, agent or witness ordinarily
performs services;

(3) The time actually spent in the
representation of the application;

(4) The time reasonably spent in light
of the difficulty or complexity of the
issues in the proceeding; and

(5) Such other factors as may bear on
the value of the services provided.

(d) The reasonable cost of any study,
analysis, engineering report, test, project
or similar matter prepared on behalf of a
party may be awarded, to the extent
that the charge for the service does not
exceed the prevailing rate for similar
services, and the study or other matter
was necessary for preparation of the
applicant's case.

§ 1262.107 Rulemaking on maximum rates
for attorney fees.

(a) If warranted by an increase in the
cost of living or by special
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circumstances (such as limited
availability of attorneys qualified to
handle certain types of proceedings), the
Agency may adopt regulations providing
that attorney fees may be awarded at a
rate higher than $75 per hour in some or
all of the types of proceedings covered
by this part. This Agency will conduct
any rulemaking proceedings for this
purpose under the informal rulemaking
procedures of the Administrative
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553).

(b) Any person may file with the
Agency a petition for rulemaking to
increase the maximum rate for attorney
fees. The petition should be addressed
to the General Counsel, NASA
Headgquarters, Washington, D.C. 20546;
should identify the rate the petitioner
believes the Agency should establish
and the types of proceedings in which
the rate should be used; and should also
explain fully the reasons why the higher
rate is warranted. The Agency will
respond to the petition within 60 days
after it is filed, by initiating a
rulemaking proceeding or denying the
petition, or taking other appropriate
action,

§ 1262.108 Awards against other
agencies.

If an applicant is entitled to an award
because it prevails over another agency
of the United States that participates in
a proceeding before NASA, the award
or an appropriate portion of the award
shall be made against that agency if it
had taken a position that is not
substantially justified.

§ 1262.109 Delegation of authority.

(a) The NASA Administrator hereby
delegates authority to the General
Counsel or his/her designee to take final
action on matters pertaining to the Act.

(b) The NASA Administrator may, in
particularly specified matters under the
Act, delegate authority to officials other
than those listed in paragraph (a) of this
section,

Subpart 1262.2—Information Required
From Applicants

§ 1262.201 Contents of application.

(a) An application for an award of
fees and expenses under the Act shall
identify the applicant and the
proceeding for which an award is
sought. The application shall show that
the applicant has prevailed and identify
the position of an agency or agencies in
the proceeding that the applicant alleges
was not substantially justified. Unless
the applicant is an individual, the
application shall also state the number
of employees of the applicant and

describe briefly the type and purpose of
its organization or business.

{b) The application shall also include
a statement that the applicant's net
worth does not exceed $1 million (if an
individual) or $5 million (for all other
applicants, including their affiliates).
However, an applicant may omit this
statement if the applicant:

(1) Attaches a copy of a ruling by the
Internal Revenue Service that it
qualifies as an organization described in
section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue
Code (26 U.S.C. 501(c)(3)), or, in the case
of a tax-exempt organization not
required to obtain a ruling from the
Internal Revenue Service on its exempt
status, a statement that describes the
basis for the applicant's belief that it
qualifies under such section; or

(2) States that it is a cooperative
association as defined in section 15(a) of
the Agricultural Marketing Act (12
U.S.C. 1141j(a)).

(c) The application shall state the
amount of fees and expense for which
an award is sought.

(d) The application may also include
any other matters that the applicant
wishes this Agency to consider in
determining whether and in what
amount an award should be made.

(e) The application shall be signed by
the applicant or an authorized officer or
attorney of the applicant. It shall also
contain or be accompanied by a written
verification under oath or under penalty
or perjury that the information provided
in the application is true and correct.

§ 1262.202 Net worth exhibit.

(a) Each applicant except a qualified
tax-exempt organization or cooperative
association must provide with its
application a detailed exhibit showing
the net worth of the applicant and any
affiliates (as defined in § 1262.104(f) of
this part) when the proceeding was
initiated. The exhibit may be in any
form convenient to the applicant that
provides full disclosure of the
applicant’s and its affiliates' assets and
liabilities and is sufficent to determine
whether the applicant qualifies under
the standards in this part. The
adjudicative officer may require an
applicant to file additional information
to determine its eligibility for an award.

(b) Ordinarily, the net worth exhibit
will be included in the public record of
the proceeding. However, an applicant
that objects to public disclosure of
information in any portion of the exhibit
and believes there are legal grounds for
withholding it from disclosure may
submit that portion of the exhibit
directly to the adjudicative officer in a
sealed envelope labeled "Confidential
Financial Information," accompanied by

a motion to withhold the information
from public disclosure. The motion shall
describe the information sought to be
withheld and explain, in detail, why it
falls within one or more of the specific
exemptions from mandatory disclosure
under the Freedom of Information Act, 5
U.S.C. 552(b)(1)-(9), why public
disclosure of the information would
adversely affect the applicant, and why
disclosure is not required in the public
interest. The materials in question shall
be served on counse! representing the
agency against which the applicant
seeks an award, but need not be served
on any other party to the proceeding. If
the adjudicative officer finds that the
information should not be withheld from
disclosure, it shall be placed in the
public record of the proceeding.
Otherwise, any request {o inspect or
copy the exhibit shall be disposed of in

- accordance with the Agency's

regulations under the Freedom of
Information Act, at 14 CFR Part 1208,

§ 1262.203 Documentation of fees and
expenses.

The application shall be accompanied
by full documentation of the fees and
expenses, including the cost of any
study, analysis, engineering report, test,
project or similar matter, for. which an
award is sought. A separate itemized
statement, accompanied by an oath or
affirmation under penalty of perjury (28
U.S.C. 17486), shall be submitted for each
professional firm or individual whose
services are covered by the application,
showing the hours spent in connection
with the proceeding by each individual,
a description of the specific services
performed, the rate at which each fee
has been computed, any expenses for

- which reimbursement is sought, the total

amount paid or payable by the applicant
or by any other person or entity for the
services provided. The adjudicative
officer may, in addition, require the
applicant to provide vouchers, receipts,
or other substantiation for any expenses
claimed.

§1262.204 When an application may be

filed.

(a) An application may be filed
whenever the applicant has prevailed in
the proceeding or in a significant and -
discrete substantive portion of the
proceeding, but in no case later than 30
days after the Agency’s final disposition
of the proceeding.

(b) If review or reconsideration is
sought or taken of a decision as to
which an applicant believes it has
prevailed, proceedings for the award of'
fees shall be stayed pending final
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disposition of the underlying
coniroversy.

(c) For purposes of this rule, final
disposition means the latter of (1) the
date on which the adjudicative officer's
initial decision or other recommended
disposition of the merits of the
proceeding is issued; (2) the date on
which an order is issued disposing of
any petitions for reconsideration; (3) if
no petition for reconsideration is filed,
the last date on which such a petition
could have been filed; or (4) the date of
a final order or any other final
resolution of the proceeding, such as a
settlement or a voluntary dismissal,
which is not subject to a petition for
reconsideration.

Subpart 1262.3—Procedures for
Considering Applications

§ 1262.301 Filing and service of
documents.

Any application for an award or other
pleading or document related to an
application shall be filed and served on
all parties to the proceeding in the same
manner as other pleadings in the
proceeding, except as provided in
§ 1262.202(b) for confidential financial
information.

§ 1262.302 Answer to application,

(a) Within 30 calendar days after-
service of an application, counsel
representing the agency against which
an award is sought may file an answer
to the application. Unless agency
counsel requests an extension of time
for filing or files a statement of intent to
negotiate under paragraph (b) of this
section, failure to file an answer within
the 30-day period may be treated as a
consent to the award requested.

(b) If agency counsel and the
applicant believes that the issues in the
fee application can be settled, they may
jointly file a statement of their intent to
negotiate a settlement, The filing of this
statement shall extend the time for filing
an answer for an additional 30 calendar
days, and further extensions may be
granted by the adjudicative officer upon
request by agency counsel and the
applicant.

(c) The answer shall explain in detail
any objections to the award requested
and identify the facts relied on in
support of agency counsel's position. If
the answer is based on any alleged facts
not already in the record of the
proceeding, agency counsel shall include
with the answer either supporting
affidavits or a request for further
proceedings under § 1262.306.

§ 1262.303 Reply.

Within 15 calendar days after service
of an answer, the applicant may file a
reply. If the reply is based on any
alleged facts not already in the record of
the proceeding, the applicant shall
include with the reply either supporting
affidavits or a request for further
proceedings under § 1262,306.

§ 1262.304 Comments by other parties.

Any party to a proceeding other than
the applicant and agency counsel may
file comments on an application within
30 calendar days after it is served or on
an answer within 15 calendar days after
it is served. A commenting party may
not participate further in proceedings on
the application unless the adjudicative
officer determines that the public
interest requires such participation in
order to permit full exploration of
matters raised in the comments.

§ 1262.305 Settlement.

The applicant and agency counsel
may agree ona proposed settlement of °
the award before final action on the
application, either in connection with a
settlement of the underlying proceeding,
or after the underlying proceeding has
been concluded. If a prevailing party
and agency counsel agree on a proposed
settlement of an award before an
application has been filed, the
application shall be filed with the
proposed settlement,

§ 1262.306 Further proceedings.

(a) Ordinarily, the determination of an
award will be made on the basis of the
written record. However, on request of
either the applicant or agency counsel,
or on his or her own initiative, the
adjudicative officer may order further
proceedings, such as an informal
conference, oral argument, additional
written submissions or an evidentiary
hearing. Such further proceedings shall
be held only when necessary to full and
fair resolution of the issues arising from
the application, and shall be conducted
as promptly as possible.

(b) A request that the adjudicative
officer order further proceedings under
this section shall specifically identify
the information sought or the disputed
issues and shall explain why the
additional proceedings are necessary to
resolve the issues.

§ 1262.307 Decision.

The adjudicative officer shall issue an
initial decision on the application within
90 calendar days after completion of
proceedings on the application. The
decision shall include written findings
and conclusions on such of the following
as are relevant to the decision: (1) The

applicant's eligibility and status as a
prevailing party; (2) whether the
Agency's position was substantially
justified; (3) whether the applicant
unduly protracted the proceedings, or
whether special circumstances make an
award unjust; and (4) the amounts, if
any, awarded for fees and expenses
with an explanation of the reasons for
any difference between the amount
requested and the amount awarded.
Further, if the applicant has sought an
award against more than one agency,
the decision shall allocate responsibility
for payment of any award made among
the agencies, and shall explain the
reasons for the allocation made.

§ 1262.308 Agency review.

(a) Within 30 calendar days of the
receipt of the adjudicative officer's
initial decision on the fee application,
either the applicant or agency counsel
may seek reconsideration of the
decision; or, the NASA Administrator,
upon the recommendation of the
General Counsel, may decide to review
the decision based on the record.
Whether to review a decision is solely a
matter within the discretion of the
NASA Administrator. A 15-day notice of
such review will be given the applicant
and agency counsel, and a
determination made not later than 45
days from the date of notice. The
Administrator may make a final
determination concerning the
application or remand the application to
the adjudicative officer for further
proceedings.

(b) If neither the applicant nor agency
counsel seek reconsideration, and the
NASA Administrator does not on his/
her own initiative take a review, the
adjudicative officer's initial decision on
the fee application shall become a final
decision of the Agency 45 days after it is
issued.

§ 1262.309 Judicial review.

Judicial review of final Agency
decisions on awards may be sought as
provided in 5 U.S.C. 504(c)(2).

§ 1262.310 Payment of award.

(a) An applicant seeking payment of
an award shall submit to the paying
agency a copy of the Agency's final
decision granting the award,
accompanied by a statement that the
applicant will not seek review of the
decision in the United States courts. The
submission to NASA should be
addressed as follows: Director,
Financial Management Division, NASA
Headquarters, Washington, D.C. 20546.

(b) Subject to the availability of funds
appropriated for this purpose, the
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Agency will pay the amount awarded to
the applicant within 60 days, if feasible,
unless judicial review of the award or of
the underlying decision of the adversary
adjudication has been sought by the
applicant or any other party to the
proceeding.

James M. Beggs,

Administrator.

January 7, 1982,

|FR Doc. 821879 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 7510-01-M

- - _——

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

15 CFR Part 970

Deep Seabed Mining Regulations for
Exploration Licenses

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: On September 15, 1981, at 46
FR 45890, the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration [NOAA)
issued regulations, effective October 15,
1981, to implement certain provisions of
the Deep Seabed Hard Mineral
Resources Act (Pub. L. 96-283, “the
Act"). NOAA reserved Subpart C at that
time in order to ensure compatibility
between domestic and international
seabed mining procedures. This
rulemaking is meant to notify potential
applicants that, despite the fact that
Subpart C is incomplete, NOAA will
begin accepting license applications for
deep seabed mining exploration from
pre-enactment explorers on January 25,
1982. The remainder of Subpart C will
be published upon the completion of an
international seabed mining agreement.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective on
January 25, 1982,

ADDRESS: Inquiries, applications and
other supporting documents should be
directed to: Office of Ocean Minerals
and Energy, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, Page
Building 1, Suite 410, 2001 Wisconsin
Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20235,
Telephone: (202) 653-7695.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James P. Lawless, Acting Director,
Office of Ocean Minerals and Energy,
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, Page Building 1, Room
410, 2001 Wisconsin Avenue, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20235. Telephone:
(202) 653-7695.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 15 CFR
Part 970, Subpart C, which will set forth

rules pertaining to dates and procedures
for the filing of deep seabed mining pre-
enactment explorer and initial new
entrant applications and for resolving
conflicts between overlapping
applications, involves issues which are
currently being considered by the U.S.
and other seabed mining nations likely
to become "‘reciprocating states” under
section 118 of the Act. NOAA had
previously reserved Subpart C when it
published the rest of its final regulations
(46 FR 45890, September 15, 1981),
because of its desire to adopt final
domestic regulations addressing the
above matters which would be
compatible with the equivalent concepts
and procedures ultimately agreed to by
the other seabed mining nations.
Although a reciprocating states
agreement is nearly complete, NOAA
does not wish to publish the final
version of Subpart C until the final draft
of the international agreement has been
agreed upon. However, because of the
progress made in the international
discussions, NOAA has decided to
begin accepting applications from pre-
enactment explorers for licenses to
engage in deep seabed mining
exploration activities as of 8:30 a.m. EST
on January 25, 1982. NOAA anticipates
that, following the conclusion of the
reciprocating states agreements,
applications seeking a pre-enactment
explorer priority of right will not be
accepted after 5:00 p.m. EST on
February 19, 1982, or such later date as
the Administrator may establish based
on the status of the reciprocating states
negotiations. Under such a procedure,
all applications submitted during this
time period will be deemed to have been
filed at 5:00 p.m. EST on February 19,
1982, or such later date established by
the Administrator, for the purpose of
determining pre-enactment explorer
priorities of right.

Classification Under Executive Order
12291

NOAA determined that the overall
regulations for deep seabed mining
exploration should be considered as
major under Executive Order 12291 of
February 17, 1981, because they will
foster and govern development of the
United States deep seabed mining
industry. Thus, NOAA prepared a final
regulatory impact analysis for the
regulations, pursuant to section 3 of the
Executive Order, which was transmitted
to the Office of Management and
Budget. The Administrator of NOAA
determined that these final rules are
clearly within the authority delegated by
law and are consistent with
Congressional intent. The rules are
authorized by section 308 of the Act, and

respond to specific provisions or
requirements found in sections 101
through 118 of Title I-of the Act.

Since the final regulatory impact
analysis has already considered the
criteria and procedures relating to pre-
enactment explorers found in Subpart C
and since Subpart Ciis only a small part ,
of the deep seabed mining regulations,
NOAA further has determined that,
under the criteria in section 1(b) of the
Executive Order, this Subpart C, alone,
is not a major regulation.

The final regulatory impact analysis
was done in such a way as to include a
final regulatory flexibility analysis as
required by the Regulatory Flexibility
Act, Pub. L. 96-354. Copies of the
analysis may be obtained by writing to
the Director, Office of Ocean Minerals
and Energy, NOAA, at the address
specified in the ADDRESS section of
this preamble.

Paperwork Reduction Act, Pub. L. 96—
511

Because of the limited number of
persons initially subject to the
regulations (historically there have been
four consortia with U.S. companies
participating which are'involved in deep
seabed mining development, and these
four are expected to apply to NOAA for
exploration licenses), NOAA believes
the regulations do not contain
“collection of information™ requests
within the meaning of 44 U.S.C. 3502(4)
and 3502(11). Accordingly, § 970.906 of
the final regulations, issued on
September 15, 1981, contains a
statement that the information
requested is not subject to the
requirements of 44 U,S.C. 3507. NOAA
plans to review these regulations
periodically, and to revise them if
necessary based on that review. During
the review, or earlier if necessary,
NOAA will review its projections of the
expected number of license applications
and take any actions necessary under
the Papérwork Reduction Act on that
basis.

Environmental Impact Statement

Pursuant to section 108(c) of the Act
and the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969, NOAA has prepared a final
programmatic environmental impact
statement (PEIS) assessing the
environmental impacts of exploration
and commercial recovery in the area of
the oceans in which such activities by
any United States citizen will likely first
occur under the authority of the Act. The
PEIS has been filed with the
Environmental Protection Agency.
Copies may be obtained by writing the
Director, Office of Ocean Minerals and
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Energy, NOAA, at the address specified
in the ADDRESS section of this
preamble.

EFFECTIVE DATE: In order that U.S. pre-
enactment explorers be allowed to file
applications in a timely manner
compared to pre-enactment explorers
filing applications with foreign
governments likely to become
reciprocating states under § 118 of the
Act, and in order to allow compatibility
with the schedule for processing pre-
enactment explorer applications as
agreed to by the United States
Government and the governments of
prospective reciprocating states, and for
other foreign policy reasons, procedures
in this Subpart C must become effective
immediately. Accordingly, NOAA finds
that good cause exists under 5 U.S.C.
553(d) to make these regulations
effective on January 25, 1982,

Dated: January 22, 1982.
John V. Byme,
Administrator.

PART 970—DEEP SEABED MINING
REGULATIONS FOR EXPLORATION
LICENSES

Accordingly, a new Subpart C is
added to Title 15, Part 970 of the Code of
Federal Regulations. The text of Subpart
C follows:

Subpart C—Procedures for
Applications Based on Exploration
Commenced Before June 28, 1980;
Resolution of Conflicts Among
Overlapping Applications; Applications
by New Entrants

§970.300 Applications seeking pre-
enactment explorer priority of right.

(a) On January 25, 1982 at 8:30 a.m.
EST, the Administrator will begin
accepting, at the address specified in
§ 970.200(b), applications, based on pre-
enactment exploration, for licenses to
conduct deep seabed mining exploration
activities,

(b) The Administrator anticipates that
applications seeking a pre-enactment
explorer priority of right for issuance of
a license will not be accepted after 5:00
p-m. EST on February 19, 1982 (or such
later date and time as the Administrator
may establish following the conclusion
of reciprocating states agreements
reached pursuant to section 118 of the
Act).

(c) All applications submitted to the
Administrator at or after 8:30 a.m. EST
on January 25 and at or before 5:00 p.m.
EST on February 19, 1982, (or such
alternative closing date and time
established by the Administrator
pursuant to paragraph (b) of this
section), will be deemed to have been
filed at 5:00 p.m. EST on February 19,
1982 (or on the above alternative closing
date) for the purpose of establishing a
pre-enactment explorer priority of right.

(d) Prospective applicants are advised
that, following the conclusion of the
reciprocating states arrangements now
under negotiation, the Administrator
will issue additional regulations
applicable to the filing of applications
seeking a pre-enactment explorer
priority of right.

(30 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.)
[FR Doc. 82-2155 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-12-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Part 282

[Docket No. RM79-14]

Incremental Pricing Regulations
Implementing the Incremental Pricing
Provision of the Natural Gas Policy Act
of 1978

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE.

ACTION: Order Prescribing Incremental
Pricing Thresholds.

SUMMARY: The Director of the Office of
Pipeline and Producer Regulation is
issuing the incremental pricing
acquisition cost thresholds prescribed
by Title II of the Natural Gas Policy Act
and 18 CFR 282.304. The Act requires the
Commission to compute and publish the
threshold prices before the beginning of
each month for which the figures apply.
Any cost of natural gas above the
applicable threshold is considered to be
an incremental gas cost subject to
incremental pricing surcharging.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth A. Williams, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 N. Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, (202)
357-8500.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Issued: January 21, 1982,

In the matter of publication of
prescribed incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold of the NGPA
of 1978, Docket No. RM79-14; order of
the Director, OPPR.

Section 203 of the NGPA requires that
the Commission compute and make
available incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold prices
prescribed in Title II before the
beginning of any month for which such
figures apply.

Pursuant to that mandate and
pursuant to § 375.307(1) of the
Commission's regulations, delegating the
publication of such prices to the Director
of the Office of Pipeline and Producer
Regulation, the incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold prices for the
month of February 1982 is issued by the
publication of a price table for the
applicable month.

Kenneth A. Williams,
Director, Office of Pipeline and Producer
Regulation.

TABLE |—INCREMENTAL PRICING ACQUISITION COST THRESHOLD PRICES

p m- Novem- | Decem-
January | February | March Apil May June July August SQgi: October the e
Calendar Year 1980
Incremental pricing threshold............... $1.702 $1.738 $1.750 $1.762 $1.776 $1.700 $1.804 $1.819 $1.834 $1.849 $1.863 $1.877
NGPA section 102 threshold .. 2.358 2361 2404 2428 2453 2478 2.504 2532 2.560 2.588 2814 2.640
NGPA section 109 threShold .................eevesvmid 1.786 1.799 1.812 1.825 1.839 1.853 1.867 1.883 1.899 1.915 1.929 1.943
|30PctolNo.2(ue|oithewYokaty
threshold 7.170 7.260 7410 7.110 7.380 8.040 7.840 7.380 7.400 7.400 7.450 7.580
Calendar Year 1981
In tal pricing threshold............. $1.801 $1.908 $1.925 $1.942 $1.954 $1.967 $1.980 $1.990 $2.000 $2.010 $2.025 $2.041
NGPA 102 threshoid 2687 2608 2729 2.761 2787 2813 2.840 2863 2.886 2909 2.940 2971
NGPA section 109 threshold 1.957 1.975 1,083 2011 2024 2.037 2.050 2.060 2070 2080 2.096 2112
130PclolN0.2hJe10ﬂthwY0!tCily
threshold 7.610 7.760 8.260 9.010 8510 8.430 9.360 9.260 8.860 8.700 8.930 8.990
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TA.BLE |—INCREMENTAL PRICING ACQUISITION COST THRESHOLD PRICES—Continued
January | February | March | Apr May | dune | suy | August | SOB™ | Ociober | Novem- | Decem-
Calendar Year 1982

| | threshold $2057|  s2.071
3.003NGPA 102 threshoid 3003 | 3033
NGPA 109 d 28| 2143
130 Pet of No, 2 fusl oil in New York ity

9180 | 9340
[FR Doc. 82-1860 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6747-01-M
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION Section, Air Programs Branch, Region V, areas.may be obtained from any of those
AGENCY U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, counhe?. not just the county where the new

230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, source is locating.

SR, Illinois 60604, (312) B86-6037. In addition, R336.1220(e)(x) permits

[A-5-FRL~2025~3]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Michigan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of today's
rulemaking is to announce final
approval of a revision to Rule 336. 1220
in Michigan's State Implementation Plan
(SIP). Michigan has requested approval
of its revision to Rule 336.1220 which
requires offsets in 0zone nonattainment
areas to exempt nonreactive volatile
organic compounds ‘identified by EPA.
In addition, Michigan has revised
R336.1220 to clarify its policy on the use
of emission offsets in the southeast
Michigan ozone nonattainment area.
The basis for this rule change is EPA's
policy allowing exemptions of
nonreactive volatile compounds from
control requirements.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This action will be

effective on March 29, 1982, unless

notice is received within 30 days that
someone wishes to submit critical or
adverse comments.

ADDRESSES: Copies of this SIP revision

are available for review at the following

addresses:

Air Programs Branch, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 230
South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
Illinois 60604

Michigan Department of Natural
Resources, Air Quality Division, State
Secondary Government Complex,
General Office Building, 7150 Harris
Drive, Lansing, Michigan 48917
Written comments should be sent to:

Gary Gulezian, Chief, Regulatory

Analysis Section, Air Programs Branch,

Region V, U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, 230 S. Dearborn Street, Chicago,

Hlinois 60604.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Toni Lesser, Regulatory Analysis

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July
22, 1980, EPA published a notice in the
Federal Register (45 FR 48941)
announcing its determination that
several halogenated organics had
negligible reactivity in terms of
photochemical ozone production. EPA
stated that as a result of this
determination, it need not approve or
enforce controls on these compounds as
part of a federally enforceable ozone
State Implementation Plan (SIP). On
September 1, 1981, the State of
Michigan, pursuant to EPA’s notice of
July 22, 1980, submitted a revision to its
Rule 336.1220, which requires emission
offsets in ozone nonattainment areas to
exempt those compounds listed in EPA's
notice. The revised R336.1220 was
approved by the Michigan Air Pollution
Control Commission (Commission) on
July 21, 1981, and became effective
August 21, 1981. R336.1220 contains the
following elements:

(1) A provision that prohibits the use of a
nonreactive compound at an existing source
as an emission offset for the installation of a
source which would emit reactive volatile
organic compounds;

(2) Exemptions of the same organic
compounds listed in the July 22, 1980 (45 FR
48941) notice, and

(3) A provision that prior to start-up of the
proposed construction, a reduction (offset) of
the total hourly and annual volatile organic
compaund emission from existing sources
equal to 110 percent of allowed emissions for
the proposed equipment shall be provided.
The emission offset for a source locating in
Wayne, Oakland, Macomb, St. Clair,
Washtenaw, Livingston, and Monroe
Counties (those in the southeast Michigan
ozone nonattainment areas) shall be secured
from sources in any of those counties. The
emission offset for a source locating in any
other ozone nonattainment county may be
secured from any ozone nonattainment
county in Michigan, except Wayne, Oakland,
Macomb, St, Clair, Washtenaw, Livingston,
and Monroe Counties, The purpose of this
change is to clarify the intent that emission
offset for new sources in these seven county

the commission to exempt any other
volatile compound which can be
demonstrated to be nonreactive in the
formation of ozone. Any exemption
obtained pursuant to (e)(x) must be
submitted to EPA as a SIP revision.

EPA takes action today to approve
amended R336.1220 as a revision to the
federally approved Michigan SIP.
Approval of the revisions to R336.1220
will not interfere with attainment and
maintenance of the ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standards. EPA
believes that this action is a
noncontroversial rulemaking, since the
revised rule simply affirms a State
action. This action will be effective
March 29, 1982. However, if EPA is
notified within 30 days that someone
wishes to submit adverse or critical
comments, this action will be withdrawn
and a new rulemaking will propose this
action and establish a comment period.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b), the Administrator certified on
January 27, 1981 (46 FR 8709) that
approvals of SIPs under section 110 or
172 of the Clean Air Act would not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Today's action approves a State action
for Michigan R336.1220 under Section
110 of the Act. It imposes no
requirements beyond those which the
State has already imposed.

‘This regulation was exempted from
review by the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) under Section 3 of
Executive Order 12291,

Under section 307(b){1) of the Clean
Air Act, judicial review of this action is
available only by the filing of a petition
for review in the United States Court of
Appeals for the appropriate circuit
within 80 days of January 27, 1982.
Under section 307(b)(2) of the Clean Air
Act, the requirements which are the
subject of today's notice may not be
challenged later in civil or criminal
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proceeding brought by EPA to enforce
these requirements.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the
SIP for the State of Michigan was approved
l;g Bli‘e Director of Federal Register on July 1,
(Sec. 110 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7410))

Dated: January 18, 1982,

Anne M. Gorsuch,

Administrator.

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

Subpart X—Michigan

1. Section 52.1170 is amended by
adding paragraph (c}(44) as follows:

§52.1170 Identification of plan.

(C) * o

(44) On September 1, 1981, the State of
Michigan, Department of Natural
Resources [MDNR) submitted to USEPA
a revision to its R336.1220 requiring
offsets in ozone nonattainment areas to
exempt the same compounds listed in
EPA's Federal Register of July 22, 1980
(45 FR 48941). The revised R336.1220
also allows offsets of emissions for new
sources in any of the seven counties in
the southeastern Michigan ozone
nonattainment area to be obtained from
any of those counties, not just the
county in which the new source is
locating (Wayne, Oakland, Macomb, St.
Clair, Washtenaw, Livingston, and
Monroe).

[FR Doc. 82-2099 Filed 1-26-82: 645 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 52
[A-5-FRL-2024-7]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Michigan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: In the October 26, 1981,
Federal Register (46 FR 52140), EPA
proposed to approve a revision to the
Michigan State Implementation Plan
(SIP) in the form of a Consent Order (07—
1981) issued by the Michigan Air
Pollution Control Commission
(Commission) for the Boulevard Heating
Plant of Detroit Edison. The Consent
Order provides for a reduction in total

daily particulate emissions from the

plant's four coal-fired boilers. No public

comments were received on EPA’s
proposed rulemaking. The purpose of
today's notice is to announce final
approval of this revision to the Michigan

SIP.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This final rulemaking is

effective on February 26, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Copies of these SIP

revisions are available for review at the

following addresses:

Air Programs Branch, Region V, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 230
South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
Illinois 60604. -

Michigan Department of Natural
Resources, Air Quality Division, State
Secondary Government Complex,
General Office Building, 7150 Harris
Drive, Lansing, Michigan 48917.
Written comments should be sent to:

Gary Gulezian, Chief, Regulatory

Analysis Section, Air Programs Branch,

Regien V, U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, 230 South Dearborn Street,

Chicago, Illinois 60604.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Toni Lesser, Regulatory Analysis, Air

Programs Branch, Region V, U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency, 230

South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois

60604, (312) 886-6037.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May

1, 1981, the State of Michigan submitted

Consent Order 07-1981 for the

Boulevard Heating Plant of Detroit

Edison as a revision to the Michigan SIP.

The submittal was submitted in*

accordance with Michigan's

commitment to develop abatement
orders for sources contributing to
violations of the particulate standards in
the Detroit nonattainment area (45 FR

29790). The Boulevard Heating Plant is

located in the City of Detroit, Wayne

County, and is a small part of a Detroit

Edison grid that supplies steam to

various institutions. The plant contains

four coal-fired boilers and is located
within the Detroit primary
nonattainment area.

Michigan's amended Rule 336.1331
restricts the Boulevard Heating Plant to
a particulate emission limit of 0.45
pounds of particulate per 1000 pounds

- flue gas or an equivalent of 410 tons per

year. Consent Order 07-1981 represents
a site-specific variance from Rule
336.1331(d) of the federally approved SIP
and provides an emission reduction
schedule for the Plant by restricting its
operation, The Boulevard Heating Plant
can satisfy the required emission
limitation of 410 tons per year contained
in Rule 336.1331 of the Michigan SIP and
yet retain its previous emission rate of
up to 0.65 pounds particulate per 1000

pounds of flue gas while it is in
operation. The overall effect is to reduce
the plant's current actual emission rate
from 410 tons per year to 10 tons per
year. The Boulevard plant will satisfy
the reasonably available control
technology (RACT) requirement by
restricting its operation rather than by
installing add-on control equipment.

On October 28, 1981, Federal Register
(46 FR 52140) EPA proposed approval of
Consent Order 07-1981 for the
Boulevard Heating Plant as a revision to
the Michigan SIP. No public comments
were received. EPA has reviewed
Consent Order 07-1981 and determined
that this SIP revision does not interfere
with attainment and maintenance of the
particulate standards in the Detroit area
by the December 31, 1982 statutory
deadline. Therefore, EPA approves
Consent Order 07-1981 for the
Boulevard Heating Plant as part of the
Michigan SIP.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b), the Administrator on January 27,
1981, (46 FR 8709) certified that
approvals of SIPs under Section 110 or
172 of the Clean Air Act would not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Because this final action approves a
State action taken pursuant to Sections
110 and 172 of the Clean Air Act, it falls
within this certification. Further, it
imposes no new requirements beyond
those which the State has already
imposed.®

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of section 3 of Executive
Order 12291,

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the
SIP for the State of Michigan was approved

by the Director of Federal Register on July 1,
1981,

{Secs. 110 and 172 of the Clean Air Act)
Dated: January 18, 1982,

Anne M. Gorsuch,

Administrator.

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

Subpart X—Michigan

1. Section 52.1170 is amended by -
adding paragraph (c)(48) as follows:
§52.1170 Iidentification of plan.

(c) N PR

(48) On May 1, 1981, the State of
Michigan, Department of Natural
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Resources (MDNR) submitted Consent
Order 07-1981 for the Boulevard Hearing
Plant of Detroit Edison located in the
City of Detroit, Wayne County. The
Consent Order represents a site-specific
variance from Rule 336.1331(d) by
allowing the plant to continue emitting

particulates at its current 0.65 pounds
per 1000 pounds of flue gas, but
restricting its operation and total
particulate emissions in order to meet
the required 410 tons of particulate per
year emission limit. Under this Order
the plant is now limited to 10 tons per

« year of particulate emissions.

* * * * -

§52.1175 [Amended]

2. Section 52.1175(e) (table) is
amended by adding a compliance
schedule for the Boulevard Heating
Plant.

MICHIGAN
Source Location i Date schedule adopted T compance
Wayne Counly
Boulevard Heating Piant R336.1331 Apr. 26, 1981 Dec. 31, 1962.

Wayne County.

[FR Doc. 82-2063 Flled 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 52
[A-6-FRL 2029-7]
Approval and Promulgation of

Revisions to Texas State
Implementation Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: On December 11, 1973, the
Governor of Texas, after adequate
notice and public hearing, submitted a
revision to the Texas Air Pollution
Control Implementation Plan (SIP). The
submission concerned a revision to
General Rule 9—Sampling, of the Texas
SIP, which requires sampling of air
emissions by any source in the State if

. requested by the Texas Air Control
Board (TACB). This notice approves
Texas' revision to General Rule 9 and
amends 40 CFR 52.2270.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This rulemaking will be
effective on March 29, 1982, unless
notice is received by February 26, 1982,
that someone wishes to submit adverse
or critical comments.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to J. Ken Greer, Jr. of the
EPA Region VI Air Programs Branch
(address below). Copies of the materials
submitted by Texas may be examined
during normal business hours at the
following locations:

EPA, Region 6, Library, 1201 Elm Street,
Dallas, Texas 75270.

EPA, Public Information Reference Unit,
Library Systems Branch, 401 M Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.

The Office of the Federal Register, Room
8401, 1100 L Street NW., Washington,
D.C. 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

J. Ken Greer, Jr., State Implementation
Plan Section, Air & Waste Management
Division, EPA, Region VI, 1201 Elm
Street, Dallas, Texas, 75270, (214) 767-
1518, FTS 729-2742.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Background

On December 11, 1973, the Governor
of Texas submitted to EPA a revision to
the State's SIP which revised General
Rule 8—Sampling. The revised Rule 9
requires sampling of air emissions from
any source in Texas if requested by the
State agency. The revised rule is more
specific than before in that sampling is
required by any source upon request by
TACB to determine opacity, rate,
composition, and/or concentration of
emissions. The sources which conduct
sampling are required to attest to and
report results to TACB, and are required
to keep the test results on file for at least
five years after the sampling. The
revised Rule 9 also allows a source to
request approval from TACB of
alternative sampling techniques other
than those specified by TACB.

The State submitted to EPA on
October 7, 1976 additional information
which addressed the applicability of the
revised Rule 9 in relation to revised EPA
requirements for monitoring of point
source emissions. The October 7, 1976
letter clarified that the revised Rule 9

did include the authority for the State to

require continuous emission monitoring
and reporting by sources as required by
EPA in regulations published on October
6, 1975.(40 FR 46247).

11. Approval of SIP Revision

EPA has reviewed Texas' revision to
General Rule 9 and has prepared an
Evaluation Report which is available for
public review at the locations listed in
the ADDRESSES section of this notice.

The State's submission includes
validation that a public hearing was
held and adequate time was allowed for
public comment, EPA's review of the
State’s revision to General Rule 9
indicates that the revision meets the
requirements of 40 CFR 51.19 by
providing for legally enforceable
procedures for requiring owners or
operators of sources to monitor and
report to the State sampling data on the
emissions from the sources. In addition,
the revised rule authorizes the TACB to
require periodic testing of sources and
requires the sources to maintain files of
all monitoring information. The Texas
revised Rule 9 meets EPA requirements
for a source surveillance regulation and
the State submittal includes the
necessary information for approval of
the SIP revision.

EPA’s Actions

EPA approves the SIP revision as
submitted by Texas which revises
General Rule 9—Sampling of the Texas
Air Pollution Control Implementation
Plan.

The public should be advised that this
action will be effective 60 days from the
date of publication (March 29, 1982).
However, if notice is received within 30
days that someone wishes to submit
adverse or critical comments, this action
will be withdrawn and a subsequent
notice published before the effective
date. The subsequent notice will
withdraw the final action and will begin
a new rulemaking by announcing a
proposal of the action and establishing a
comment period.

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act judicial review of this final
rulemaking notice is available only by
the filing of a petition for review in the
United States Court of Appeals for the
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appropriate circuit within 60 days of the
date of publication (March 29, 1982).
Under section 307(b)(2) of the Clear Air
Act, the requirements which are the
subject of today's notice may not be
challenged later in civil or criminal
proceedings brought by EPA to enforce
these requirements.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
605(b), 1 certify that this notice will not
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
since it imposes no new regulatory
requirements. This action only approves
a revision to an existing State
regulation.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the
SIP for the State of Texas was approved by
the Director of the Office of the Federal
Register on July 1, 1981.

(Sec. 110{a) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
42 U.S.C. 7410(a))
Dated: January 20, 1982,
Anne M. Gorsuch,
Administrator.

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

Subpart SS—Texas

1. In § 52.2270, paragraph (c] is
amended by adding Subparagraph (33)
as follows:

§52.2270 Identification of pian.

* * * . -

() Bl
(33) A revision to General Rule 9—
Sampling, as adopted by the Texas Air
Control Board on October 30, 1973, was
submitted by the Governor on December
11, 1973.
[FR Dac. 82-2062 Filod 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 60
[AD-FRL~1890-1]

Standards of Performance for New
Stationary Sources; Stationary Gas
Turbines

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: On September 10, 1879, EPA
promulgated a new source performance
standard (NSPS) limiting atmospheric
emissions of NO, from stationary gas
turbines (44 FR 52792). On April 15, 1981,
as a result of petitions for
reconsideration submitted by Dow
Chemical Company, PPG Industries,

Inc., and Diamond Shamrock
Corporation (Dow, et al.), EPA proposed
(46 FR 22005) to revise the standard for
stationary gas turbines by rescinding the
NO, emission limit for large gas turbines
in industrial use and pipeline gas
turbines (used in oil and gas
transportation or production) located in
metropolitan statistical areas (MSA's).
As a result of public comments, EPA
is rescinding the NO, emission limit for
large (>30 MW) industrial gas turbines
and is including an NO, emission limit
of 150 ppm based on the use of dry
control technology for gas turbines in
industrial use and pipeline gas turbines
of 30 MW or less for which construction,
reconstruction, or modification is begun
after today's date. This notice also adds
an exemption from the 150 ppm NO,
emission limit for regenerative cycle gas
turbines with a heat imput less than
107.2 gigajoules per hour (100 million
Btu/hr) and an exemption for all gas
turbines when they are using an
emergency fuel.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 27, 1982.
Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, judicial review of this revision
of a new source performance standard
can be initiated only by the filing of a
petition for review in the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit within 60 days of today's
publication of this rule. Under section
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the
subject of today’s notice may not be
challenged later in civil or criminal
proceedings brought by EPA to enforee
these requirements.
ADDRESS: Docket. A docket, number A-
81-10, containing information used by
EPA'in development of the promulgated
revision is available for public
inspection between 8:00 a.m. and 4:00
p.m. Monday through Friday, at EPA’s
Central Docket Section (A-130), West
Tower Lobby, Gallery 1, Waterside
Mall, 401 M Street, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20460. A reasonable fee may be
charged for copying.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Doug Bell, Standards Development
Branch, Emission Standards and
Engineering Division (MD-13), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina
27711, telephone (919) 541-5578.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Standards

The proposed revision to the new
source performance standard published
in the April 15, 1981 Federal Register
would have rescinded the NO, emission
limit of 75 ppm promulgated in the
September 10, 1978, Federal Register for
(1) industrial gas turbines having a heat

input greater than 107.2 gigajoules per
hour (100 million Btu/hr or
approximately 7.5 MW), and (2) pipeline
gas turbines in metropolitan areas with
a heat input greater than 107.2 gigajoules
per hour. Industrial gas turbines are
characterized as having less than one-
third of their rated electrical output sold
to a utility power distribution system.
The 75 ppm standard was based on the
use of wet controls to reduce NO,
emissions.

This promulgation rescinds the NO,
emission limit for industrial and pipeline
turbines with a base load (normal
operating load as opposed to peak load)
greater than 30 megawatts (MW) and
revises the NO, emission limit from 75
to 150 ppm for the turbines mentioned
above with a base load equal to or less
than 30 MW. This promulgation also
exempts turbines subject to the 150 ppm
limit from the NO, standard when
emergency fuel is used and also exempits
all regenerative cycle gas turbines
having a heat input less than or equal to
107.2 gigajoules per hour (100 million
Btu/hour) from the 150 ppm NO,
standard. The rationale for these
changes to the proposed revision is
contained in the section of this preamble
entitled Significant Comments and
Changes to the Proposed Revision.

Public Participation

The revision was proposed April 15,
1981, in the Federal Register. The
proposed revision requested public
comments and also provided the
opportunity for a public hearing. The
public comment period extended from
April 15, 1981, to May 15, 1981.

Twelve comment letters were
received, but a public hearing was not
requested. These comments have been
carefully considered; and where
determined to be appropriate by the
Administrator, changes have been made
to the standards of performance.

Significant Comments and Changes to
the Proposed Regulation

Comments on the proposed revision to
the standard were received from electric
utilities, chemical companies, oil and
gas producers, gas turbine
manufacturers, and private cilizens.

One commenter stated that since
pipeline turbines operate continuously
regardless of location, the NO, emission
limit should be rescinded for all such
turbines.

The standards of performance as
promulgated on September 10, 1979,
required pipeline turbines operated in
metropolitan areas to meet an NO,
emission limit of 75 ppm (based on wet
controls) and permitted the same
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turbines operated outside metropolitan
areas to meet an NO, emission limit of
150 ppm (based on dry controls). The
difference in emission limits was
intended to accommodate a potential
lack of water for wet controls on
pipeline turbines in rural areas.

The April 15, 1981, proposed revision
to the standard would have rescinded
the 75 ppm NO, emission limit for all
industrial turbines and pipeline turbines
located in metropolitan areas. The
proposed rescission had been based on
uncertain and possible adverse
economic consequences of using wet
control systems on turbines with long-
term continuous operating requirements
at or near maximum capacity. Dow et al.
claimed that operation at or near
maximum capacity for one year or more

between internal inspections is required

in industrial applications. They also
claimed that shutdown several times a
year for inspection or maintenance
causes unacceptable economic
consequences. These considerations
also apply to pipeline turbines.

There was no suggestion in the
comments received, nor is there any
reason to believe, that the use of dry
controls (which requires a different
combustor design) would have any
adverse impact on the maintenance of
industrial or pipeline turbines. Dry
control systems have achieved an NO,
emission limit of 150 ppm on turbines of
a size less than 30 MW and would add
little to the capital and operating costs if
required for all turbines in this size
range. The 150 ppm emission limit on
these turbines with dry control
technology is supported by data
contained in the original standard
support and environmental impact
statement (EPA-450/2-77-017a), by
recent information obtained from gas
turbine manufacturers, and by recent
emission tests of turbines in the field. In
the tests five gas turbines, ranging in
size from about 9 to 16.5 MW and using
dry controls, emitted approximately 40
to 80 ppm NO,.

The Agency has no test data showing
that the 150 ppm NO, emission limit has
been achieved by dry controls when
installed on industrial turbines greater
than 30 MW and for that reason did not
propose an NO, emission limit of 150
ppm based on dry controls in the April
notice.

EPA did not propose an NO, emission
limit of 150 ppm for industrial turbines
less than 30 MW or pipeline turbines
less than 30 MW in metropolitan areas
in the April notice. This created an
inconsistency, based on location of the
turbine, which is not justifiable.
Accordingly, the standard is being
promulgated to require all industrial and

pipeline turbines with outputs less than
30 MW to achieve an NO, emission limit
of 150 ppm.

Since industrial and pipeline turbines
in MSA's were required by the
September 10, 1979, promulgation to
apply water injection technology, some
operators may have to equip these
turbines with new combustors if they
want to discontinue water injection and
still meet the 150 ppm NO, standard
now required, Because of the potentially
high cost of new combustors, this
promulgated revision exempts from
complying with an NO, emission limit
all pipeline turbines inside MSA's and
industrial turbines less than or equal to
30 MW, which were constructed,
modified, or reconstructed between
October 3, 1977 (the proposal date of the
original standard), and today's date.
Turbines in this size range constructed,
modified, or reconstructed after today's
date must achieve an NO, emission limit
of 150 ppm.

The standards of performance for gas
turbines as promulgated required all gas
turbines between 10.7 and 107.2
gigajoules per hour that were
constructed, modified, or reconstructed
after October 3, 1982, to achieve an NO,
emission limit of 150 ppm. Today's
promulgated revision has no impact on
this requirement.

One commenter felt that if nitrogen
oxide controls are not required for large
industrial turbines, which operate
continuously at or near maximum
capacity, then they should not be
required for electric utility turbines,
which operate less and emit less
nitrogen oxides. The commenter stated
that if nitrogen oxide controls were not
needed on a full-time turbine, then there
appears to be even less need for use on
a part-time turbine.

The 75 ppm NO, emission limit for
industrial and pipeline turbines inside
MSA's was not rescinded because of the
lack of environmental benefit from
controlling them. Instead, the rescission
was based on the uncertain impacts on
maintenance of the turbines and
possible adverse economic
consequences.

The NO, emission limit was not
rescinded for utility gas turbines
because wet control systems have been
demonstrated to achieve the 75 ppm
NO, emission limit and because utilities
do have the opportunity to shut down
their turbines several times a year for
inspection and maintenance.

Another commenter stated that base
load utility gas turbines should be
exempted from having to meet an NO,
emission limit since these turbines may
be required to operate for one year or
more between internal inspections,

The EPA position is that unlike utility
turbines, industrial turbines in some
instances may represent the sole
primary energy source for a major
industrial process. Such a turbine could
not be shut down more frequently
without an unacceptable economic
consequence. The unacceptable
economic consequence could be that an
entire plant or process depends on the
continuously running gas turbine. This is
not the case for utility turbines,
however, since other electric generators
on the grid can restore lost capacity
caused by turbine down time. Inspection
and maintenance can be scheduled fora
low load period when full generating
capacity is not needed. Since inspection
and maintenance of continuously
running utility turbines is not
economically unreasonable, the NO,
emission limit for these turbines has not
been rescinded.

Another commenter stated that the
action to rescind the NO, emission limit
is not consistent with section 1l and
section 307(d) of the Clean Air Act, in
that the notice of April 15, 1981 (46 FR
20005), did not state the proposed rule’s
basis and purpose.

The basis of the April revision was
the lack of data concerning the use of
wet control systems on turbines
operating continuously at or near
maximum capacity and possible
unreasonable economic impacts.
Because of this lack of data, EPA is not
concluding that wet control systems are
best demonstrated technology for
control of NO, emissions from these gas
turbines. The purpose of the April 15
proposal and today's promulgation is to
make the standard consistent with this
conclusion. The April 15 proposal was
consistent with this conclusion in that it
rescinded the 75 ppm NO, limit based
on wet control systems. Today's :
promulgation is also consistent with this
conclusion in that the 150 ppm NO; limit
now required for industrial and pipeline
turbines less than or equal to 30 MW is
based on dry controls rather than wet
controls. It is also consistent with this
conclusion in that industrial turbines
greater than 30 MW are no longer
required to meet an NO, emission limit
and therefore do not have to use wet
controls.

One commenter also stated that Dow
et al. offered no evidence to support
their claim that industrial gas turbines
must operate for long periods of time.

Dow et al. did supply information to
the Agency in letters requested to be
held confidential and included in the
docket (II-33 (a), (b), (c)) that indicates
that operation at or near maximum
capacity for periods of a year or more is




Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Rules and Regulations

3769

required of gas turbines in present use.
The data in these letters were
considered by the Administrator in
reaching the conclusions stated in the
preamble to the April 15 proposal,

A commenter also stated that the
revision should have been written to
include only continuously operating gas
turbines rather than all industrial and
pipeline gas turbines.

The Agency investigated the option of
establishing a minimum number of hours
to define “continuous operation” and
using this definition to determine which
industrial and pipeline turbines would
be impacted by this revision. The
Agency determined that to include only
those turbines running continuously,
some arbitrary number of hours would
have to be included in the standard to
define continuous running. The owners
or operators of these gas turbines would
then be required to project the number
of hours per year their turbine would
operate to determine their operating
category. The actual operating times
could vary considerably from the
projections because some unexpected
circumstances may occur, such as
curtailment of plant operation,
unforeseen plant maintenance, or any
other unforeseen circumstances that
have nothing to do with the ability of the
turbine to operate continuously. If the
number of hours projected is less than
the actual number of hours operated,
those turbines that did not operate as
projected for one year could not be
expected to install wet control systems.
In the very next year they may be able
to meet the operating time projection.
Industrial turbines usually run more
hours after initial 1 to 2 year break-in
periods. Since defining “continuous
operation" and projecting exactly how
many hours a turbine will operate is
difficult and since most of the turbines
affected by the revision operate
continuously, the Administrator decided
not to attempt to restrict this revision to
continuously operating industrial and
pipeline gas turbines.

Several commenters stated that the
Agency's definition of electric utility gas
turbine should be made consistent with
the “Power Plant and Industrial Fuel
Use Act of 1978” (FUA) and the “Public
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978"
(PURPA) to allow one half of the electric
output capacity of a cogeneration unit to
be sold to a utility power distribution
system.

The Acts mentioned by the
commenters were designed to encourage
cogeneration. The new source
performance standard for stationary gas
turbines is not intended to encourage or
discourage cogeneration, but is designed
to distinguish between electric utility

gas turbines and industrial gas turbines.
Specifically, in the context of this,
revision the definition distinguishes
between those gas turbines that can be
shut down for maintenance without
resulting in shutdown of a dependent
industrial process and those turbines
without backup. For a turbine operating
as part of a cogeneration system and
selling up to 50 percent of its electrical
output to a utility grid, PURPA requires
the utility to sell back-up power to
qualifying cogeneration facilities when
needed. Consequently, the definition of
electric utility gas turbine has not been
revised to allow for a gas turbine selling
up to 50 percent of its power to a utility ,
power distribution system.

Another commenter pointed out that
some models of pipeline turbines used
outside of MSA's cannot meet the 150
ppm emission limit with the current
combustor design (dry control) without
also using wet control systems. The
commenter suggests that the category of
sources including pipeline turbines
outside MSA's be exempt from meeting
an NO, emission limit.

A new source performance standard,
as required by section 111 of the Clean
Air Act, must reflect “the degree of
emission reduction achievable through
the application of the best system of
continuous emission reduction which
(taking into consideration the cost of
achieving such emission reduction and
any nonair quality health and
environmental and energy requirements)
the Administrator determines has been
adequately demonstrated.” Those
models of pipeline turbines that cannot
meet the 150 ppm limit with their current
combustor design (dry control) do not
reflect best technology. There are other
models of pipeline turbines that can
meet the 150 ppm limit using dry
controls without any unreasonable
impacts. Also, these turbines can
perform the same function as those
models that cannot meet the 150 ppm
limit, Therefore, the fact that some
models within a category of gas turbines
cannot meet a standard is not sufficient
reason to exempt the entire category,
especially when turbines capable of
performing the same function while at
the same time complying with the
standard are available. There is no
provision in the gas turbine standard,
however, that prevents an owner or
operator from using wet controls to
comply with the 150 ppm limit if he so
chooses.

One commenter stated that small (less
than 107.2 gigajoules/hour) regenerative
cycle gas turbines should be exempted
from the 150 ppm NO, emission limit,
According to the commenter, dry
controls that can meet the 150 ppm level

have not been developed for these small
regenerative cycle gas turbines, and the
cost to do so would be exorbitant
because these turbines are only a small
portion of the small gas turbine market.
(These turbines are currently not
required to meet the 150 ppm NO,
emission limit until October 3, 1962.)
Because of the exorbitant cost
associated with developing dry controls
for small regenerative cycle gas
turbines, manufacturers would
discontinue these turbines from their
product line rather than develop the dry
control. Small regenerative cycle gas
turbines compete with stationary
internal combustion (I.C.) engines; and,
if these turbines are dropped from
product lines, I.C. engines would be sold
in their place rather than small simple
cycle turbines. Since controlled L.C.
engines emit between two to four times
as much NO, as do uncontrolled small
regenerative cycle gas turbines, the net
effect of requiring small regenerative
cycle gas turbines to meet the 150 ppm
NO, emission limit would be an increase
in NO, emissions.

Additional investigation of small
regenerative cycle gas turbines revealed
the commenter's assessment of the
situation to be correct. Consequently,
the standard is being revised to exempt
regenerative cycle gas turbines of less
that 107.2 gigajoules/hour from
complying with the 150 ppm NO,
emission limit.

Another commenter stated that many
gas turbines that normally operate on
natural gas can be operated on distillate
oil when natural gas is unavailable.
These turbines can meet a 150 ppm NO,
emission limit when operating on
natural gas, but not when they are
operating on distillate oil. The
commenter felt, therefore, that gas
turbines should be exempt from
complying with the standard during
periods when an emergency fuel is being
used.

Upon further investigation, the
Agency learned that many turbine
models can meet the 150 ppm NO,
emission limit only when operating on
natural gas, which is almost always
available. Since operation with an
emergency fuel is expected only rarely
and dry controls would continue to
reduce the emissions during periods
when distillate oil is fired, gas turbines
operating on an emergency fuel are
being exempted from the 150 ppm NO,
emission limit. The exemption will not
apply if the emergency fuel is fired
solely because it is less costly than
natural gas.

This revision was submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
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(OMB] for review as required by
Executive Order 12291. Any comments
from OMB to EPA and any EPA
response to those comments are
included in docket number A-81-10. The
docket is available for public inspection
at EPA's Central Docket Section, West
Tower Lobby, Gallery 1, Waterside
Mall, 401 M Street, SW, Washington,
D.C. 20460.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA is
required to judge whether a regulation is
a “major rule”” and therefore subject to
certain requirements of the Order. The
Agency has determined that this
revision to the standard would result in
none of the adverse economic effects set
forth in section 1 of the Order as
grounds for finding a regulation to be a
major rule. In fact, since this revision
consists of a relaxation of the standard
originally promulgated, it will result in
less costs. Some turbines covered by the
original standard will now be exempt.
Others will be required to meet a less
restrictive standard based on less
expensive dry controls rather than wet
controls. The Agency has therefore
concluded that this regulation is not a
“major rule”” under Executive Order
12291.

The Administrator certifies that a
regulatory flexibility analysis under 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq, is not required for this
rulemaking because the rulemaking,
would not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Dated: January 22, 1982,
Anne M. Gorsuch,
Administrator.

PART 60—STANDARDS OF
PERFORMANCE FOR NEW
STATIONARY SOURCES

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, Part 60 of Chapter I, Title 40,
Subpart GG, Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as shown.

1. In § 60.331, paragraphs (q), (r), and
(s) are added to read as follows:

§60.331 Definitions.

(q) “Electric utility stationary gas
turbine” means any stationary gas
turbine constructed for the purpose of
supplying more than one-third of its
potential electric output capacity to any
utillity power distribution system for
sale.

(r) “Emergency fuel” is a fuel fired by
a gas turbine only during circumstances,
such as natural gas supply curtailment
or breakdown of delivery system, that
make it impossible to fire natural gas in
the gas turbine.

(s) “Regenerative cycle gas turbine”

means any stationary gas turbine that
recovers thermal energy from the
exhaust gases and utilizes the thermal
energy to preheat air prior to entering
the combustor.

2. Section 60.332 is amended by
revising paragraphs (a). (b), and (d), and
adding paragraphs (j}, (k), and (1) to read
as follows:

§60.332 Standard for nitrogen oxides.

(a) On and after the date of the
performance test required by § 60.8 is
completed, every owner or operator
subject to the provisions of this subpart
as specified in paragraphs (b), (c), and
(dj of this section shall comply with one
of the following, except as provided in
paragraphs (e), (). (g), (h), (i), (i). (k). and
(1) of this section.

- - - - *

(b) Electric utility stationary gas
turbines with a heat input at peak load
greater than 107.2 gigajoules per hour
(100 million Btu/hour) based on the
lower heating value of the fuel fired
shall comply with the provisions of
§ 60.332(a)(1).

(d) Stationary gas turbines with a
manufacturer's rated base load at ISO
conditions of 30 megawatts or less
except as provided in § 60.332(b) shall
comply with § 60.332(a)(2).

(j) Stationary gas turbines with a heat
input at peak load greater than 107.2
gigajoules per hour that commenced
construction, modification, or
reconstruction hetween the dates of
October 3, 1977, and January 27, 1982,
and were required in the September 10,
1979, Federal Register (44 FR 52792} to
comply with § 60.332(a)(1), except
electric utility stationary gas turbines,
are exempt from paragraph (a) of this
section.

(k) Stationary gas turbines with a heat
input greater than or equal to 10.7
gigajoules per hour (10 million Btu/hour)
when fired with natural gas are exempt
from paragraph (a)(2) of this section
wh;an being fired with an emergency
fuel.

(1) Regenerative cycle gas turbines
with a heat input less than or equal to
107.2 gigajoules per hour (100 million
Btu/hour) are exempt from paragraph
(a) of this section.

3. Section 60.334 is amended by
adding paragraph (c)(4) as follows:

§ 60.334 Monitoring of operations.
- - - - -

(c) L

(4) Emergency fuel. Each period
during which an exemption provided in

§ 60.332(k) is in effect shall be included
in the report required in § 60.7(c). For
each period, the type, reasons, and
duration of the firing of the emergency
fuel shall be reported.

(Sec. 114 of the Clean Air Act as amended (42
U.S.C. 1857¢-9))

|FR Doe. 82-2002 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|]

BILLING CODE 6560-26-M

40 CFR Part 162
[OPP-30056; PH-FRL~2031-3]

Pesticide Chemical Active Ingredients;
Registration Standards Ranking
Scheme Results

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
AcTION: Notice of availability.

suMMARY: This notice announces the
availability of the document containing
the order in which EPA has ranked the
use clusters containing all pesticide
active ingredients to be reviewed under
the Registration Standard Program. The
ranking order of clusters of chemicals
with similar use patterns was based on
the production and exposure of pesticide
active ingredients within each cluster.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Arty Williams, Special Pesticide Review
Division (TS-791), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, Rm. 722, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson
Davis Highway, Arlington, VA 22202
(703-557-3043). )

Copy of the document may be
obtained through the person named
above.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), EPA is
required to review the approximately
40,000 pesticide products currently
registered in order to determine whether
they pose unreasonable effects on man
or the environment. EPA issued an
Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (ANPR) published in the
Federal Register of December 26, 1979
(44 FR 76311) entitled "Registration
Standards for the Registration of
Pesticides" which indicated that it
would review these products based on
their active ingredients. EPA then
proposed a registration standard
ranking scheme to order the registration
standard reviews of pesticide active
ingredients based on the production and
exposure of clusters of chemicals with
similar use patterns. This ranking
scheme was published in the Federal -
Register of November 14, 1980 (45 FR
75488).
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The administrative record for the
Registration Standards Ranking Scheme
for the Registration of Pesticides,
including comments, is available for
public review in the Document Control
Office, Rm. E-107, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460, from 8:00 a.m. to
4:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, except
legal holidays. 3

Dated: December 23, 1981.

Edwin L. Johnson,

Directlor, Office of Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc, 82-1445 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

40 CFR Part 180
[PP 1E2499/R391; PH-FRL 2036-8]

Tolerances and Exemptions From
Tolerances for Pesticide Chemicals In
or On Raw Agricultural Commodities;
Atrazine

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes
tolerances for the combined residues of
the herbicide atrazine and its
metabolites in or on the raw agricultural
commodities orchardgrass and
orchardgrass hay. This regulation to
establish the maximum permissible level
for the combined residues of atrazine in
or on the commodities was requested by
the Interregional Research Project No, 4
(IRA).

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on January 27,
1982.

ADDRESS: Written comments may be
submitted to the Hearing Clerk,
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm.
3708, 401 M St. SW., Washington, DC
204860.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald Stubbs, Emergency Response
Section, Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA 22022, (703-
557-7123).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA
issued a notice of proposed rulemaking
published in the Federal Register of
November 4, 1981 (46 FR 54771) which
announced that IR-4, New Jersey
Agricultural Experiment Station, PO Box
231, Rutgers University, New Brunswick,
NJ 08903 on behalf of the IR—4 Technical
Committee and the Agricultural
Experiment Station of Oregon, had
submitted a pesticide petition (PP
1E2499) proposing that 40 CFR 180.220
be amended by the establishment of
tolerances for the combined residues of

the herbicide atrazine (2-chloro-4-
ethylamino-8-isopropylamino-s-triazine)
and its metabolites 2-amino-4-chloro-6-
ethylamino-s-triazine, 2-amino-4-chloro-
6-isopropylamino-s-triazine and 2-
chloro-4,6-diamino-s-triazine in or on the
raw agricultural commodities
orchardgrass and orchardgrass hay at 15
parts per million (ppm).

There were no comments received in
response to this notice of proposed
rulemaking.

The data submitted in the petition and
other relevant material have been
evaluated, The toxicology and chemistry
pertaining to this regulation were given
in the notice of proposed rule (46 FR
54771, November 4, 1981).

The herbicide is considered useful for
the purpose for which the tolerances are
sought, and it is concluded that the
tolerances will protect the public health.
Therefore, the tolerances are
established as set forth below.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may, on or before February
286, 1982, file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, at the address given
above. Such objections should be
submitted in quintuplicate and specify
the provisions of the regulation deemed
objectionable and the grounds for the
objections. If a hearing is requested, the
objections must state the issues for the
hearing and the grounds for the
objections. A hearing will be granted if
the objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficient to justify the relief
sought.

As required by Executive Order 12201,
the EPA has determined that this rule is
not a “Major" rule and therefore does
not require a Regulatory Impact
Analysis. In addition, the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) has
exempted this proposed regulation from
the OMB review requirements of
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to
section 8(b) of that Order.

Pursuant to the requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 801-612), the
Administrator has determined that
regulations establishing new tolerances
or raising tolerance levels or
establishing exemptions from tolerance
requirements do not have a significant
economic impact on a‘substantial
number of small entities. A certification
statement to this effect was published in
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (48
FR 24950).

Effective on: January 27, 1982,

(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346{a)(e)))

Dated: January 13, 1982,
Edwin L. Johnson,
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Therefore, 40 CFR 180.220(b) is
amended by adding and alphabetically
inserting the commodities orchardgrass
and orchardgrass hay to read as follows:

§ 180.220 Atrazine; tolerances for
residues.
- * * - *
(b) . » .
Commodity Faris pat
Orchardg 15
Orchardgrass, hay 15

[FR Doc. 82-2061 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

40 CFR Part 180

[PP BE2075, 9E2219/R392; PH-FRL 2036-7]

Tolerances and Exemptions From
Tolerances for Pesticide Chemicals in
or on Raw Agricuitural Commodities;

Oryzalin
AGENCY: Environmental Protection

Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes
tolerances for the combined residues of
the herbicide oryzalin and its
metabolites in or on the raw agricultural
commodities sweet potatoes and peas
(succulent). This regulation to establish
the maximum permissible level for
residues of oryzalin in or on the
commodities was requested by the
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR-
4),

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on January 27,
1982,

ADDRESS: Written objections may be
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110),
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm.
3708, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC
20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald Stubbs, Emergency Response
Section, Registration Division (TS-
767C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm.
502B, CM# 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
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Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, (763-
557-7123).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA
issued a notice of proposed rule
published in the Federal Register of
November 3, 1981 (46 FR 54584) which
announced that the IR-4, New [ersey
Agricultural Experiment Station, P.O.
Box 231, Rutgers University, New
Brunswick, N] 08903 had submitted
pesticide petitions (PP OE2075) on
behalf of the IR—4 Technical Committee
and the Agricultural Experiment
Stations of Arkansas, Georgia,
Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Texas, and Virginia; and (PP 9E2219) on
behalf of the IR—4 Technical Committee
and the Agricultural Experiment
Stations of Michigan, Minnesota, New
York, and Wisconsin, proposing that 40
CFR 180.304 be amended by the
establishment of tolerances for residues
of the herbicide oryzalin (3,5-dinitro-NV4,
N4-dipropylsulfanilamide) in or on the
raw agricultural commodities sweet
potatoes (PP 8E2075) and peas
(succulent) PP 9E2219) at 0.05 part per
million (ppm).

There were no comments received in
response to this notice of proposed
rulemaking.

The data submitted in the petition and
other relevant material have been
evaluated. The toxicology and chemistry
data pertaining to this regulation were
given in the notice of proposed
rulemaking (46 FR 54584, November 3,
1981). In that notice, the acceptable
daily intake (ADI) and maximum
permissible intake (MPI) were listed
incorrectly; the ADI is calculated to be
0.0094 mg/kg bw/day and the MPI for a
60-kg person is calculated to be 0.5625
mg/day. The reference to a May 11, 1979
Federal Register notice should be
deleted since that notice discussed a 1
percent incremental increase in the
theoretical maximum contribution
(TMRC) whereas the November 3, 1981
proposed rule was discussing a 1
percent increase in the percentage of
ADI utilized.

The herbicide is considered useful for
the purpose for which the tolerances are
sought, and it is concluded that the
tolerances will protect the public health.
Therefore, the tolerances are
established as set forth below.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may, on or before February
26, 1982, file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, at the address given
above. Such abjections should be
submitted in quintuplicate and specify
the provisions of the regulation deemed
objectionable and the grounds for the
objections. If a hearing is requested, the

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

As required by Executive Order 12291,
the EPA has determined that this rule is
not a “Major” rule and therefore does
not require a Regulatory Impact
Analysis. In addition, the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB] has
exempted this proposed regulation from
the OMB review requirements of
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to
section 8(b) of that Order.

Pursuant to the requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96—
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the
Administrator has determined that
regulations establishing new tolerances
or raising tolerance levels or
establishing exemptions from tolerance
requirements do not have significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. A certification
statement to this effect was published in
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46
FR 24950).

Effective on: January 27, 1982.

(Sec. 408(¢), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346(a)(e)))
Dated: January 13, 1982.

Edwin L. Johnson,

Director; Office of Pesticide Programs.

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Therefore, 40 CFR 180.304 is amended
by adding and alphabetically inserting
the commodities sweet potatoes and
peas (succulent) to read as follows:

§180.304 Oryzalin; tolerances for
residues.

* * * * *

Commodity P'-"n Gos
Peas (succul 0.05
Sweet potatoes 0.05

|FR Doc. 82-2060 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 67

National Flood Insurance Program;
Final Flood Elevation Determinations;
Alaska et al.

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Final base (100-year) flood
elevations are listed below for selected
locations in the nation. :

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required either to adept or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify er remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM),
showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the community.

ADDRESSES: See table below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Robert G. Chappell, National Flood
Insurance Program, (202] 287-0230,
Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20472,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Emergency Management
Agency gives notice of the final
determination of flood elevation for
each community listed.

This final rule is issued in accordance
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67). An
opportunity for the community or
individuals to appeal this determination
to or through the community for a period
of ninety (90) days has been provided.
No appeals of the proposed base flood
elevations were received from the
community or from individuals within
the community.

The Agency has developed criteria for
flood plain management in floodprone
areas in accordance with 44 CER Part
60.
Pursuant to the provisions of 5§ U.S.C.
605(b), the Associate Director, to whom
authority has been delegated by the
Director, Federal Emergency
Management Agency, hereby certifies
that the (final) flood elevation
determinations, if promulgated, will not
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. A
flood elevation determination under
section 1363 forms the basis for new
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a
local community, will govern future
construction within the flood plain area.
The elevation determinations, however,
impose no restriction unless and until
the local community voluntarily adopts
flood plain ordinances in accord with
these elevations. Even if ordinances are
adopted in compliance with Federal
standards, the elevations prescribe how




Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Rules and Regulations

3773

high to build in the flood plain and do
not proscribe development. Thus, this
action only forms the basis for future

impact.

local actions. It imposes no new '
requirement; of itself it has no economic

FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS

The final base (100-year) flood

elevations Tor selected locations are:

#Depth in
feet above
round.
*Elevation
State Clty/town/ county Source of flooding Location in feet
(NGVD)
**Elevation
in feet
(MLEW).
Alaska P burg  (city), Wrangell-Py g Division, | Frederick Sound 300 feet east from the intersection of Sandy Beach 21
FEMA-8121. Road and Quarry Road.
200 feet north ‘from the intersection of Sandy Beach 27
Road and Boundary Street.
Wrangell Narrows 50 feet west from the intersection of Harbor Way and =21
F Street.
mswmcammwm.mmmmm
** Mean Lower Low Water Datum,
A | Sitka (city & borough), Sitka Division, FEMA-6121 .........| Sitka Sound, Thimbleberry Bay to | 100 feet west from the intersection of Siginaka Way 415
Starrigavan Bay. and Katlian Avenue,
Al the intersection of Halibut Point State Road and **25
Harbor Mountain Road,
200 Feet southeast from the intersection of Marine #1
I and Lincoin Streets.
Indian River ... L -{ At the center of the Sawmill Creek Road crossing of *e25
Indian River.
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 304 Lake Streel, Sitka, Alaska.
** Mean Lower Low Water Datum.
ANZONA......viismsisisssssssnenmrs] NBVBjO County {unincorporated areas), FEMA-6124...... Billy Creek 30 feet up from center of Peterson Road cross- *6707
ing.
- Black Canyon Wash................emmmn At the intersection of State Highway 260 and Black *8438
Canyon Wash.
B8 Wash 50 ups from center of State Highway 260 *6431
Littie Colorado River At the inte ol 1 Highway 40 and Little *4855
Colorado River (vicinity. of Winsiow)
At the intersection of Canary Avenue and Littie Colo- *5158
rado River (vicinity ol Woodruff).
Pinedale Wash At the in of Pin Road and Pinedale *6408
Wash,
Porter Canyon Draw. 50 feet up from center of McLaws Road cross- *5073
ing.
Siver Creek Al the int ‘of Sh y Road and Silver Creek.. *5672
Show LOW Croek ... ecmmmisssserssssns 1070 feet up from 1t with Mead: *6346
View Wash, al the Intersection of Show Low Creek
and City of Show Low corporate limit.
Town Wash At the int ion of Oid State Highway 260 and ‘8308
Town Wash. .
Wainut Guich Creek Al the int ction of Nad Drive and Walnut Guich *6937
Creok.
Whiting Creek. 30 feel o from center of MclLaws Road *5095
Crossing. 2
30 feet upstream from center of McLaws Road cross- *5097
ing.
mmumnwummwm:"j y 77, Holbrook, Asiz
CalfOMIB..ooorrosears .| EiKE (City) Humboldt County, FEMA-6129 Martin Slough Faitway Drive crossing the channei (downsiream *10
Umméﬂeolmnmmﬂudwummm ‘14
Martin Slough Tri y C Approxi ly 550 féet up from mouth .. *13
Mwswamtuhwﬁmalbemmdmwsai K Street, Ewreka, California.
Calif Suisun City (city), Solano County, FEMA-5129.............. Suisun Slough [ of Elwood and School Street... 7
Intersection of Alder and Cherry Streets. ... L 4
Dolphin Court A
Laurel Creek I ion of Mergar Drive and Sunset Avenue. *12
Intersection #
4 ‘8
#
7
CalONMIR....ovcsruisiesiicnsnniooriio Tehama County (unincorporated aroas), FEMA-6094....| Sacramento River (Near Tehama) ....| Intersaction of River Avenue and Tehama and Vina 221
Road.
Sacramento River (Near Red BIuff)..| Intersection of Peach Tree Lane and Gilmore Ranch | «  *287
Road.
East Sand Slough. [ 272
Samson Slough *269
Paynes Creek Slough *269
Sacramento River (Near Bend)......... *319
Sacramento River (Near Lake Cali- *360
fornia).
Brickyard Croek .| Along the center of Baker Road just north of the City 315
of Red Blutf corporate limits.
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#Depth in
feet above
ound.
A ation
State City/town/county Source of flooding Location (:’\Glsgl)
**Elevation
in feet
(MLLW).
Reeds Creek At the ups! fimit of ok d study, just upstream *276
(west) of the City of Red Bluff corporate fimits.
hopper Creek b 200 and 1200 feet upstream of County 2688
Route 8A, and just south of the City of Red Biuff
corporate limits.
Jewett Creek 50 feet dc from center of Houghton Avenue.... ‘274
Maps available for inspection at Department of Public Works, Road Dept., San Benito Avenue, Gerber, Calffornia.
Ci ticut. Stafford, town, Toltand County: (Docket No. FEMA- | Furnace Brook D¢ Com Limits *522
6147).
Approximately 2,700' upstream of Corporate Limits......... *540
Orcuttville Road (up *550
Leonard Road and Riverside Dam (upstream)................ | *584
Pinney School Road (up: ) *602
Hydeville Road (upst ) ‘621
State Route 19 (East Street) (first crossing, upstream)... “635
State Route 19 (East Street) (second crossing, up- *661
stream).
‘,, 1010‘ of Upper Road ......ccouened ‘683
Middle River e Limits *505
Shle Route 190 (Wost Staﬂord Road) (wstreem) ......... *513
\pp Y up *526
Edson Brook *505
511
*520
*535
Crystal Lake Brook *535
*577
Sme Route 30 (vasm Lake Fload) (upstream)........eed | *587
ly 2,700 of State Route 30 ‘612
(CtyNal Lake Road)
¢ i ly 2,280° up: of Handel Road.....c........ *622
Maps available for inspection at the Stafford Zoning Office, 1 Memorial Town Hall, Stafford Springs, Connecticut.
c icut Statlord S borough, Tolland County (Docket | WIlIMantc RIVEF ... COMPOrate limits *452
No. FEMA—61‘7)
Filter Corporation Bridge (upstream side) *463
Confluence of Furnace Brook and Middle River. *469
Furnace Brook Confluance with WIllImantic FIVES ..........wmmmmesssssssrsse *469
Cyrilt Mill Dam (ups! side) *495
Corporate limits *522
Middie River Confiy with WIlIMantic RIVEF ......cowirmsimssssassissaned *469
West Street (d side) *493
Corporate limits *505
Maps available for inspection at the Statford Springs Zoning Office, 1 Memorial Town Hall, Stafford Springs, Connecticut.
Florida City of Brooksville, H do County (FEMA-6143) ....... Ponding Area 1 A i ly 300 feet south of Piccadilly Street and N
leedde deo Intersection.
Ponding Area 2 450 feet northwest of Howell Avenue *99
“and Summit Drive Intersection.
Approximately 450 feet north and 75 feet east of Kelly *97
Street and Bell Avenue Intersection.
Just east of Intersection of Seaboard Coast Line *110
| Railroad and Oak Dale Avenue extended.
.| Intersection of Palm Avenue and Lamar Avenue............ - *100
nately 300 feet east of Main Street and Rus- *129
“sell Street Intersection.
wpmmwsoommau.s.mnm 112
Road Intersection.
wunolusnomaumdlsweetmmscﬁon ....... *113
\pproxi ly 225 feet east of Intersection of Candie- *78
fight Boulevard and corporate limits.
.| Just northwest of U.S. Route 41 and State Road 577 *89
msecﬂon
ly 450 feet northeast of U.S. Route 41 *00
UtdS!ateRoadsnlmemcﬂonabngus Route
41.
... Just northwest of U.S. Route 41 and State Road 577 ‘90
Intersection.
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 26 South B ille A Brooksville,
Georg Unincorporated areas of L des County (FEMA- | With River Approxi ly 1500" up of U.S. Highway 84 and ‘14
6143). 221.
Just downstream of Interstate Highway 75.......cccd *130
Approximately 600 feet downstream of U.S. Highway *133
7.
*139
Little River *128
Mud S p Creek *156

*167
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#Depth in
feet above
" ound.
? tion
State City/town/county Source of ficoding Location ('i:\ Gfsg)
in feet
(MLLW).
Just dowr of State Highway 31 171
Just upstream of Interstate Highway 75...... ‘183
Alirport Tributary Just d of Copeland Road. 174
Dukes Bay Drainage Canal................ Just downstream of Southern Railway Spur .. ‘168
Knights Creek Just up of County Road 19 *188
Just up of US. Highway 221 (State Highway *196
31).
Maps available for in at Lowndes County C: usa, Patterson Street, Valdosta, Georgia 31601.
Georgi Unincorporated areas of Tift County (FEMA-6143)....._..| Little River Just up: of U.S. Highway 319......cccmecusmerreirserssssssnnd *249
Just downstream of U.S. Highway 82 (State Highway *262
50).
. Just upstream Seaboard Coast Line Railroad... *268
New River Just up! of County Road 92 ‘314
Just downstream of Ferry Lake Road (County Road *322
72).
o))" %Y, VORI (e Just downstream of Bill Bowen Road............. *318
Just upstream of Old Ocilla Road (FAS 1981 *337
Gum Creek Just up of State Highway 125 *310
Just upstream of Vemon Road *325
Mmmmmmmnmmmmammm Avenus, Tifton, Georgia 31783,
issssnmerissieemns| (V) Carbon ‘Ciiff, Rock Island County (Docket NO. | ROCK RIVEE.........vessssressecsemssermrssssssened Just downstream of State Route 84 *575
FEMA-8129). Just upstream of State Route 84 *576
About 1.4 miles upstream of , Rock Island and 577
Pacific Railroad.
Maps available for inspection at the Clerk’s Office, Village Hall, 106 First Avenue, Carbon Cliff, Illinois,
IS 1eveersrssmrsssrmmenesnanen] (V) Lisbon, Kendall County (Docket No. FEMA-6144) ... North Arm Saratoga Creek ... About 150 feet downstream of earth dam.............c *655
Just up: of earth dam *661
Uy P limits. ‘670
Maps avaifable for inspection at the Lisbon Implement Company, Lisbon, lilinois.
L ) S A B e | (V) Millington, Kendall and LaSalle Counties (DOCKE! | FOX RIVEL.........ccoweorerooeesseosesseeeseeress About 3150 feet downstream of Bridge Street *555
No. FEMA-6129). About 1300 feet upstream of Bridge Street *557
B e e Mouth at Fox River, *557
About 1450 feet of Buiing *562
Railroad.
Mapawmmmwmmmcmwsomuwon.m -
Hiinois V)N Kendall County (Docket No. FEMA-5144) .| Clear Creek At d P limits ‘618
About 750 feet upstream of Chicago Road...................... *646
Al upstry P fimits ‘684
at the Municipal Building, N Illinois.
| (V) Oswego, Kendall County (Docket NO. FEMA= | FOX RIVEr i | About 2800 feet downstream of Washington Street ......., *598
6129), -
About 2700 feet upstream of Washington Street............ = *604
Waubansee Creek.............cmmmssesred Mouth at Fox River *602
Just upstream of dam near Madison Street ‘621
About 180 feet upstream of U.S. Route 34 ....................... *638
Maps avallable for inspection at the Clerk’s Office, Village Hall, 113 Main Street, Oswego, lliinots.
linois ........... (G) Yorkvilie, Kendall County (Dockal NO. FEMA- | FOX RIVEC........oooooioiioosooooo -.{ About 1.2 miles downstream of Bridge Street................... *575
6129).
Just upstream of Glen D. Palmer Dam *579
About 1500 feet upstream of Glen D. Palmer Dam *580
Blackberry Creek At i with Fox River *578
About 600 feet upstream of River Road .. *586
Just downstream of U.S. Route 34........... *606
About 4300 feet upstream of U.S. Route 34 *615
Maps available for inspection at the Clerk's Office, Water Tower, 810 Tower Lane, Yorkville, lilinois,
Indiana.... .o vimsrinne (C) Jasper, DuBois County (Docket No. FEMA-8129)....| Patoka RIVEF..........cmmmemsccssiessmsssss About 0.5 mile downstream of U.S. Route 231 *452
About 0.25 mile downstream of State Route 162.... *459
About 3.45 miles upstream of 15th Street.... *468
Straight River Just upstream of i with Patoka.River *454
About 0,39 mile up of A Road *455
Jahn Creek Just up of fluence with Straight River,. *455
Just downsteam of Hope Straet..... 465
Just upstream of State Route 162. 1 *469
Just downstream of Meridian Road (about 0.34 mile *469
upstream of State Route 162),
Maps availabie for inspection at the City Hall, 606 Main Street, Jasper, Indiana.
L T ) (C) Portage, Porter County (Docket No. FEMA-6124)...| Crisman Ditch At confh With WIllow Brook.........c..cammisiisisiasissiins ‘619
) About 150 feet upstream of confluence with Willow *623
Brook.
Just downstream of Central Avenue.. re27
Just upstream of Central Avenue... *633
About 700 feet up of Central *633
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
# th in
feet gove
S Ci Source of ficoding Location : in feet
tate /iown/coun ce ocal
o v {NGVD).
**Elevation
in fest
(MLLW).
Willow Creek At mouth. “594
. About 1100 feet upstream of Meiton Road... *600
Just d of Conrail *610
Just upstream of Interstate 80 and 90 ........ccommssssenins ‘615
About 1300 feet up: of Mulberry A *620
Just ups of Stone A *625
About 4000 feet upstream of Lute ROad ........ccccevvevrcinne *634
Lenburg Ditch At mouth 626
About 0.39 mile upstream of mouth *628
About 140 feet downstream of Stone Avenue *630
Rc Ditch Just dowr ‘810
Just upstream of Earth Dam *622
Just upstream of Interstate 80 and 80 ‘628
3 About 600 feet upstream of Airport Road.. *632
East Arm Little Calumet River Just upstr of S Road *504
About 0.52 mile upstream of confluence of Salt Creek... *596
BUMS WALETWAY ...corriremsisrmmsssesrsrnersisss Mouth at Lake Michigan *584
Just upstream of Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad..... *589
At confluence of East Arm Little Calumet River *581
Little C: River. At conf) of East Arm Littie Calumet River *591
Abgn 0.2 mile upstream of confluence of *585
eek.
Salt Creek At confl with East Arm Little Calumet River.... *595
About 500 feet up of | 94 *802
Just downstream of Porter Road *608
Just downstream of Interstate 80 and 90 .......cuumniceers 617
Maps available for inspection at the City Engineer’s Office, Town Hall, 6070 Central Avenue, Portage, Indiana. Send comments to Honorable John Williams, Mayov.CﬂyolPoﬂage Town Hall,
6070 Central Avenue, Portage, Indiana 46368.
BOWR eresnroemensssssssccceneeemennssss| (C) - Cresemt, Pottawattamie County (Docket No. | Ci nt Creek About 400 feat of Ui d Street *1,005
FEMA-6129).
About 350 feet upstream of State Highway 183... *1,015
About 0.45 mile upstream of State Highway 183 *1,024
Shallow Flooding (Overflow From | Within corporate limits. a3
Pigeon Creek).
Maps available for inspection at the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, Crescent, lowa.
fowa ] (C) Mind P County (Docket NO. | Keg Creek ........oimmismmssisssssisssinn About 2,300 feet downstream of County Road L-66...... *1,181
|~ FEMA-6124). About 2,000 feet upstream of County Road L-66 *1,186
Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, Minden, lowa.
lowa (C), Underwood, Pottawattamie County (Docket No. | M ito Creek About 1.0 mile downstream of Third Street.........c.ccuuwnnnd *1,057
FEMA-8129), About sooomtmeammrm Street *1,065
Mosquito Creek Bypass.......mn .| At confl with A Creek *1,064
At ups! P fimits *1,088
Maps avallable for inspection at the City Hall, P.O. Box 40, Underwood, lowa.
T I S| (Uninc.), Shawnee County (Docket No. FEMA-8129) ... Kansas River. App ly 0.2 mile o of the east county *861
App ly 2.9 miles up of the east county 871
boundary.
Just downstream of the east corporate limit of the City 876
of Topeka.
ly 1.2 mi ok of the west cor- *892
poraw llmlt of the Clly of Topeka.
4.6 miles up of the west corpo- *906
rate fimit of the City of Topeka.
Just downstream of the west county boundary. *931
Wakarusa River Just up of the Kansas Turnpike.. *1,018
Apptoximale!y 8,400 feet upstream *1,020
Tumpike.
North Branch Wakarusa River........... Almemnu'h *1,017
100 feet up: *1,020
Appro:dmmsaooleetupetrwnolssmsum 4 *1,043
Halfday Creek ely 2,250 feet downstream of Northwest ‘887
35th Street.
Approximately 500 feet upstream of the downstream *9804
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad.
250 feet d of the up *931
Ctmqo Rock Island and Pacific Railroad.
Approximaltely 100 feet upstream of Northwest 62nd ‘842
Just upstream of Northwest 78th Street ... 979
Approximalery 2,800 feet upstream of Northwest 86th *1.019
Juudownstreamotmenorthwnwbounduy *1.048
Indian Creek Al the limits of the City of Topeka........cc.cc.. ‘882
App ly 500 feet d of 43rd *910
Just up of Northeast 43rd Street *915
Ap&“mdnmew 500 feet upstream of Northeast 58th *953
L
Approximately 500 feet upstream of Northeast 62nd *064
App ly 200 feet up of Topeka Avenue...... *882
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#Depth in
feet above
atound.
*Elevation
State City/town/county Source of Hlooding Location (':\ Gtseol,
**Elevation
in leet
(MLLW)
Approximately 3,400 feet upstream of Northwest 74th *1,020
Street.
Approximately 2,600 feet upstream of Northwest 82nd *1,0M
Street.
Shunganunga Creek. At mouth, 874
Just d of the corp fimits of the City of 877
Topeka.
Approximately 4,700 feet dow of W ‘946
Road.
Just dow of War Road *954
Stinson Creek At mouth. ‘874
Approxi y 150 feet d¢ of US, Route 40.... ‘874
App ly 100 feet up: of U.S. Route 40 ' *880
Abour 150 loel downs!ream of interstate 70........ *908
rately 350 feet upstr of Interstate 70.., *820
AppronmaleOy 200 feet upstream of the upstream *960
crossing of Tecumseh Road.
Ti h Creek At the mouth. ‘872
App ly 200 feet d of Laurel Road........ *873
App ly 100 feet up of Laurel Road ... ‘879
Appr ly 300 feet d of | 0t *899
Approxi ly 250 feet up: of It 70 *912
Approxil ly 150 feet o of Southeast 26th *928
Streel.
Approximately 200 feet upstream of Southeast 20th *839
Street.
Approximately 4,500 feet upstream of Southeast 28th *044
Stroet.
Approaummely 200 feet upstream ol Southeast 37th 973
Appromidys i 6,500 feet upstream of Southeast 37th *988
treet,
Cr08S Croek .......oovvvsismmmersmssmseneeseess] Al the mouth, ‘918
Appr y 350 feet upstr of the up *930
corporate fimit of the City of Rossville.
Shallow " Flooding (Overflow From Intersection of Rossville Road and Northwest 54th #3
Cross Creek). Streel.
Maps available for inspection at the Zoning Commission, County Courthouse, 7th and Quincy, Topeka, Kansas.
Massachusetts ... , Town, Worcester County (Docket No. | Mumford River D Comp Limits ‘321
FEMA-6147), Upstream of North Street 341
Downstream of Cook Street *364
) of M Street *376
Upstream C Limits *389
Southwick Brook Conﬂuanoe with Mumford VO L e trovrotote et porerilh o *ar77
Upstream of Hunt Pond Dam *407
Up of Corp Limits *425
MmmawofammmmeMMmm&MMMm
M h H k, Town, Berkshire County (Docket No. | West Branch Green RVEr ... Corporate Limits *1,001
FEMA-8012). Approxi y 2,900° upstn C Limits.............] *1.028
Firs! Private Drive (upst *1.085
2,500 of first Private Drive........ *1.107
Second Pﬂvale Drive ll' ) *1,142
App y 4,600' upstream of d Private Drive | *1,215
Kinc k Croek C Limits 955
Downstream crossing State Route 43 (Upstream)........... *988
Private Drive (Up *1,020
Upstream aossmg Suh Route 43 (Upstream) ................ *1,024
Potter M i *1,035
MmthhmnMTmm.ﬂwhﬂ.Hmmwa
Massachuselts.............| Lee, Town, Berkshire County (Docket No. FEMA- | Hov ic River Dow Corp Limits *834
6147). Willow Mill Dam (Upstream) ‘847
Meadow Street (Up ‘851
App y 3,000" ok of i with *861
Goose Pond Brook.
Confiuance with Goose Pond Brook...............cv. e *870
Interstate 90 (Upstream) ‘879
. Convail Bridge (Up ‘889
Columbia Mill Dam (D eam) 803
Columbia Mill Dam (Upstream)...... ‘916
Conﬂumeo of nhinglon 825
*955
‘058
Goose Pond Brook. *870
*894
*915
“983
871
Bames Brook *880
‘885
*900
‘916
i y 2, *944
East Street (Up 1) 970
Mad River Approximately 1,200’ ups of confk with Hop ‘855
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#Depth In
fost above
*Elevation
State City/town/county Source of flooding Location in feet
(NGVD).
“*Elavation
in feet
(MLLW).
Approximately 2,800' upstream of confluence with Hop 878
Brook.
Hop Brook G with HOUSBIONIC RIVEN ....ocoeecscrsnsssssirsssssssrans) *855
Corp LIS ... 856
. Maps available for inspection at the Lee Town Hall, Main Street, Lee, Massachusetts.
" h Stougt Town, Norfolk County, {Docket No. FEMA- | Steep Hill Brook D e of Erin Road ‘114
6725). Upstream of Mill Street *128
Upstr of Bitus Road *148
Confluence of Tributary 10 Steep Hill Brook ... e *155
Up of S vth Pond Dam *173
Upstream of Brittons Dam *183
Downstream of Sheehan Street ... =S 187
Tributary 10 Steep Hill BEOOK ... CONMIGNCE With S108D HIll BIOOK....ccovcrseererrresscssirssrrmmssssnn *165
Approximately 1,000° upstream of West Street............... *157
Redwing Brook limits. *183
Upstream of Drive *182
Approximately 1,000" upstream of Pine Drive........uwed *205
Dorch Brook D Bmits. *180
Approximately 3,300' upsteam of downsiream corpo- 182
Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Town Engineer, Town Hail, Stoughton, Massachusetts.
M husetts Sudb Town, Middiesex County (Dockel No. | Sudbury River D Ci Limits. 122
FEMA-8012). Upstream Corporate Limits (furthest upstream cross- *124
(37 0 1 T— e TR R T L S 123
150’ downstream of Boston Post 08 ... *130
Upstream of Codger Lane *139
Upstream of Dutton ROAd D&M .........c.rvmrecrmresermmvees ) *159
Downstream of Dutton Road (Upstream crossing) .......... *168
Upstream of Cart Road Dam .. a, RO N *187
?oumn-rn of Caivin Howe Pond Dam ... ‘108
P P L *213
Landh Brook D Corporate Limits *123
Upstream Corporate Limits *134
Dudiey Brook G with Hop Brook *139
Upstream of Horse Pond ROBd ... o *149
900’ upstream of Bent ROAd ....covvvceuserses *155
T e o s R S e .| Confluence with Hop Brook *148
Upstream of Hudson ‘168
175" downstream of Feirbanks Road........ 175
PRTY BrOOK ..vcovssecccssmmsisissasmsssssessssssees] GONTUIGNCE with Sudbury River 122
Approximately 100’ upstream of Mariborough Road ... "142
Maps avaliable for inspection at the Otfice of the Sudbury Town Clerk, Sudbury, Massachusetts.
MassachusSetts ... Sutton, Town, Worcester County (Docket No, FEMA- | Bla River Downstream Corporate Limits. *318
6147). “| D Chase Road *329
Upstream Limits. ‘341
Dark Brook ..| Confluence with Mumford River. *438
Downstream Tucker's Pond Dam......iecssicsinnd t444
Upstream end of Tucker's Pond. *459
Mumford River . Downstream Ct Limits, *312
Sutton/Douglas Corporate e a i *318
Uxbridge/Sutton Corporate Limits....... woose ‘389
Up ford Road *397
Upstream side of up g of M " *455
Road.
Spring Brook Confi with Black River. ‘327
D Boston Road. *372
Approximately 200’ upstr of d dam *391
Maps available for inspection at the Sutton Elementary School, Sutton, Massachusetts.
Massachusotts ....................| Wayland, Town, Middlesex County (Docket No. | Sudbury River D Limits. 122
FEMA-8020). Corporate Limits. *126
Pine Brook with Sudbury River. *123
Upstream of the confluence with Hayward Brook *123
[T ] | oy Pine Brook......c.... RATNESIARIEN, SRambiss *123
Downstream of Claypit Hill Road. *130
Hayward Brook Confi with Pine Brook..... — ‘123
Downstream of Boston Post Road........w il *127
Upstream of Boston Post Road. *137
Upstream of Rich Valley ROBd ... issssssssed ‘148
Upstream of Boston and Maine Raillroad ... 157
Snake Brook Up of C aith A (downstream *139
crossing).
Upstream of Main Street ‘148
Downstream of C aith A (Up *160
crossing).
Upstream of Ct alth A *166
Thompson Street 172
Maps available for inspection at the Wayland Town Clerk’s Office, Town Hall, Wayland, Massachusetts. ]
Massachusetts West Brookfield, Town, Worcester County (Docket | Quaboag RIVEF..........cmnin| DOWNSEroam Corporate Limits........... *603
No. FEMA-5968). Upstream *605
AR BIFOOK 1osssssossssossesseciiommmmmiermressssoiose Confluence with g f RN ol o S—— *603
Directly downstream of Shay ROad......o i o *807
Directly do of Tyler Road 617
Approximately 2,100° upstream of Tyler Road ... ‘827
Directly upstream of Farm Brdge.............smismssssmsisend *834
Downstream of Wickaboag Valley Road (Upstream *638
crossing).
Upstream Corporate Limits *644
Coys Brook. Confluence with Quaboag River *605
Upstream of Conrail 608
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued
#Depth
feo! above
! *Elevation
State Clty/town/county Source of flooding Location (P.O‘G'\’.'D)
*Elevation
in feot
(MLLW),
Up of Conrall. 600
l';'_ Ci P Limits. ‘617
Maps available st the Office of the Planning Board, Town Hall, West Brookfield, Massachusetts.
MasSachUSOUS ............ccemmnens | West Stockbridga, Town, Berkshire County (Docket | Willams River Up: Barington Road (State Route 41) ......... *854
No. FEMA-8012). Downstream Main Alford 868
B natoly 450° up of Logging Road ............. o *880
Upstream Hotel *803
Cone Brook D Cone Hill Road *814
Approximately 800° up Farm Road 524
Maps avaliable for Inspection at the Town Hall, Main Strest, West Stockbridge, Massachusatts,
Michigan. )8 yn, County (Docket No, FEMA- | River Raisin About 100 feet d of Mill Street ‘045
6144), . Just d y *051
Goose Creek Al & Himit *845
A w limit ‘948
MMUWGNMMMWM&WW
Michigan...... mmmmmwmmlmaﬁ~mmm4mmm l *578
8144).
mmuwummummmmm.mm
Michig | A _wmmmmlr— y Crook | About 900 feet downstream of Convaii...._. *637
| 6144), | About 0.7 mile upstream of Main St ,.........ow.... *644
m-n-qommoﬁnuuvmmvmmmmm
©), T L (Docket No. FEMA- | River Raisin Just of East Ruseoll ROAd .............cccocrunnes ‘744
e 8144). 2y Just Jownatroam of STaNCiEh DAM ...........co.ciceersrrremsios *758
. Just upstream of Standish dam 7684
downstream of T h Dam ‘767
Just Upstream of TOCUMSON DAM ........c.oeceemrsresssnsmrsscessend *781
Evans Croek Just of Globe Dam *752
. Just of Giobe Dam 764
About 2,000 feet upsiream of Giobe DaM............c.eeend *765
About 300 fset downstream of S RE——— *789
Just upstream of Union Street 798 -
Just upstream of OociIental HIGWAY .............cc.eussssssmsnnd *815
MMMW&NWM”EA‘M” sevard, Ti h, Michigar
MUECNGAN. ccessininennnn] (C) Walkar, Kent County (Docket No. FEMA-8144)......| Grand L (————— Y Y)Y O R Highway 1. *605
About 2.4 milea upstream of State Highway 11............... *606
About 1.9 miles downstream of North Park Street.......... ] 617
About 0.4 mile upstream of North Park Street................. 619
mmuw-nmmwmmmmummmw
Michigen (Twp.), Washington, Macomb County (Docket No. | Yates Drain Just up L O — *654
FEMA-8144). Just upstroam of 27 MO RORD ...l *676
Taft Drain, U WItH Y188 Drlin ...ccooccesssresmmnmsssssmssmssssssssed *676
Just downstream of 28 Mile ROBH .....c.......oceeeeoeesvcanescossenned *701
TRORAY NO, 1 srrrrmemsrmppemssssssssesced] AL CONMUBNCE With Yates Drain 674
Just downstream of Van Dyke R08d ... *722
Just upstream of T Ny il woccsorad I ‘733
Healy Drain. upr of Geand Trunk Western Raitroad ............ 781
About 800 feet upstream of Sission Street...................) *815
Price Brook Just upstream of Grand Trunk Westorn Raliroad ............) *749
Just upstream of Lane i
Just upstream of Kiidare Lane. 827
Just downstream of Campground ROad..............oevecssieccd *852
Price Brook Tributary NO, 1..............| At confluence with Price Brook 709
Just downstream of Earth Dam ‘822
up of Earth Dam ‘828
Just downstream of [ SRe— *851
MOCII® DRIN ......ooecensresssmssssssssmssed About 1,400 feet upstream of Snell Road ................] 817
About 2,700 feet upstream of Snoll Road ...........n........ *823
MMHM:NTMMWSMMMW
mﬁmw..mmmmmmm.m1w,. rmnwmmmmw‘ *1.520
Just up of A *1.525
About 200 feet upstream of Pear Street .......................... | *1,591
Just downstream of Eighth SIeet...............med *1,568
mmuwnuwum.um.mw
SR SN (C). Cart Junction, Jaspar County (Docket No, FEMA- | Center Cresk About 700 fest downstream of Jopiin Street *855
6074), At confluence of Cooley Branch. ‘864
About 2,000 feet up of State Highway 171 *872
About 1.75 miles upstream of State Highway 171............ *878
Cooloy Branch Just up of County Highway Z.. " *864
About 1,800 feet up of County Highway 2 ‘878
BAR BIOOK vcvvrrescnrrrrrssiisssssssssssneesd] JUSE UPEtroam of Briarbrook Drive..... o *858
About 800 foot upstream of Briartrook Drive ol *885
mmnwunwnp@.u«mwmm
Missouri - (C), Dexter, Stoddard’ County {Docket No. FEMA- | Dexter Cresk About 90Q feet downstream of State Highway 114.......... 320
6144). Just downsiream of Stoddard Steet.......... *328
About 0.4 mile upstream of *350
Shallow Flooding fom Dudiey About 0.25 mile downstream of Two Mile Road.............. *357
Main Ditch. At intersection of U.S. Route 60 and Waest £ Street.... *380
MMMWINWMMM.M
M (q'ol:lut Laclede County (Docket No. FEMA- | Holman Branch About 1,900 fest downstream of St Louls-San Fran- *1.188
Just downstream of SMINCIe AVENUS ... 1221
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FiNAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

State City/town/county Source of flooding Location

mmuwnnmmmmwua&nm.mm

MISBOUM ..o wnessessssssssnnnn] (C), WD City, Jasper County (Docket No. FEMA- COMBE Croek..........comimmsmmmsmenid Al cONfluance of Sunsel Creek, just upstream ol *884
6074). County Road.
mmmuwaumum ‘888
o T — T e ‘887
Just downstream of Cari Junctioin Road. o7
Just ug of Cart Road ‘022
Just upstream of to44
- About 125 feet downstream of St. Louis-San Francisco *959
MR‘:BMW_ of St Louis-San Francisco 067
JuSt GOWNStTOR Of MBGHSON SO ... *068
Southwest Creek About 600 feet upstream from MOUN......www..wcmmerre st 945
About 100 feet upstream of State Highway 171............... *953
mmuw__....mmumdmmm *940
downstream of 2 T JRCRe—— *952
About 1,650 feet up of Daugherty *858
MMHW.“QMPA&I&MW,M
__{mrmmmmmmcm)w Uittie Nemaha RIVEr ..........ccovvecssrne. About 1.4 miles downstream of State Highway &7 .......... *970
- \ About 1.4 miles upstream of State Highway 67 982
MWhWINWMme
Nevada.......... Caliente (City), Lincoin County (FEMA-8130)......c..c.cuuvecee Meadow Valley WaSH ...ccerrerevensssns] 100 feet upstroam from center of U.S. Highway 93 *4,364
Dry Wash Runoff e IMiOTSOCTON Of Rowan Drive and Depot Avenue............. *4,386
Clover Creek .1m¢wmmummm *4,401
momonwmwmuobumm“dusmnm 4428
mmuw-wmmmmmm
m-m_______lwmtmammwmlmm [ Entire Shoreline within the COMPOTEtE BMIS-.......cum { ™
FEMA-6148). |
mmuwunmunmmwmolmmwmmm.
Mmm_.‘mmmummmmlr peck Creck Jo Corporate Limits | %
FEMA-8146). | Upstream Corporate Limits | )
mmuw-nmummmmmmm
INOW JOTBOY....conrcccmsrenensd Wast Deptiord, Township, Gloucester County (Docket [o TR LTV R — Downstream Corporate Limits. *10
No. FEMA-8122). Upstream Cbrporate Limits *10
YT P —— e T R *10
Now Jorsoy Tumpike (UpSIroam 8ide)........w.wsesrmeed ‘10
State Route 45 T W ———— 1"
WOOdbUNY Croek........ummmsmmmmesssseses Confluence with the Delaware RIVEY ... *10
Upetream Corporate Limits *10
MMVWI”WGNTMM.W‘!- ptiord icipal Buliding, Thorofare, New Jersey.
New Yori Cleveland, Village, Oswego County (Docket No. | Oneida Lake IE:.OMI | 373
FEMA-6146). | |
Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, Cleveland, New York.
New York farcellun, Vilage, Onondsga County (Docket No. o Croek *604
FEMA-6124).
611
‘618
‘822
*636
639
*653
‘662
‘087
wmmwdumwuommmmu«
Now York..... Port Bywon, Village, Cayuga County (Docket No. Owasco Lake Outiet ..........crvveeeerne.] DoOWNStream Corp Limits *302
FEMA-6130). Usstream side of Green Street "304
Downstream of Dam. *308
Upstream of Dam. ‘404
Upstream Corporate Limits. *405
East Branch Owasco Lake Outiet....| Downstream confluence with Owasco Lake Outlet ......... 397
Downstream Dam *988
Upstream 404
Upstream conflusnce with Owasco Lake Outiet ‘404

Maps available for inspection at !he Village Hall, 66-68 Utica Street, Port Byron, New York.
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

City/town/county

Source of flooding

Location

New York

Town, O County (Docket No,

FEMA-61486),

ids Creek

Skaneateles Lake

Maps available for inspection at the Skaneateles Town Hall, 24 Jordan Road, Skaneateles, New York.

North Caroling.........eesssened

| City of Goidsboro, Wayne County (FEMA-8143) .............

Maps available for inspection at City Hall, Goldsboro, North Caroling 27530,

Neuse River

Little River

Big Ditch

Road 1915

Stoney Creek

Richland Creek

i

Billy Budd Creek

Branch

Howsil's Branch.

FEEEE

i

of Buckley Boulevard.............cmmied
Beast Road (State Road 1565).............

Ohio....

S— m). Hamilton County, (Docket No. FEMA-6124)......

Great Miami River

water River

Dry Fork Whitewater River.

Ohio River

HOWRID CrOoK ....o.evcvsveneeremmsssreeasionnion

East Fork Mill Creek ...

Wast Fork Mill Creek ...

Winton Woods Creek ...

70 L T JSRO——

Wultf Run.

CIOUGN COOK oo
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

F #Depth in
feet above
: Brovaton
State City/town/ county Source of fiooding Location in teet
(NGVD).
**Elevaton
in feet
(MLLW).
- Just upstream of Clough Pike (about 880 feet up- *611
oad). ~
*675
*696
720
*768"
*769
Muddy Creok *493
*748
762
. 781
*782
Neowton (Clear) Crook ... - *501
*501
*825
Maps avaable for inspection at the Planning Department, Hamitton County Courthouse, 1000 Main Street, Cincinnati, Ohio.
Oregon | cave unct WWM(FEMA-GMS)..,IE‘FMMFM [ 250 toet from center of Redwood High- *1.202
| | way (U.S. Highway 109).
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 222 Lister, Cave Junction, Oregon.
Oregona ok ) {mmvmcanymemmm_....i YO NOF ..o INAOFB0CHON O WattE St & ForTY SHOBL .. *108
Paimer Creek ction of creek and Dayton-Salem Highway *102
Maps available for inspection st City Recorder’s Office, 416 Farry Street, Dayton, Oregon.
Oragon phing County ({Unincorporated Areas) (FEMA- | Rogue River 40 foat from penter of Robertson Bridge..... *836
6124). 100 feet north aiong Rog from i *904
with Lower River
JUMPOH JOB Craok.....umnmnee] 80 100t downstream from center of Merfin Galice Road.. *864
40 fost downstream from center of Monument o *1,002
Louse Creek 30 feut from center of Southem Pacific *902
Railroad Bridge.
10 feet downstream from center of Monument % *1.122
Applegate River 50 feat upstream from center of U.S. Highway 199 *906
75 foot downstream from center of State Highway 238 *1,045
(Willams Highway).
Slate Creek 40 feot o from center of Fish Hatchery ‘819
MDY CrOOK.....ocoissssssisssismssranccess| InVEMBOCYON Of Stream and center of Southside Foad *1.072
(Williams )
Iinois River. 210 foot up from center of Finch R0ad..........ccceww] *1,251
50 feot downstream from center of Pomeroy Dam......... *1.279
East Fork HINOIS RIVEN.......ccomimmmmens intersection of stream and center of U.S. Highway 199 *1,203
20 feet downstream from center of Waldo Road ......... *1.523
West Fork linois RIVEY ......cvce] 150 T00t downstream center of downstream *1,320
crossing of U.S, Highway 189 (Redwood
80 downstream from center of upstream crossing *1415
of US. Highway 199 (Redwood 5
Deer Creek L ction of center of Oid Redwood *1,300
Highway (oid U.S. Highway 199).
Maps available for inspection at Planning Office, 510 NW 4th, Grants Pasa, Oregon.
P yivank Al City, Lehigh County (Docket No. FEMA- | Lehigh RIVer ... S—— Corp *243
6124), Confluence of Litte Lehigh Creek *248
Hamiton Street 255
Tigt Street d 264
Upstr Corporate Limits *267
R TR — e T e 266
\pproximately 2,800° up of conlk with 282 .
Lehigh River.
. Up Corporate Limits 283
Uit Lohigh Croek ... CONMRIONCS with Lehigh RIVEP ... ... vmisummsismarinsssssssss *240
up! 252
‘ (o7 0 Tl R Y o —— *257
Ward Street up *260
Park Orive up *270
Bogerts Road up 278
Fish Hatchery Road up *289
D shire Road up *303
I"; G P Limits. *308
Trowt Creek C with Littie Lohigh Crook ..o 252
! L *267
286
*306
*328
*345
*356
*304
*320
*349
*363
413
*455
257
*263
‘267
*272
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

x z =
feet above
'glovauon
State City/town/county Source of fiooding Location (sz
““Elavation
in feet
(MLLW).
Cedar Creeh Confix with Litte Lehigh RIVEr.........cemesmmid 262
Mosser Street up ‘268
Hamilton Street up *277
30th Street up *209
Cedar Crest Boulevard up *292
Littie Codar Creek Confluence with COORI Croek .............ummmmmissssssmmsmssd] *200
T‘: Streot up *325
Upstream Corporate Limits. *349
Approximataly 300" upstream of the Corporate Limits .| *352
mmmwuumunmmwumwmmsmmm
Pennsyivania ......................| Daugherty, Township, Beaver County (Docket No. | Beaver River D Corp Limits. 734
FEMA-6147). Up Corp Limits ‘737
Blockly Aun D Corp Limits. *808
OumaTMbWRm.. ........... *835
Private Drive (L y 1,230 *853
mmo'ommo"nb\mbm
‘918
835
*889
*916
‘081
*1,091
Maps avallable for inspection at the Daugherty Municipal Building, New Brighton, Pennsylvania.
PONNSYIVANE ..co.covvvveerscneenno| ElWOOd Clty, Borough, Lawrence and Beaver Coun- | Johnson Run. C with C ing Creek................ ieoome hradl
ties (Docket No, FEMA-8146). Une A {Up sido) *873
App y 1,580 up of Line A *910
Approximately 2,725" ups! of Line A *938
Duck Run, Confly with (¢~ Aol ‘813
App 940° up of Private Drive................) 846
Approximately downstream of upstream Corpo- *884
rate Umits,
Up Corp Limits, 014
Mmmmunwamsasmmwcmm -
Pennsy Hollidaysburg, Borough, Blair County (Docket No. | Beaverdam Branch Juniata River ...| Upstream State Route 36 - ‘943
FEMA-6147). Up Allegheny Street 951
camwum.mvmwmm *955
Corporate Limits *967
Brush Run Up: Scotch Valley Road *942
Upstream Edgar Street *953
Approvdmately 2.300° upstream Pann SIreet...............we *060
Up Limits *966
Maps avallsble for inspection at the Borough Municipal Bulling, Holidaysburg, Pennsylvania.
Pennsylvania Miord, Township, Bucks County (Docket No. FEMA- | Unami Creek D Corp Umits *415
6124), Trumbauersville Road bridge (upstream side) ..............| *433
Alentown Road {up side). 483
Milford Square Pike bridge (upstream side)............... X *485
Breisch { side) *501
Maps avaliable for inspection at the Mitiord Township Bullding, Spinnerstown, Pennsylvania.
PONNSYIVANIA ..o eennionssrssrensd | North Sewickiey, Township, Beaver County (Docket Boaver AVEX ... mmrusirrecnssinn| DOWNSIream Corporate Limits 763
No. FEMA-68146). Pennsyivania Turmpike up: *757
Upstream Corp Limits. *760
C G g Creek Approximately 3,520° downstream of State Route 65 *857
bridge.
M1wmammum *e62
*870
Brush Creek Confk wllhl‘ 868
mwummw_ ‘878
m 5,175" upstream of Bibobenry Road *882
mmumuummwwaazmr&m
Pennsy : Pulaski, T Wp, Beaver County (Docket No. Tributary to Blockh Run O Corp Limits (Up side of Pri- 741
FEMA-6147). 4 . vate Drive), ‘820
Appruxbuwy 1,310 m ol Corporate Limits.........
Road (Up *899
Up Corp umn. 957
Mmmmwnnmwmmmm
m,,..mm‘mrmwmmw 8 River. Dx Corporate Limits 405
FEMA-8147). Confluence of West Mahantango Creek ...................... o= *409
West Mahantango Creek...................| Confk with Susq River *409
Approximately 1,300 ups of T ¥p Route 425 ‘412
Up Route 104 (Up 428
mmwm._wwm«murm 463
tary
Dam (Upstream) 471
Te ip Route 482 (Up ) *485
wm 750" upstream of Legislatve Route *496
Tributary A mm-mwumwmmm *484
Np Route 431 (Up *490
\pp M!M of T Route 431, *520
mmmmw..mmwmm Sovsersesid *460
Legisiative Route 34012 (Up ‘478
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued

#Depth in
feet above
+Eiovanon

State City/town/ county Source of flooding Location 0.0‘Gm
**Elevaton
in lest
(MLLW).
7 5,270 downstream of Township Route *503
417,
Township Route 417 (D ) *533
L T - P o, T U R0 LT LT —————— ‘478
2,840 upsiream of Dobson RUN.......c......] 499
Leiningers Run Confluence with West Branch Mahantango CreeX ..........d *469
Township Route 416 (D ) 496
Maps avallable for inspection at the residence of the Township Secretary, Ms, Gay Bitting, R.D. 1, Liverpool, Pennsytvania.
TORES......crrriiermssmmsssssssmnsnensd *CY OF Watauga, Tarrant County (FEMA-6143) ........... | Singing Hills Croek ... Just upstroam of Mackneal Drive. *584
2 Just downstream of Chapman Road................ *816
Just up of Stames Road *654
Bunker HIll Crook ... JUSL upstream of Mawrie Drive. *588
Just uwp of Chep Road. *613
Just Upstroam of Prowell ROad ... *637
Whitos Branch Just up of Watauga Seithfield ROBd..........ummeeme b *580
Maps availsble for inspection at City Hall, 7107 Whitley Roed, Walauga, Texas 76148, s
WESHINGON .o rvvsrrmarmrsssssirssd Bothed (City), King County (FEMA-8124)......ccouvsscmuurerrrrr] Sammamish River At in ol S ish River and Buriington ‘20
Northem Raliroad.
North Creek Al ction of North Cresk and Northeast 195th *20
. Street.
Maps avaiiable for inspection at Planning Department, City Hall, 18305 101at Avenua N.E., Bothell, Washington.
Washing Centralia (City), Lowis County (FEMA-6130) .....ccovmrmeas .| Chehalls River 100 tost d« from center of Mellen Street.........| 73
3 SkoOkUMChUcK RIVOY ......occenriiininssiins Intersaction of Denny Way and Alexander Street............ 73
ction of Eureka A and Noel A y *197
Cofiee Creek 200 foot uwp from center of Roanoke Streel.......... *189
China Creek tion of Cedar Street and Plum Street ... "3
Salzer Creek ction of Fair Streat and Kresky AVenue ...........) "7
Maps avallable for inspection at CRy Hall, Peari & Maple, Centralia, Washington.
WESHINGION, s “,ulwnmmcmwmmm.__..{wm | of Baker Strest and Ashford Stroet.......... *100
| intersection of Weshington Street and Noble Avenue *102
Maps avallable for inspection at Town Hall, Noble Street, Hamilton, Washington.
West VINGINIR ...cocevrnsssnrd] COdEr Grove, Town, Kanawha County (Docket No. ha River. Dx G Limits i *610
FEMA-6147). Upstream Corporate Limits *811
O o L ——— e T L vha River 1
Downstream of Private Drive. 624
; Up: Corp Limits. *631
Maps avaliable for inspection at the Town Office, Cadar Grove, West Virginia.
Wes! Virginia Chesapeake, T Kanawha County (Docket No. River Dx COMPONBe LIMME.........ummmsssmmmmsssssssssssssrsssseneed *802
FEMA-8147). \ Corporats Limits 604
Fields Creek Confh, with K ha River *604
Up Corp Limits. *804
Maps avaliable for inspection at the Town Offices, Chesapeake, West Virginia.
West VIEGIIA ... Dunbar, Clty, Kanawha County (Docket No. FEMA- | Ki vha River. C (o= RV P - 591
6147). Approsdmately 1,200° downstream Interstate 84 bridge .. *6822
Upstream Corporate Limits. < 503
Msps avallable for inspection at the Cy Hall, 12th and Myers Avenue, Dunbir, West Virginia,
Wost VRGN ......oeemmmsmssssesed East Bank, Town, Kanawha County (Dockel No. | Kanawha River. Downsirsam Componte LIMRB........mimssmmmrmssssssrssssssed *608
FEMA-8147). Upstream Corporate Limits *610
East Bank Tributary, Up of Chassie S *620
Upstream of Ferry Streat *825
Downatream of State ROWIe B1 .............cmremrmssssmmmssmsnnd *642
Approsimately 1,240 upstream State Route 61..............| ‘602
Up Cornp Limits 758
Maps avallable for inspection at thé Town Offices, East Bank, West Virginia.
UL R — Monigomery, City, Fayette and Ki vha Counth Kar River. D Corpomie LIMKS....cmimismsmmmmisssmsssssssasiied 620
(Docket No. FEMA-6147), Confivence with Morris Creek ‘822
1 Montgomery Bridge (do side) 624
Corporate Limits. 628
Morris Creek. Confluence with Kanawha River ... gssipbecssmmiessnd 622
Old State Routa 81 bridge (up 629
Approdmately 690" upstream of Old State Route 61...... *638
Maps avaiable for inspection at the Office of Public Worka, Clty Hall, 133 Fifth Avenue, Montgomery, West Virginia.
WISOONB..crrcrssmmscssimsnssnsd (V), Twin Lakes, Kenosha County (Docket No. FEMA- | Lake Mary. Within corporate lmits. *796
8130). (TR S L2 p——— ‘res
Baessslt Creek Tributary At do COMPOTAE MTMES ...c..cceoniiviasssermbsnmssrssnsssssnd] *781
About 2,900 fest upstream of corporate lmits ... 792
Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Clerk, Village Hall, 108 East Maln Street, Twin Lakes, Wisconsin.
©. w County (Dookst No. FEMA- | WIRDWALS! CroeK ...t ADOIR 1,400 toot downstream of Starin Road.......... *800
8144), Just downstream of East Main Seal...........irmmmn *807
Al upstream COPOTate BMIS ..............covisimrrrerrsrsrmerisonn) 824
Cravath Lake. Shoreli *815
. Tripp Lake Shorelk 823
Spring Brook Just up L T GO———— *818
Al upstream corporate kmits *819

uap-unnhumnrmnnmunmum,wmmmmmmm Wisconsin.
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{National Flood 'lnaurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804,
November 28, 1968), as amended (42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to the Associate

Director)
Issued: December 22, 1981,
Lee M. Thomas,

Associate Director, State and Local Programs and Support.

{FR Doc. 82-1662 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 1
[Gen. Docket No. 81-499; FCC 82-7]

Practice and Procedure; Equal Access
to Justice Act Rules

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

suMMARY: The FCC adopts rules to
implement the Equal Access To Justice
Act (EAJA). The EAJA provides for the
award of attorney's fees to qualified
parties who prevail over the government
in certain administrative proceedings.

The EAJA requires each government
agency to establish uniform procedures
for implementing the Act.

The rules provide instructions to
eligible parties who seek to recover
attorney's fees from the Commission.
EFFECTIVE DATE: [anuary 25, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sue Preskill, Office of General Counsel,
Federal Communications Commission,
Washington, D.C. (202) 632-6990.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Report and Order

Adopted: January 13, 1982.
Released: January 22, 1982.

1. A Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in
this proceeding was released on August
24, 1981, FCC 81-386, 46 FR 43068
(August 26, 1981). This Notice proposed
rules to implement the Equal Access to
Justice Act (EAJA), 5 U.S.C. 504. The
EAJA provides for the award of
attorney's fees and other expenses to
qualified parties who prevail over the
Federal Government in certain
administrative and court proceedings.

2, Comments on the proposed rule
were submitted by a number of parties,
as noted below. No reply comments
were received. Based on these
comments, we are adopting the
proposed rules with slight modifications.

3. The Administrative Conference of
the United States and the National
Association of Broadcasters (NAB)
suggest that we clarify the rule dealing
with coverage of the EAJA to note that
revocation proceedings fall within the

scope of the Act. Since this will carry
out congressional intent, we are
modifying Rule 1.1503 as suggested. We
believe this modification will
sufficiently clarify the scope of the rules
so that it is unnecessary to list the
proceedings covered, as suggested by
the Administrative Conference and the
National Radio Broadcasters
Association (NRBA).

4. The NRBA and Putbrese &
Hunsaker raise concerns that the goals
of the EAJA might be frustrated by
limiting coverage of the rules to
revocation proceedings, while most of
the Commission’s enforcement efforts
are carried out in renewal proceedings,
The NRBA suggests that, since both
revocation and renewal proceedings are
based on the same types of alleged
misconduct, exclusion of renewal
proceedings is inequitable and contrary
to the results apparently intended by
Congress, In response, wé note that the
statute itself excludes from coverage
“an adjudication * * * for the purpose
of granting or renewing a license * * *"
5 U.S.C. 504(b){1)(C). We therefore lack
authority to award attorney's fees in
such proceedings.! Putbrese and
Hunsaker suggest that the Commission
use revocation proceedings to
adjudicate a licensee’s character
qualifications and that the Commission
designate all pending renewal
proceedings as revocation proceedings.
However, the determination to proceed
against a licensee in the context of a
renewal or revocation proceeding is
based on a number of factors, including
the nature of the alleged misconduct 2
and the timing of the alleged
misconduct. Nothing in the EAJA
suggests that agencies are obligated to
restructure their proceedings in order to
bring more adjudications within the
purview of the Act. Since the intent of
Congress, as expressed in the statute,
clearly was to exempt renewal
proceedings from the scope of the Act,

'The EAJA is an exception to the “American
Rule,” whereby each party is responsible for the
payment of his own attorney’s fees and other
expenses incurred during litigation. Unless
otherwise provided by statute, the United States is
nol liable for attorney's fees. See H.R. Rep. No. 96~
1418, 96th Cong,, 2d Sess. 8-9 (1980). Thus, except to
the extent provided by the EAJA (or other laws), we
are not authorized to award attorney's fees in
Commission proceedings.

*Compare 47 U.S.C. 308, with 47 U.S.C. 312,

to redesignate pending renewal
proceedings as revocation proceedings
would in itself circumvent the statute,

5. The Maryland-District of Columbia-
Delaware Broadcasters Association, Inc.
(MDCD) suggests that the ceiling on
hourly attorney’s fees of $75 is
unreasonable in today's market.
However, Congress set that ceiling, and
it cannot be changed “unless the agency
determines by regulation that an
increase in the cost of living or a special
factor, such as the limited availability of
qualified attorneys * * * justifies a
higher fee.” 5 U.S.C. 504(b)(1)(A)(ii).
There is no evidence in the record to
support such a determination at this
time 3, and we therefore decline to
disturb the congressionally-set
maximum.

6. MDCD also submits that the agency
“which has wronged a licensee” should
not "“pass final judgment on the amount
of reimbursement * * *" Comments of
MDCD at 2. It suggests that the
Administrative Law Judges' decisions
should be final. The EAJA states,
however, that the ALJ's decision "“shall
be made a part of the record containing
the final decision of the agency * * *"' 5
U.S.C. 504(a)(3) (emphasis added). This
reflects a congressional determination
that the agency itself has the authority
to make the final determination to
award appropriate fees.* The decisions
of Administrative Law Judges consititute
initial decisions, subject to review. 5
U.S.C. 557, 47 CFR 1.267. In response to
MDCD's concern that the Commission
may not treat EAJA claims objectively,
we state that we intend to carry out our
responsibilities under the Act, as under
all statutes, fully and objectively.

7. Finally, we are modifying Rule
1.267(c) to ensure that the
Administrative Law Judge who presided
over the underlying proceeding will
retain jurisdiction to rule initially on
EAJA applications,

8. Since the EAJA went into effect on
October 1, 1981, immediate
implementation of these rules is
appropriate. Thus, good cause is

*The rules provide for rulemaking proceedings to
increase the maximum rate for attorney's fees See
Rule 1.1507,

*This determination is subject to judicial review.
5 U.S.C. 504(c)(2).
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established for waiver of the 30 day
effective period. 5 U.S.C, 553(d).

9. Authority for these rules is
contained in sections 4(i) and 303(r) of
the Communications Act of 1934, 47
U.S.C. 4(i), 303(r); and the Equal Access
to Justice Act, 5 U.S.C. 504(c)(i).*

Accordingly, it is ordered, that,
effective January 25, 1982, § 1.267(c) of
the Commission’s rules, 47 CFR 1.267(c),
is amended, and Subpart K, §§ 1.1501-
1.1530, 47 CFR 1.1501-1.1530, are added ,
as set forth in the attached appendix.
(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat,, as amended, 1066,
1082, 1083: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307)

Federal Communication Commission.
William J. Tricarico,
Secretary.

Appendix
PART 1—PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

1. In § 1.267, paragraph (c) is revised
to read as follows:

§ 1.267 Initial and Recommended
Decisions.

- - - - -

(c) The authority of the Presiding
Officer over the proceedings shall cease
when he has filed his Initial or
Recommended Decision, or if it is a case
in which he is to file no decision, when
he has certified the case for decision:
Provided, however, That he shall retain
limited jurisdiction over the proceeding
for the purpose of effecting certification
of the transcript and corrections to the
transcript, as provided in §§ 1.260 and
1.261, respectively, and for the purpose
of ruling initially on applications for
awards of fees and expenses under the
Equal Access to Justice Act.

2. A new Subpart K is added to read
as follows:

Subpart K—Implementation of the Equal
Access to Justice Act (EAJA) in Agency
Proceedings

General Provisions

Sec.

1.1501 Purpose of these rules.

1.1502 When the EAJA applies.

1*503 Proceedings covered.

1.1504 Eligibility of applicants.

1.1505 Standards for awards.

1.1506 Allowable fees and expenses.

1.1507 Rulemaking on maximum rates for
attorney fees.

1.1508 Awards against other agencies,

Informalion Required From Applicants
1.1511 Contents of application.

3By letter dated August 24, 1981, the Office of
Management and Budget was informed that the
Commission estimates that the number of
applicants requesting awards will be less than ten
per year. Thus, the Paperwork Reduction Act, P.L.
96-511, does not apply to this proceeding. Soe 44
U.S.C. 3502(4)(A).

Sec.

1.1512 Net worth exhibit.

1.1513 Documentation of fees and expenses.
1.1514 When application may be filed.

Procedures for Considering Applications
1.1521 Filing and service of documents.
1.1522 Answer to application.
1.1523 Reply.
1.1524 Comments by other parties,
1.1525 Settlement.
1.1526 Further proceedings.
1.1527 Decision.
1.1528 Commission review.
1.1529 Judicial review.
11530 Payment of award.

Authority: Sec. 203{a)(1), Pub. L. 96481, 94
Stat. 2325 (5 U.S.C. 504[c)(1)).

Subpart K—Implementation of the
Equal Access to Justice Act (EAJA) in
Agency Proceedings

General Provisions

§1.1501 Purpose of these rules.

The Equal Access to Justice Act, 5
U.S.C. 504 (called “the EAJA” in this
subpart), provides for the award of
attorney’s fees and other expenses to
eligible individuals and entities who are
parties to certain administrative
proceedings [called “adversary
adjudications”) before the Commission.
An eligible party may receive an award
when it prevails over the Commission,
unless the Commission's position in the
proceeding was substantially justified or
special circumstances make an award
unjust. The rules in this part describe
the parties eligible for awards and the
proceedings that are covered. They also
explain how to apply for awards, and
the procedures and standards that the
Commission will use to make them.

§1.1502. When The EAJA applies.

The EAJA applies to any adversary
adjudication pending before this agency
at any time between October 1, 1881,
and September 30, 1984. This includes
proceedings begun before October 1,
1981, if final agency action has not been
taken before that date, and proceedings
pending on September 30, 1984,
regardless of when they were initiated
or when final agency action occurs.

§1.1503 Proceedings covered.

(a) The EAJA applies to adversary
adjudications conducted by the
Commission. These are adjudications
under 5 U.8.C. 554 in which the position
of this or any other agency of the United
States, or any component of an agency,
is presented by an attorney or other
representative who enters an
appearance and participates in the
proceeding. Coverage of the EAJA
begins at designation of a proceeding or
issuance of a show cause order. Any
proceeding in which the Commission
may establish or fix a rate is not

covered by the EAJA. Proceedings to
grant or renew licenses are also
excluded; but proceedings to revoke
licenses are covered if they are
otherwise “adversary adjudications.”

{b) The Commission may designate a
proceeding as an adversary adjudication
for purposes of the EAJA by so stating in
an order initiating the proceeding or
designating the matter for hearing. The
Commission’s failure to designate a
proceeding as an adversary adjudication
shall not preclude the filing of an
application by a party who believes the
proceeding is covered by the EAJA;
whether the proceeding is covered will
then be an issue for resolution in
proceedings on the application.

(c) If a proceeding includes both
matters covered by the EAJA and
matters specifically excluded from
coverage, any awards made will include
only fees and expenses related to
covered issues.’

§1.1504 Eligibility of applicants.

(a) To be eligible for an award of
attorney fees and other expenses under
the EAJA, the applicant must be a party,
as defined in 5 U.S.C. 551(3), to the
adversary adjudication for which it
seeks an award. The applicant must
show that it meets all conditions of
eligibility set out in this paragraph and
in paragraph (b) of this section.

(b) The types of eligible applicants are
as follows:

(1) An individual with a net worth of
not more than $1 million;

(2) The sole owner of an
unincorporated business who has a net
worth of not more than $5 million,
including both personal and business
interests, and not more than 500
employees;

(8) A charitable association as defined
in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code (26 U.S.C. 501(c)(3)) with
not more than 500 employees;

(4) A cooperative association as
defined in section 15(a) of the
Agricultural Marketing Act (12 U.S.C.
1141j(a)) with not more than 500
employees;

(5) Any other partnership, corporation,
association, or public or private
organization with a net worth of not
more than $5 million and not more than
500 employees. E

(c) For the purpose of eligibility, the
net worth and number of employees of
an applicant shall be determined as of
the date the proceeding was designated.

(d) An applicant who owns an
unincorporated business will be
considered as an “individual” rather
than a “sole owner of an unincorporated
business” if the issues on which the
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applicant prevails are related primarily
to personal interests rather than to
business interests.

(e) The number of employees of an
applicant include all persons who
regularly perform services for
remuneration for the applicant, under
the applicant’s direction and control.
Part-time employees shall be included
on a proportional basis.

(f) The net worth and number of
employees of the applicant and all of its
affiliates shall be aggregated to
determine eligibility. Any individual,
corporation or other entity that directly
or indirectly controls or owns a majority
of the voting shares or other interest,
will be considered an affiliate for
purposes of this part, unless the
Administrative Law Judge determines
that such treatment would be unjust and
contrary to the purposes of the EAJA in
light of the actual relationship between
the affiliated entities. In addition, the
Administrative Law Judge may
determine that financial relationships of
the applicant other than those described
in this paragraph constitute special
circumstances that would make an
award unjust.

(8) An applicant that participates in a
proceeding primarily on behalf of one or
more other persons or entities that
would be ineligible is not itself eligible
for an award.

§ 1.1505 Standards for awards.

(a) An eligible prevailing applicant
shall receive an award for fees and
expenses incurred in connection with a.
proceeding, or in a significant and
discrete substantive portion of the
proceeding, unless the position of the
Commission over which the applicant
has prevailed was substantially
justified. The burden of proof that an
award should not be made to an eligible
prevailing applicant is on the
appropriate' Bureau (see § 1.21 of this
chapter) whose representative shall be
called “Bureau counsel” in this subpart.
The Bureau may avoid an award by
showing that its position was
reasonable in law and fact.

(b) An award will be reduced or
denied if the applicant has unduly or
unreasonably protracted the proceeding
or if special circumstances make the
award sought unjust.

§ 1.1506 Allowable fees and expenses.

(a) Awards will be based on rates
customarily charged by persons engaged
in the business of acting as attorneys,
agents and expert wilnesses.

(b) No award for the fee of an
atlorney or agent under these rules may
exceed $75.00 per hour. No award to
compensate an expert witness may

exceed the highest rate at which the
Commission pays expert witnesses.
However, an award may also include
the reasonable expenses of the attorney;
agent, or witness as a separate item, if
the attorney, agent or witness ordinarily
charges its clients separately for such
expenses.

(c) In determining the reasonableness
of the fee sought for an attorney, agent
or expert witness, the Administrative
Law Judge shall consider the following:

(1) If the attorney, agent or witness is
in private practice, his or her customary
fee for similar services, or, if an
employee of the applicant, the fully
allocated cost of the services;

(2) The prevailing rate for similar
services in the community in which the
attorney, agent or witness ordinarily
performs services;

(3) The time actually spent in the
representation of the applicant;

(4) The time reasonably spent in light
of the difficulty or complexity of the
issues in the proceeding; and

(5) Such other factors as may bear on
the value of the service provided.

(d) The reasonable cost of any study,
analysis, engineering report, test, project
or similar matter prepared on behalf of a
party may be awarded, to the extent
that the charge for the service does not
exceed the prevailing rate for similar
services, and the study or other matter
was necessary for preparation of the
applicant’s case,

{e) Fees may be awarded only for
work performed after designation of a
proceeding or after issuance of a show
cause order.

§1.1507 Rulemaking on maximum rates
for attorney fees.

(a) If warranted by an increase in the
cost of living or by special
circumstances (such as limited
availability of attorney’'s qualified to
handle certain types of proceedings), the
Commission may adopt regulations
providing that attorney fees may be
awarded at a rate higher than $75 per
hour in some or all of the types of
proceedings covered by this part. The
Commission will conduct any
rulemaking proceedings for this purpose
under the informal rulemaking
procedures of the Administrative
Procedure Act.

(b) Any person may file with the
Commission a petition for rulemaking to
increase the maximum rate for attorney
fees, in accordance with Subpart C of
this chapter. The petition should identify
the rate the petitioner believes this
agency should establish and the types of
proceedings in which the rate should be
used. It should also explain fully the
reasons why the higher rate is

warranted. This agency will respond to
the petition by initiating a rulemaking
proceeding, denying the petition, or
taking other appropriate action.

§1.1508 Awards against other agencies.

If an applicant is entitled to an award
because it prevails over another agency
of the United States that participates in
a proceeding before the Commission and
takes a position that is not substantially
justified, the award for an appropriate
portion of the award shall be made
against that agency. Counsel for that
agency shall be treated as Bureau
counsel for the purpose of this subpart.

Information Required From Applicants

§ 1.1511 Contents of application.

(a) An application for an award of
fees and expenses under EAJA shall
identify the applicant and the
proceeding for which an award is
sought. The application shall show that
the applicant has prevailed and identify
the position of an agency or agencies in
the proceeding that the applicant alleges
was not substantially justified. Unless
the applicant is an individual, the
application shall also state the number
of employees of the applicant and
describe briefly the type and purpose of
its organization or business.

(b) The application shall also include
a statement that the applicant's net
worth does not exceed $1 million (if an
individual) or $5 million (for all other
applicants, including their affiliates).
However, an applicant may omit this
statement if:

(1) It attaches a copy of a ruling by the
Internal Revenue Service that it
qualifies as an organization described in
section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue
Code (26 U.S.C. 501(c)(3)) or, in the case
of a tax-exempt organization not
required to obtain a ruling from the
Internal Revenue Service on its exempt
status, a statement that describes the
basis for the applicant's belief that it
qualifies under such section; or

(2) It states that it is a cooperative
association as defined in section 15(a) of
the Agricultural Marketing Act (12
U.S.C. 1141j(a)).

(c) The application shall state the
amount of fees and expenses for which
an award is sought,

(d) The application may also include
any other matters that the applicant
wishes the Commission to consider in
determining whether and in what
amount an award should be made.

(e) The application shall be signed by
the applicant or an authorized officer or
attorney of the applicant. It shall also
contain or be accompanied by a written
verification under oath or under penalty
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of perjury that the information provided
in the application is true and correct.

§ 1.1512 Net worth exhibit.

(a) Each applicant except a qualified
tax-exempt organization or cooperative
association must provide with its
application a detailed exhibit showing
the net worth of the applicant and any
affiliates (as defined in § 1.1504(f) of this
part) at the time the proceeding was
designated. The exhibit may be in any
form convenient to the applicant that
provides full disclosure of the
applicant's and its affiliates’ assets and
liabilities and is sufficient to determine
whether the applicant qualifies under
the standards in this subpart. The
Administrative Law Judge may require
an applicant to file additional
information to determine its eligibility
for an award.

(b) Ordinarily, the net worth exhibit
will be included in the public record of
the proceeding. However, an applicant
that objects to public disclosure of
information in any portion of the exhibit
and believes there are legal grounds for
withholding it from disclosure may
submit that portion of the exhibit
du'ectly to the Administrative Law ]udge
in a sealed evelope labeled
“Confidential Financial Information”,
accompanied by a motion to withhold
the information from public disclosure.
The motion shall describe the
information sought to be withheld and
explain, in detail, why it falls within one
or more of the specific exemptions from
mandatory disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C.
552(b)(1)-{9), why public disclosue of the
information would adversely affect the
applicant, and why disclosure is not
required in the public interest. The
material in question shall be served on
Bureau counsel, but need not be served
on any other party to the proceeding. If
the Administrative Law Judge finds that
the information should not be withheld
from disclosure, it shall be placed in the
public record of the proceeding.
Otherwise, any request! to inspect or
copy the exhibit shall be disposed of in
accordance with the Commission's
established procedures under the
Freedom of Information Act, §§ 0.421-
0.466 of this chapter.

§ 1.1513 Documentation of fees and
expenses.

The application shall be accompanied
by full documentation of the fees and
expenses, including the cost of any
study, analysis, engineering report, test,
project or similar matter, for which and
award is sought. A separate itemized
statement shall be submitted for each
professional firm or individual whose

services are covered by the application,
showing hours spent in connection with
the proceeding by each individual, a
description of this specific services
performed, the rate at which each fee
has been computed, any expenses for
which reimbursement is sought, the total
amount claimed, and the total amount
paid or payable by the applicant or by
any other person or entity for the
services provided. The Administrative
Law Judge may require the applicant to
provide vouchers, receipls, or other
substantiation for any expenses
claimed.

§ 1.1514 When an application may be filed.

(a) An application may be filed
whenever the applicant has prevailed in
the proceeding or in a significant and
discrete substantive portion of the
proceeding, but in no case later than 30
days after the Commission’s final
disposition of the proceeding.

(b) If review or reconsideration is
sought or taken of a decision as to
which an applicant believes it has
prevailed, proceedings for the award of
fees shall be stayed pending final
disposition of the underlying
controversy.

(c) For purposes of this rule, final
disposition means the later of (1) the
date on which an initial decision or
other recommended disposition of the
merits of the proceeding by an
Administrative Law Judge or the Review
Board becomes administratively final;
(2) issuance of an order disposing of any
applications for review or petitions for
reconsideration of the Commission’s
order in the proceeding; (3) if no
application for review or petition for
reconsideration is filed, the last date on
which such an application or petition
could have been filed; (4) issuance of a
final order by the Commission or any
other final resolution of a proceeding,
such as settlement or voluntary
dismissal, which is not subject to a
petition for reconsideration, or to a
petition for judicial review; or (5)
completion of judicial action on the
underlying controversy and any
subsequent Commission action pursuant
to judicial mandate.

Procedures for Considering Applications

§ 1.1521 Filing and service of documents.

Any application for an award or other
pleading relating to an application shall
be filed and served on all parties to the
proceeding in the same manner as other
pleadings in the proceeding, except as
provided in § 1.1512(b) for confidential
financial information.

§1.1522 Answer to application.

(a) Within 30 days after service of an
application Bureau counsel may file an
answer to the application. Unless
Bureau counsel requesis an extension of
time for filing or files a statement of
intent to negotiate under paragraph (b)
of this section, failure to file an answer
within the 30-day period may be treated
as a consent to the award request.

(b) If Bureau counsel and the
applicant believe that the issues in the
fee application can be settled, they may
jointly file a statement of their intent to
negotiate a settlement. The filing of this
statement shall extend the time for filing
an answer for an additional 30 days,
and further extensions may be granted
by the Administrative Law Judge upon
request by Bureau counsel and the
applicant,

(c) The answer shall explain in detail
any objections to the award requested
and identify the facts relied on in
support of Bureau counsel’s position. If
the answer is based on any alleged facts
not already in the record of the
proceeding, Bureau counsel shall include
with the answer either supporting
affidavits or a request for further
proceedings under § 1.1526.

§ 1.1523 Reply.

Within 15 days after service of an
answer, the applicant may file a reply. If
the reply is based on any alleged facts
not already in the record of the
proceeding, the applicant shall include
with the reply either supporting
affidavits or a request for further
proceedings under § 1.1526.

§ 1.1524 Comments by other parties.

Any party to a proceeding other than
the applicant and Bureau counsel may
file comments on an application within
30 days after it is served or an answer
within 15 days often it is served. A
commenting party may not participate
further in proceedings on the application
unless the Administrative Law Judge
determines that the public interest
requires such participation in order to
permit full exploration of matters raised
in the comments.

§1.1525 Settiement.

The applicant and Bureau counsel
may agree on a proposed settlement of
the award before final action on the
application, either in connection with a
settlement of the underlying proceeding,
or after the underlying proceeding has
been concluded. If a prevailing party
and Bureau counsel agree on a proposed
settlement of an award before an
application has been filed, the
application shall be filed with the
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proposed settlement. If the
Administrative Law Judge approves the
proposed settlement, it shall be
forwarded to the Commission for final
approval.

§ 1.1526 Further proceedings.

(a) Ordinarily, the determination of an
award will be made on the basis of the
written record. However, on request of
either the applicant or Bureau counsel,
or on his or her own initiative, the
Administrative Law Judge may order
further proceedings, such as an informal
conference, oral argument, additional
written submissions or an evidentiary
hearing, Such further proceedings shall
be held only when necessary for full and
fair resolution of the issues arising from
the application, and shall be conducted
as promptly as possible.

(b) A request that the Administrative
Law Judge order further proceedings
under this section shall specifically
identify the information sought or the
disputed issues and shall explain why
the additional proceedings are
necessary to resolve the issues.

§1.1527 Decision.

The Administrative Law Judge shall
issue an initial decision on the
application as soon as possible after
completion of proceedings on the
application. The decision shall include
written findings and conclusions on the
applicant's eligibility and status as a
prevailing party, and an explanation of
the reasons for any difference between
the amount requested and the amount
awarded. The decision shall also
include, if at issue, findings on whether
the Commission’s position was
substantially justified, whether the
applicant unduly protracted the
proceedings, or whether special
circumstances make an award unjust. If
the applicant has sought an award
against more than one agency, the
decision shall allocate respongsibility for
payment of any award made among the
agencies, and shall explain the reasons
for the allocation made.

§1.1528 Commission review.

Either the applicant or Bureau counsel
may ‘seek Commission review of the
initial decision on the fee application, or
the Commission may decide to review
the decision on its own initiative, in
accordance with §§ 1.276-1.282 of this
Chapter. Except as provided in § 1.1525,
if neither the applicant nor Bureau
counsel seeks review and the
Commission does not take review on its
own initiative, the initial decision on the
application shall become a final
decision of the Commission 50 days
after it is issued. Whether to review a

decision is a matter within the
discretion of the Commission. If review
is taken, the Commission will issue a
final decision on the application or
remand the application to the
Administrative Law Judge for further
proceedings.

§ 1.1529 Judicial review,

Judicial review of final agency
decisions on awards may be sought as
provided in 5 U.S.C. 504(c])(2).

§ 1.1530 Payment of award.

An applicant seeking payment of an
award from the Commission shall
submit to the General Counsel a copy of
the Commission's final decision granting
the award, accompanied by a statement
that the applicant will not seek review
of the decision in the United States
courts, or a copy of the court's order
directing payment, The Commission will
pay the amount awarded to the
applicant unless judicial review of the
award or the underlying decision of the
adversary adjudication has been sought
by the applicant or any other party to
the proceeding.
|FR Doc. 82-2088 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73

[BC Docket No. 81-239; RM-2859; FCC 81~
583]

Operation of Television Broadcast
Stations by Remote Control

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: The Commission has
amended its rules by deleting the
requirement that TV stations operated
by remote control transmit vertical
interval test signals. The specific test
signals listed in the rules were also

- deleted. The deletion will permit greater

operating flexibility and reduce costs for
these TV systems. -

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 22, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Herbert Zeiler, Broadcast Bureau, (202)
632-9660.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Adopted: December 17, 1981.
Released: January 14, 1982.

In the matter of amendment of Part 73,
Subpart E of the Commission's Rules
and Regulations concerning the
operation of television broadcast
stations by remote control; Report and
Order, Proceeding terminated.

1. On April 9, 1981, the Commission
adopted a Notice of Propased Rule

Making 'in the above entitled matter.
The Notice proposed to amend

§§ 73.676, and 73.699, and 73.1820 of the
rules by deleting the specific vertical
interval test signals (VITS) for remotely
controlled television stations and the
accompanying mandatory transmission
requirement,

2. Comments were received from
American Broadcasting Companies, Inc.
(ABC), the National Association of
Broadcasters (NAB), National
Broadcasting Company, Inc. (NBC), CBS,
Inc. (CBS), and the Consumer
Electronics Group of the Electronic
Industries Association (EIA). Reply
comments were received from the Public
Broadcasting Service (PBS).

3. This proceeding was initiated in
response to a petition for rule making
submitted by ABC. The petition
proposed amending the rules to specify
the use of two VITS having different
configurations and characteristics from
the four VITS presently required. Under
the ABC proposal, the amount of space
in the vertical blanking interval used for
VITS would be reduced from two lines
to one.

4. The Commission's Notice carried
this proposal one step further, it
proposed to delete the requirement to
transmit VITS. Thus under this concept
a station could transmit whatever test
signal it chose whenever it chose, as
long as there was no harmful
interference.

5. Our proposal, while different from
what was requested in the petition, was
unanimously supported by the
comments. The view of ABC was
typical:

ABC wholeheartedly supports this sensible
deregulatory approach which recognizes
technological advances and the efficacy of
the marketplace in ensuring high quality
television transmissions.

6. The Commission is persuaded that
the present rules should be amended as
proposed. The comments have
confirmed our perception, as stated in
the Notice, that the “specific VITS
requirements may no longer be
necessary" (paragraph 9). To retain
them would not be in the best interests
of either licensees or the general public
since they constitute a burden without
benefit.

7. By deleting the specific VITS
standards and the mandatory
transmission requirements, however, we
are in no way relieving the licensee of
its responsibility to take appropriate
measures to insure quality
transmissions. As stated in the Notice,
we expect all licensees to perform tests

'FCC 81-170, released April 22, 1981.
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and observations as necessary to insure
proper performance.

8. Regulatory Flexibility Act Final
Analysis

1. Need for Rule,

The Commission believes that the
mandatory requirement that television
stations operated by remote control
continuously transmit Commission
specified test signals during the vertical

blanking interval is no longer necessary.

11. Purpose of Rule,

The purpose is to lessen the
regulatory burden on television stations
operated by remote control and allow,
to a greater extent, the broadcast
marketplace to regulate licensee
conduct.

1IL. Flexibility Issues Raised in the
Comments.

None,

1V. Significant Alternatives Not
Adopted.

The Commission considered
maintaining the status quo, however, -
this would keep an unnecessary burden
on television stations operated by
remote control.

9, Accordingly, it is ordered, pursuant
to the authority contained in Sections
4{i) and 303 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, that Part 73 of the
Commission’'s Rules is amended
effective February 22, 1982 as set forth
in the attached Appendix. It is further
ordered, that the proceeding in BC
Docket No. 81-239 is hereby terminated.

10. For further information contact
Herbert Zeiler, Broadcast Bureau, (202)
632-9660.

(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066,
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307)

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

Appendix

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

§73.676 [Amended]

1. Section 73.676 is amended by
removing paragraph (f) in its entirety.

§73.699 [Amended]
2. Section 73.699 is amended by

removing Figures 13, 14, and 15, and
marking them [Reserved].

§73.1820 [Amended]

3. Section 73.1820 is amended by
removing paragraph (a)(4)(i)(C) in its
entirety.
|FR Doc. 82-2066 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 73
[FCC 82-25]

Reregulation and Oversight gL Radio
and TV Broadcast Rules

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This Order amends certain
broadcast station rules in Volume III,
Part 73 of the rules of the Federal
Communications Commission. These
amendments are made to contemporize
certain requirements, delete regulations
that are no longer necessary and make
corrections and editorial revisions as
needed for purposes of clarity and ease
of understanding.
paTe: Effective March §, 1982.
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Crane, Philip Cross, John Reiser,
(202) 632-5414.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Adopted: January 13, 1982,

Released: January 25, 1982,

1. In this Order, the Commission
considers the reregulation and oversight
of its radio and TV broadcast rules.
Modifications are made in this Order to
update, delete, clarify or correct
broadcast regulations as described in
the following amendment summaries:

(2) Section 73.653, Operation of TV
aural and visual transmitters, requires
complete integration of audio and video
transmissions and prohibits separate
transmitter operation or the presentation
of non-related program material. There
are three exceptions to the
requirements:

(1) For emergency fills due to either
visual or aural equipment failures;

(2) For equipment tests or
experimental operation; or

(3) For graveyard hours transmissions
between sign-off of one day and sign-on
of the next {no earlier than midnight; no
later than 6:00 a.m.) when the
transmitters may be operated
separately, with either (i) no aural
transmissions or (ii) aural transmissions
of non-related, different program
material,

This rule fails to serve certain needs
of STV operators. These licensees, in
order to provideé an unscrambled signal,
at minimum cost, in installing decoders
and orienting receiving antennas, desire
to transmit at other than graveyard
hours, a crawl on the visual transmitter
accompanied by music on the aural—a -
clear violation of the requirement to
present completely related, integrated
material in non-graveyard hours.

Waivers have been received and
granted, permitting this practice on STV
stations. Since the public interest is
served by permitting this prattice, and
since case-by-case requests by
licensees, and review and response by
FCC staff is time consuming and costly,
the rule will herein be amended and
relaxed to permit such visual-crawl,
aural-music, non-integrated
transmissions in such STV operational
circumstances. (See Appendix, item 1).

(b) STV operational procedures have
also occasioned the consideration, and
granting, of a waiver of one of the
requirements of another FCC rule—
station identification. Petitioners have
asked for relief from applicability of the
hourly station LD. requirement during
STV programming. The sole purposes of
station identification are to advise the
public of the station it is viewing and to
aid in resolving interference problems.
Monthly fee clients, viewing the STV
program, know which station to which
they are tuned. Non-subscribing viewers
receive encoded (scrambled) signals, so
any LD, broadcast would be
unintelligible to them. So hourly 1.D.'s
serve no useful purpose in these
circumstances. Thus, the requirement to
identify the station hourly during
scrambled transmissions has no public
interest benefit. The rule will still
require the station to present non-
scrambled LD.'s hourly, during non-STV
periods, and before and after STV
programs. (See Appendix, item 2).

(c) From time to time the staff is
queried on the exact meaning of this
proviso in paragraph (a) of § 73.1930,
Political editorials: “Where such
editorials are broadcast within 72 hours
prior to the day of the election, * * *"\.
The question posed is, does the 72 hour
period exclude election day, or does the
rule mean election day and the 72 hours
preceding it? The proper interpretation
is the latter. It is the 72 hours prior to the
day of election plus election day. The
Commission made this interpretation
quite clear in Bel Air Broadcasting
Company, Inc., Memorandum Opinion
and Order, In the Matter of Liability of
Bel Air Broadcasting Co., Inc,, Licensee
of Radio Station WVOB, Bel Air, Md.
For Forfeiture. 47 FCC 2d 985. In that
judgment, the Commission based its
decision to issue a Notice of Apparent
Liability on certain “apparent facts”
including: “that the editorial was
broadcast on each of the three days
prior to the election as well as on
election day and thus well within the 72-
hour period established by the Rule
during which licensees broadcasting
such editorial oppositions must meet the
Rule's affirmative obligations. * * *
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§ 73.1930(a) will be amended to clarify
its meaning in this respect. (See
Appendix, item 3.)

(d) Two elements of the FCC's multi-
faceted policy pertaining to combination
advertising rates and joint sales
practices have recently been subject to
Commission action:

The Commission letter to Ben Lomond
Broadcasting Company, Inc. clearly defining
(for the first time) the amount of common
ownership required under the combination
rate policy to permit stations to sell in
combination, and,

In another action, that part of this policy
which prohibited sales representation of a
station by a representative owned wholly or
partially by a licensee of a competing radio
or TV station in the same service in the same
area was repealed July 30, 1981. In Repont
and Order in BC Dockel 80438, these two
restrictions were eliminated and
representation of a station in a market by a
sales rep owned by a rival station was
thereafter permitted. The Report and Order is
herein stated in § 73,4065, Combination
advertising rates; Joint sales practices. (See
Appendix, item 4.)

(e) The procedures to be followed in
comparative broadcast hearing cases in
consideration of specialized
programming formats is stated in
Memorandum Opinion and Order
released February 7, 1980, 75 FCC 2d
721. For many years Commission policy
in this matter was found in Policy
Statement on Comparative Broadcast
Hearings, 1 FCC 2d 393 (1965); and
Commercial Radio Institute, Inc., 48
FCC 2d 323 [Rev. Bd 1974). However, in
George E. Cameron, Jr.

Communications, 71 FCC 2d 461 (1979),
we retreated from our longtime
approach and announced a revision in
this policy area. Subsequent to
Cameron, the Commission adopted the
Report and Order in General Docket 79—
137, Revised Procedures for the
Processing of Contested Broadcast
Applications, 72 FCC 2d 202, where we
initiated certain procedural reforms, one
of which created a contradiction
between the new procedure and the
Cameron policy. The Declaratory Ruling
was given clarifying the matter in the
subject Memorandum Opinion and
Order. The appropriate addition is made
to the Policy listings via this Order. (See
Appendix, item 5.)

(f) In adopting the Report and Order in
Docket 19571, 41 FCC 2d 534, the
Commission elected to set policy rather
than adopt a rule change in the matter of
restricting transmission of the
stereophonic pilot subcarrier by FM
stations during periods of monophonic
program transmission. Via this Order,
the policy is listed as “Stereophonic

'FCC 81-371, 87 FCC 2d —.

pilot subcarrier use during monophonic
programming. It is numbered as

§ 73.4246 in the Policy listings in Part 73.
(See Appendix, item 6.)

(g) With the adoption of the Second
Report and O:rder in Docket 21502, 85
FCC 2d 631, the Commission established
a policy that mutually exclusive
applications for new TV stations, where
one or more propose subscription
television (STV) service, will only be
compared using traditional criteria such
as media diversification, integration of
ownership and management, and
efficient spectrum use. We herein add
the policy to the Policy listings in Part 73
and designate it as § 73.4247, STV:
competing appliations. (See Appendix,
item 7.)

(h) In notice of Inquiry on part-time
programming, BC Docket 78-355, 43 FR
55804, the Commission “solicited
comments on incentives to foster time
brokerage arrangements and thereby
further encourage minority group
involvement in broadcasting.” That
proceeding was terminated with the
issuance of a Policy Statement, 82 FCC
2, 107, encouraging time brokerage
arrangements which have the potential
to foster healthy program competition
and enhance diversity of programming.
The Policy Statement is added to the
Policy listings in Part 73 as § 73.4267,
Time brokerage. (See Appendix, item 8.)

2. No substantive changes are made
herein which impose additional burdens
or remove provisions relied upon by
licensees or the public.

3. We conclude that, for the reasons
set forth above, adoption of these
revisions will serve the public interest,
and inasmuch as these amendments
impose no additional burdens and raise
no issue upon which comments would
serve any useful purpose, prior notice of

-rulemaking effective date provisions and

public procedure thereon are
unnecessary pursuant to the
Administrative Procedure and Judicial
Review Act provisions of 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(3)(B).

4. Inasmuch as a general notice of
proposed rulemaking is not required, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act does not
apply.

5. Therefore, it is ordered, that
pursuant to Sections 4(i) and 303(r) of
the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations are amended as set forth in
the attached Appendix, effective March
5, 1982.

6. For further information on this
Order, contact Steve Crane, John Reiser
or Philip Cross, Broadcast Bureau, (202)
632-9660.

(Secs. 4. 3083, 307, 48 Stal., as amended, 10686,
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307)

Federal Communications Commission.
William ]. Tricarico,

Secretary.

Appendix

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

1. Section 73.653 is amended to add
new paragraph (d) as follows:

§ 73.653 Operation of TV aural and visual
transmitters.

* - - - *

[d) During the non-encoded operating
hours of a Subscription TV station,
between the regularly scheduled sign-on
and sign-off times in which it presents
such non-encoded programming, the
aural and visual transmitters shall not
be operated separately, or to present
different or unrelated program material,
except in the following case:

(1) During installation of decoders and
orientation of receiving antennas, at
subscriber locations, non-integrated,
different or unrelated material may be
presented to aid installers in their
function.

2. Section 73.1201 is amended to add
new paragraph (d) as follows:

§73.1201 Station identification.

* - - - -

(d) Subscription television stations
(STV). The requirements for official
station identification applicable to TV
stations will apply to Subscription TV +
stations except, during STV-encoded
programming such station identification
is not required. However, a station
identification announcement will be
made immediately prior to and following
the encoded Subscription TV program
period.

3. Section 73.1930, paragraph (a), is
revised to read as follows:

§ 73.1930 Poilitical editorials.

(a) Where a licensee, in an editorial,

(1) Endorses or,

(2) Opposes a legally qualified
candidate or candidates, the licensee
shall, with 24 hours after 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 and the
time of the ediiorial,

(B) A script or tape of the editorial
and

(C) An offer of reasonable opportunity
for the candidate or a spokesman of the
candidate to respond over the licensee's
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facilities. Where such editorials are
broadcast on the day of the election or
within 72 hours prior to the day of the
election, the licensee shall comply with
the provisions of this paragraph
sufficiently far in advance of the
broadcast to enable the candidate or
candidates to have a reasonable
opportunity to prepare a response and to
present it in a timely fashion,

- * * * *

4, Section 73.4065 is amended to
designate the present text paragraph (a),
and add new paragraphs (b) and (c) as
follows:

§73.4065 Combination advertising rates;
joint sales practices.

{a) See Report and Order, Docket
19789, FCC 76-190, adopted February 26,
1976, 59 FCC 2d 894; 41 FR 24719, June
18, 1976.

(b) See letter to Ben Lomond
Broadcasting Company, Inc., adopted
January 18, 1981, FCC 81-16. 84 FCC 2d
699,

(c) See Report and Order, Docket 80~
438, FCC 81-371, adopted July 30, 1981.
87 FCC 2d ——. 46 FR 43681, August 31,
1981.

5. New § 73.4082 is added to the Policy
listing in Subpart H, Part 73 to read as
follows:

§73.4082 Comparative broadcast
hearings—specialized programming
formats.

(a) See Memorandum Opinion and
Order, FCC 80-33, adopted January 30,
1880. 75 FCC 2d 721,

(b) See Report and Order, Docket 79~
137, FCC 79-331, adopted June 1, 1978, 72
FCC 2d 202.

(c) See Memorandum Opinion and
Order, FCC 79-206, adopted March 30,
1979. 71 FCC 2d 460.

6. New § 73.4246 is added to the Policy
listing in Subpart H, Part 73, to read as
follows:

§73.4246 Stereophonic pilot subcarrier
use during monophonic programming.

See Report and Order, Docket 19571,
FCC 73-680, adopted June 21, 1973. 41
FCC 2d 534; 38 FR 17021, June 28, 1973.

7. New § 73.4247 is added to the Policy
listing in Subpart H, Part 73, to read as
follows:

§73.4247 STV: Competing applications.

See Second Report and Order, Docket
21502, FCC 81-13, adopted January 8,
1981. 85 FCC 2d 631; 46 FR 19937, April
2, 1981.

8. New § 73.4267 is added to the Policy
listings in Subpart H, Part 73, to read as
follows:

§73.4267 Time brokerage.

See Policy Statement, Docket 78-355,
FCC 80-621, adopted October 21, 1980,
82 FCC 2d 107.

[FR Doc. 82-2085 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

——

_— —

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 351

Whaling; Amendments to Schedule of
the International Convention for
Regulation of Whaling

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Section 916k of the Whaling
Convention Act, 16 U.S.C. 916 et seq.,
requires that the Secretary of Commerce
publish the Schedule of the International
Convention for the Regulation of
Whaling, 19486, in the Federal Register,
so that the Schedule will “become
effective with respect to all persons and
vessels subject to the jurisdiction of the
United States in accordance with the
terms of such regulations * * *” This
final rule publishes the most recent
amendments to the Schedule of the
International Convention for the
Regulation of Whaling as required even
though 50 CFR Part 351 (except as
provided for in § 351.36) relates to
commercial whaling which is currently
proscribed for all persons and vessels
subject to the jurisdiction of the United
States. Subsistence whaling by U.S.
citizens will be the subject of a separate
rulemaking to be published in 50 CFR
Part 230. :
EFFECTIVE DATE: The amendments to the
Schedule became effective on November
10, 1981. This final rule becomes
effective January 27, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dean Swanson, Office of Marine
Mammals and Endangered Species,
National Marine Fisheries Service,
NOAA, Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20235, Telephone—
(202) 634-1792.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: At its
33rd Annual Meeting held in Brighton,
England, July 20-25, 1981, the
International Whaling Commission
(IWC) adopted amendments to the
Schedule to establish catch limits for the
1981-82 pelagic and 1982 coastal
whaling seasons and to extend the ban
on the commercial use of cold grenade
(nonexploding) harpoons to kill minke

whales from the beginning of the 1982~
83 pelagic and 1983 coastal whaling
seasons.

Notification of amendments to the
Schedule was made by the Secretary of
the IWC on August 11, 1981, and
clarifications to the notice were made
on September 24, 1981. By terms of the
convention, the amendments become
effective at the end of a 90 day objection
period except for any to which one or
more Contracting Parties file objection.
If any amendment is the subject of an
objection, it becomes effective with
respect to all Contracting Parties which
have not objected to it at the conclusion
of a second 90 day objection period or
30 days after the last objection is filed,
whichever is later. ¢

At the conclusion of the initial
objection period, November 9, 1981, two
Schedule amendments had been the
subject of objection:That extending the
ban on the commercial use of cold
grenade harpoons to kill minke and that
relating to the catch limit on the
Western Stock of sperm whales in the
North Pacific. This publication
incorporates all other amendments to
the Schedule that were adopted by the
33rd Annual Meeting and therefore
became binding on the United States as
of November 10, 1981.

Regulations under the Whaling
Convention Act relating to the 1982
harvest of bowhead whales by Alaskan
Natives will be published at a later date
and will appear in 50 CFR Part 230.

16 U.S.C. 916k requires the Secretary
to promulgate IWC Schedule
amendments. These amendments result

from a process in which NOAA
provided ample opportunity for public
comment in the development of the U.S,
position for the most recent IWC
meeting. Because of the perfunctory
nature of this publication and in view of
the public's participation in preparing
for the IWC meeting that produced the
subject Schedule amendments, I for
good cause find that a delay of 30 days
in effectiveness under 5 U.S.C. 553 is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest, Also, this promulgation is
exempt from the NEPA environmental
document requirements pursuant to
Section 8(c){3) of the revised NOAA
Directive (NDM 02-10; 45 FR 49312~
49321) implementing NEPA because it
constitutes a programmatic function
with no potential for significant
environmental impact.

The Administrator has reviewed this
final rule in accordance with the
specifications of Executive Order
122291, “Federal Regulation,” and the
Department guidelines implementing
that Order and determined that it has no
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impact on competition, employment,
investment, or productivity.
Accordingly, no regulatory impact
analysis is required.

The Administrator has certified that
this rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because it
would regulate activities that are other-
wise prohibited with the exception of
aboriginal whaling allowed under 50
CFR 351.36. This exception will be the
subject of a separate rulemaking to be
published in 50 CFR Part 230.
Accordingly, no regulatory flexibility
analysis is required. Finally, this action
does not increase the Federal
paperwork burden for agencies,
individuals, small businesses, or other
persons. Therefore, the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980 does not apply.

Dated: January 21, 1982,
Robert K. Crowell,

Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

PART 351—WHALING

For reasons set out in the preamble,
Part 351 of Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended as set forth
below.

1. The authority citation for Part 351
reads as follows:

Authority: Article 5, 62 Stat, 1718, sec. 2-14,
64 Stat, 421-425; 16 U.S.C. 916 et seq.

2. By adding an entry for §351.30 to
the table of contents for Part 351 that
reads as follows:

Sec.

- * * Ld -
351.30 Humane Killing.

* - * * -

3. By adding a new §351.30 to read as
follows:

§351.30 Humane Killing.

The killing for commercial purposes of
whales, except minke whales, using the
cold grenade harpoon shall be forbidden
from the beginning of the 1980/81
pelagic and 1981 coastal seasons.

4. By revising paragraphs (d) and (e)
of §351.33 to read as follows:

§ 351.33 Classification of areas and
divisions. .

- - - * *

(d) Geographical boundaries in the
North Pacific. The geographical
boundaries for the sperm and Bryde's
whale stocks in the North Pacific are:

Sperm Whale Stocks

Western Division

West of a line from the ice-edge south
along the 180° meridian of longitude to 180°,
to 50°N, then east along the 50°N parallel of
latitude to 160°W, 50°N, then south along the
160°W meridian of longitude to 160°W, 40°N,
then east along the 40°N parallel of latitude to
150°W, 40°N, then south along the 150°W
meridian of longitude to the Equator.

Eastern Division
East of the line described above.

Bryde's whale stocks

East China Sea Stock, West of the Ryuku
Island chain.

Western Stock, West of the 160°W
meridian of longitude (excluding the East
China Sea stock area).

Eastern Stock, East of the 160°W meridian
of longitude (excluding the Peruvian stock
area).

(e) Geographical boundaries for
Bryde's whale stocks in the Southern
Hemisphere,

Southern Indian Ocean, 20°E to 130°E,
south of the Equator.

Solmon Islands, 150°E to 170°E, 20°S to the
Equator.

Western South Pacific, 130°E to 150°W,
south of the Equator (excluding the Solomon
Islands stock area).

Peruvian, 100°W to the South American
coast, 10°S to 10°N.

Eastern South Pacific, 150°W to 70°W,
south of the Equator (excluding the Peruvian
stock area).

South Atlantic, 70°W to 20°E, south of the
Equator (excluding the South African Inshore
stock area).

South African Inshore, 30nm seawards off
the southwest coast of South Africa from 25°S
latitude down and-around the coast to 25°E
longitude.

5. By revising Tables 1, 2, and 3 which
follow Subpart D to read as follows:

Table 1. Baleen Whale Stock Classifications and Catch Limits (excluding Bryde's whales)

[Southern Hemisp} 1981-82 pelagi and 1982 coastal season)
Sei Minke Fin Blye Hump- Right Gra
back Bowhead, y
fyee Fongces Catch | Classif- | Catch | Clssifi- | Catch | Classif | usgn |9 | Classif | Cateh
cation fimit cation fimit cation fiemiit cation eation Ctassifi- cation limit
cation

I. 120" W-80° W PS 0 - 930 PS 0 PS PS PS - -

n 60" W-0' W PS 0 - 1,249 PS [} PS PS PS — —

n 0" -70"E PS 0 -— 2,198 PS 0 PS PS PS - -

v, 70" E-130°E PS 0 - 1,625 PS 0 PS PS PS - —

v 130" E-170° W PS 0 — 1.187 PS (1] PS FS PS - —

V.. 170" W-120° W PS 0 — 1317 PS 0 PS PS PS - —

Total catch not 10 exceed..... 8,102 0 0 ] 0
Northem Hemisphere—1982 season
| AR e ) M ) 7
North Pacific

Whoe region...... PS o] - - PS 0 PS PS PS -

Okhotsk Sea-West Stock J - -— SMS* 1421 - - - - - - —_
Sea of Japen—Yeliow Sea—East

China 588 SIOCK .vvveurumenmuunsisssasssessinin - - - ISMS 3940 — - — —_— —_ — —

Remainder — — IMS 0 — — - - — — —

Eastern e RSt e i — - — —_ - -— -— - ) SMS 2179

Western Stock — - — -_ — - - - - PS 0

North Atlantic

Whole i IR - - - - - - PS PS PS - —

West G - — SMS f444 ISMS 8 - - - — -

Newloundiand—Labrador Stock . - - - - MS 90 - - & - - -

Canadian East Coast Stock ... - - — 0 - - - -— = = -

NOVE SCOUE SIOCK vvrvvvrivrsssssssomsssese PS 0 - - PS 0 - - o = -

Central Stock — — SMS 320 — — — — — - -

East Greenland—Iceland Stock............ — -— —_ - SMS 194 = = i s =

Strait Stock............. o SMS %100 - -— — —_ - - - =T -
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Table 1. Baleen Whale Stock cm:mumt and Catch Limits (excluding Bryde's whales)—Continued

[Southem H ph 1961-82 pelag and 1982 coastal season)
Sei Minke Fin Blue lw - ngu‘ Gray
Pygmy
o Longitudes | Ciassif- | Catch | Classifi- | Catch | Classii | Catch Cassin |— | Cuassif | Caich
cation lirnit cation firmt cation it cation cation Classifi- cation limit
cation
!
- - — - SMS 210 - = - - -
- - SMS 1,790 — — — —_ - - e
o LT =4 = PS (1] T — - — o
— - — — SMS 81 — —_ — — -
= 0 -4 -~ o= = - — - o =1
- - IMS 0 — — PS PS PS — -
1 The total catch of minke whales shall not excoed 1,678 in the five years 1980 to 1984 inclusive.
2 Provisionally listed as SMS for 1982, R
2 The total catch of minke whales shall not exceed 3,634 in the five years 1980 1o 1984 inclusive.
$ a salislactory eshimate of stock size.
* Avail to be taxen by abongines or a on behalf of sborigi 10 paragraph 13b.

Contracting Government P
% The total catch of minke whales shall not exceed 1,778 in the five years 1881 to 1885 inclusive.
7 Pending submission of data feading to an adequate assessment.
* The total catch of sel whales shall not exceed 504 in the six years 1980 to 1985 inclusive.

TABLE 2. BRYDE'S WHALE STOCK CLASSIFICA-
CLASSIFICATIONS AND CATCH LiMITS TIONS AND CATCH LimiTs—Continued

[Southem Hemisphere and Northem Indian Ocean 1881-82 [Southern Hemispheta and Northem Indian Ocean 1981-82
pelagic season and 1982 coastal season] pelags and 1982 ] )]

TABLE 2. BRYDE'S WHALE STOCK

Classifica- Catch Classifica- Catch
tion Limit tion Limit
South Aantic SIOCK ......cererressersensss -— 0 East China Sea Stock. 4SMS 18
Southemn Indian Ocean Stock ......... IMS 197 North Atlantic—1982 season IMS *0
S islands Stock IMS 0 Northem Indian Ocean—1
Western South Pacific StocK .......... MS 237 BOBSON eveasscosisssssssssosmianssinrirssiassioed - 0
Eastern South Pacific SIocK............. IMS 188 . :
Peruvian Stock SMS 1244 N'Aw?m?.umhnnmwmmh
78 = Special remainder from 1981 coastal season that may be
- 0 taken in 2@ six month starting in November 1981
a total of 320 whales which may be taken during this
MS ) pursuant 1o this and
3 Panding a satisfactofy estimata of stock size.
IMS 507 < Provisionally s SMS for 1

Table 3. Toothed Whale Stock Classifications and Catch Limits
{Southern Hemisphere 1981-82 pelagic season and 1952 coastal seasonl

Sporm Bottienose
Classifica- Classifica-
tion Catch limit fion
1 60" W-30" W — o —
2 30" W-20" E - 0 —
3. 3 20" E-60' E — 0 -
4 80" E-80" E B 0 -
5 90" E-130" E - 0 -
6 130" E-160° E — -0 -
7 160" E-170° W I 0 =
8 170" W-100" W — 0 —
B 100" W-60" W — 0 -—
Northern Hemisphere—1982 season
North Pacific

Division = v -~
Eastemn Division - 0 o
North Atiantic - 10 2 psS
Northern Indian Ocean - 0 -

'P&Medhalﬂwmind@di%mwmmmmmelul coastal season may be taken during the 1982
coastal season,
* Provisionally listed as PS for 1982 pending the accumulation of sufficient information for classification.

sum of the Area catches exceed the total
catch limit for each species.

(b) The number of baleen whales
taken in the North Pacific Ocean and
dependent waters in 1982 and in the
taken in the Southern Hemisphere in the  North Atlantic Ocean in 1982 shall not
1981/82 pelagic seas®n and the 1982 exceed the limits shown in Tables 1 and
coastal season shall not exceed the 2
limits shown in Tables 1 and 2.
However, in no circumstances shall the

6. By revising § 351.35 to read as
follows:

§351.35 Catch limits for baleen whaies.
(a) The number of baleen whales

7. By revising § 351.39 to read as
follows:

§351.39 Catch limits for sperm whales.

Catch limits for sperm whales of both
sexes shall be set at zero in the
Southern Hemisphere for the 1981/82
pelgaic season and 1982 coastal seasons
and following seasons, and at zero in
the Northern Hemisphere for the 1982
and following coastal seasons; except
that the catch limits for the 1982 coastal
season and following seasons in the
Western Division of the North Pacific
shall remain undetermined and subject
to decision by the Commission following
special or annual meetings of the
Scientific Committee. These limits shall
remain in full force until such time as
the Commission, on the basis of the
scientific information which will be
reviewed annually, decides otherwise in
accordance with the procedures
followed at that time by the
Commission.

Appendix A—[Amended]

8. By amending Appendix A to Part
351 by insertion of the following title
page between the captions "Appendix
A" and “Table 1.—Daily Record Sheet™:

International Convention for the Regulation
of Whaling 1946, Schedule Appendix A—
Title Page

(One loghook per catcher per season)

Catcher name————— Year built
Attached to expedition/land station
Season
Overall length—————— Wooden/steel hull
Gross tonnage
Type of engine
Maximum speed
searching speed
Asdic set, make and model no.
Date of installation
Make and size of cannon
Type of first harpoon used
electric/non-explosive
Type of killer harpoon used
Length and type of forerunner
Type of whaleline *
Height of barrel above sea level
Speedboat used., Yes/No

ame of Captain

H.P.
Average

explosive/
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Number of years experience

Name of gunner
Number of years experience

Number of crew
|FR Doc. 82-2102 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

50 CFR Part 652

Atlantic Surf Clam and Ocean Quahog
Fisheries

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Increase in fishing time.

SUMMARY: This notice increases the
allowable fishing time from 12 to 24
hours per week for fishing vessels
harvesting surf clam within the mid-
Atlantic area of the fishery conservation
zone, Action is taken to allow vessel
operators sufficient fishing time to
harvest the quarterly allocation of surf
clams. This action should increase the
opportunity of fishermen to harvest surf
clam in the mid-Atlantic area.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 3, 1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bruce Nicholls, Plan Coordinator,
Northeast Region, National Marine
Fisheries Service, State Fish Pier,
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930-3097;
telephone 617-281-3600.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
emergency interim rule implementing
portions of Amendment 3 to the Fishery
Management Plan for Atlantic Surf Clam
and Ocean Quahog Fisheries FMP
requires the Secretary of Commerce at
the beginning of each calendar fishing
quarter to publish in the Federal
Register the allowable fishing time for
the quarter so that fishing for surf clam
may be conducted throughout the entire
quarter with the minimum number of
changes to fishing times (§ 652.22(a)(3)).
The Regional Director has reviewed
harvest statistics from the latter part of
1981 and has determined that fishing
time for surf clams should be increased
from the 12 hours per week currently in
effect to 24 hours, to facilitate the
harvest of the full quarterly quota for
surf clams, expected to be
approximately 585,000 bushels. The
Regional Director recognizes that
harvest rates fluctuated dramatically
during the last year, and intends
continually to review progress toward
attainment of the quarterly quota so that
he can make timely adjustments to the
allowable fishing time.

This management action is prescribed
under § 652.22(a)(3) of the regulations
and as such is exempt from Sections 3,
4, and 7 of Executive Order 12291.

(16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.)
Date: January 21, 1982.
Robert K. Crowell,
Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service,
[FR Doc. 82-2008 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 sm)
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

50 CFR Part 654

Stone Crab Fishery

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: NOAA issues a final
rulemaking amending the regulations for
the Stone Crab Fishery of the Gulf of
Mexico. This amendment changes the
size of the biodegradable panel on stone
crab traps and provides the Regional
Director with the authority to allow
research activities otherwise prohibited
in the management area. The
amendment will minimize alteration of
commercial traps, by fishermen and
dealers; consequently reducing
regulatory compliance costs.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 26, 1982

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Harold B. Allen (Acting Regional
Director, NMFS), 813-893-3141,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Fishery Management Plan for the Stone
Crab Fishery (FMP) was approved by
the Assistant Administrator for
Fisheries, NOAA, on March 19, 1979.
Final regulations, were effective
September 30, 1979 (44 FR 53519). The
Secretary of Commerce published on
August:8, 1981 (46 FR 40062), a proposed
rulemaking amending regulations, with
the public comment period ending
September 21, 1981. No comments were
received during this period.

These regulations reduce the size of
the biodegradable panel required in
wooden stone crab traps fished in the
fishery conservation zone from 4" by
6% to 2%" by 5”. This smaller size
panel still allows escapement of crabs
from traps that become severed from
trot or buoy lines (ghost traps).
Commercially constructed traps may be
adapted more easily to meet the
proposed opening by removing only one

slat instead of the two as previously
required.

A new section allows the Regional
Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, to authorize certain otherwise
prohibited activities for the purpose of
scientific research.

The Assistant Administrator for
Fisheries, NOAA, has determined that
this amendment to the regulations
complies with the national standards,
other provisions of the Magnuson
Fisheries Conservation and
Management Act, and other applicable
law.

The Administrator, NOAA, has
determined that this amendment is not a
major rule requiring the preparation of a
regulatory impact analysis under
Executive Order 12291.

Finally, this amendment does not call
for additional information and thus does
not increase the Federal paperwork
burden for individuals, small businesses,
or other persons as defined by 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.

Dated: January 20, 1982,
Robert K. Crowell,

Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

PART 654—STONE CRAB FISHERY

50 CFR Part 654 is amended as
follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 654
reads as follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C, 1801 et seq.

2. Section 654.2 is amended by
revising the definition of Biodegradable
Panel to read as follows:

§654.2 Definitions.

* * - - *

Biodegradable Panel means a panel
constructed of wood or cotton material
and located on the trap, at least two
slats above the bottom, or on the top of
the trap, which, when removed, will
leave an opening in the trap measuring
at least 2%" x 5",

» L - - -

3. A new § 654.24 is added to read as
follows:

§654.24 Specifically authorized actlvities.

The Regional Director may authorize,
for the acquisition of information and
data, activities otherwise prohibited by
these regulations.
|FR Doc. 82-2007 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|)

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M




3796

Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 47, No. 18

Wednesday, January 27, 1982

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
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proposed issuance of rules and
regulations. The purpose of these notices
is to give interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
rules,

_

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50

Emergency Planning and
Preparedness for Research and Test
Reactors; Extension of Submittal
Dates; Correction :

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule; correction.

“The other proposed change offered
for public consideration is in the thermal
power level threshold—from 500 KW to
2 MW—which governs the applicable
date for submittal of emergency plans.”

3. On page 63316, the second sentence
in the paragraph immediately
preceeding the Regulatory Flexibility
Certification is corrected to read: “For
licensees under 500 KW thermal, the
submittal date of November 3, 1982
would remain unchanged.”

Dated at Bethesda, Md. this 18th day of
January, 1982.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
William J. Dircks,

Executive Director for Operations.
[FR Doc. 82-2078 Filed 1-20-82: 6:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
proposed rule extending the submittal
dates by which a licensee must submit
emergency plans for research and test
reactors published December 31, 1981
(46 FR 63315).

DATES: Comment period expires
February 1, 1982. Comments received
after this date will be considered if it is
practical to do so, but assurance of
consideration may not be given except
as to comments received on or before
this date.

ADDRESS: Submit comments to: The
Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555; Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve L. Ramos, Technical Assistant to
the Director, Division of Emergency
Perparedness, Office of Inspection and
Enforcement, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555
(Telephone: 301-492-9602).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following corrections are made in the
proposed rule published in the Federal
Register on December 31, 1981 on page
63315.

1. The DATES entry is corrected to ¢
read as set forth above.

2. The first sentence in the fourth
paragraph in the third column on page
63315 is corrected to read:

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
11 CFR Part 110
[Notice 1882-1)

Communications; Advertising

AGENCY: Federal Election Commission.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking

SUMMARY: The Commission requests
comments on the proposed revision of
11 CFR 110.11 (Communications;
advertising) to clarify when disclaimer
notices must be included on solicitations
and on communications which expressly
advocate the election or defeat of a
clearly identified Federal candidate.
This revision is intended to more
closely conform the regulation to the
Federal Election Campaign Act and to
incorporate recent advisory opinions
issued by the Commission.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before February 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Susan E. Propper, Assistant
General Counsel, 1325 K Street, NW.,
Washington D.C. 20463

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan E. Propper, Assistant General
Counsel, (202) 523-4143 or toll free at
(800) 424-9530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission is considering several
proposed changes in 11 CFR 110.11(a), to
clarify certain aspects of that section
and to follow recent advisory opinions
issued by the Commission. The 4
proposed rules being published today
include revisions which would require

that the appropriate disclaimer notice be
displayed on posters and on
solicitations or express advocacy
communications that are paid for by
“any person” but are not authorized by
any candidate. The proposed rules
would also make clear that no
disclaimer is necessary on solicitations
made by a separate segregated fund to
its permissible class of solicitees under
11 CFR Part 114,

Posters are a commonly used form of
general public political advertising and
solicitation. Persons seeking to comply
with the Act and the Commission’s
regulations have not always been
certain, however, whether posters are
required to contain the disclaimer
notice. The proposed rules would
specifically include posters on the list of
media which must include the
disclaimer notice when used for
solicitations or express advocacy
communications.

The proposed rules would revise .
current § 110.11(a)(1)(iv) to conform with
the Act and the remaining provisions of
§ 110.11(a)(1) by requiring that
solicitations and express advocacy
communications paid for by “any
person,” which communications or
solicitations are not authorized by a
candidate, include the appropriate
disclaimer notice. See proposed
§ 110.11(a)(1)(iii).

A second revision contained in
proposed § 110.11(a)(1)(iii) would add
the phrase “or in opposition to", to make
clear that independent expenditure
advertisements which expressly
advocate the election or defeat of a
clearly identified candidate must carry
the required notice.

The proposed regulations would also
state that a solicitation by a separate
segregated fund made to its permissible
class need not contain a disclaimer
notice. This revision would follow a
recent Commission advisory opinion in
this area, AO 1980-71.

Finally, a proposed addition to
§ 110.11(a)[2) has been drafted. This
new provision would provide a second
exception from the requirement to
display a disclaimer notice. The new
exemption would apply to
advertisements on very tall structures,
such as water towers, and for skywriting
since the disclaimer would be ‘
unreadable.
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PART 110—CONTRIBUTION AND
EXPENDITURE LIMITATIONS AND
PROHIBITIONS

It is proposed to revise 11 CFR -
110.11(a) as follows:

§ 110.11 Communications; advertising.

{a)(1) Except as provided at 11 CFR
110.11(a)(2), whenever any person
makes an expenditure for the purpose of
financing communications expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a
clearly identified candidate, or solicits
any contribution, through any
broadcasting station, newspaper,
magazine, outdoor advertising facility,
poster, direct mailing or any other form
of general public political advertising, a
disclaimer meeting the requirements of
paragraph (a)(1) fi), (if), (iii) or (iv) of
this section shall appear or be presented
in a clear and conspicuous manner to
give the reader, observer or listener
adequate notice of the identity of
persons who paid for or who authorized
the communication. Such person is not
required to place the disclaimer on the
front face or page of any such material,
except on communications, such as
billboards, that contain only a front
face.

(i) Such communication, including any
<Jlicitation, if paid for and authorized
by a candidate, an authorized committee
of a candidate, or its agent, shall clearly
state that the communication has been
paid for by such authorized political
committee; or .

(ii) Such communication including any
solicitation, if authorized by a
candidate, an authorized committee of a
candidate or an agent thereof, but paid
for by any other person, shall clearly
state that the communication is
authorized by such candidate,
authorized committee or agent and is
paid for by such other persons; or

(iii) Such communication including
any solicitation, if made on behalf of or
in opposition to a candidate, but paid for
by any other person and not authorized
by a candidate, authorized committee of
a candidate or its agent, shall clearly
state that the communication has been
paid for by such person and is not
authorized by any candidate.

(iv)(A) For solicitations directed to the
general public on behalf of an
unauthorized political committee, such
solicitation shall clearly state the full
name of the person who paid for the
communication:

(B) For purposes of this section,
whenever a separate segregated fund
solicits contributions to the fund from
those persons it may solicit under the
applicable provisions of 11 CFR Part 114,
such communication shall not be

considered a form of general public
advertising and need not contain the
disclaimer set forth in paragraph
(a)(1)(iv)(A) of this section.

(2) The requirements of 11 CFR
110.11(a)(1) do not apply to bumper
stickers, pins, buttons, pens and similar
small items upon which the disclaimer
cannot be conveniently printed. The
requirements of paragraph (a)(1) of this
section do not apply to skywriting,
watertowers or other advertisements of
such a nature that the use of a
disclaimer is impracticable,

- - - - -

Certification of no Effect Pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 605(b) Regulatory Flexibility Act

I certify that the attached proposed
rules will not, if promulgated, have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
basis for this certification is that no
entity is required to make any
expenditures under the proposed rules.

Dated: January 21, 1982.

Frank P. Reiche,

Chairman, Federal Election Commission.
|FR Doc. 52-2000 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 um]

BILLING CODE 6715-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

36 CFR Part 7
Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation
Area; Alcoholic Beverages

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this regulation
is to establish restrictions on the
consumption of beer and alcoholic
beverages within Cuyahoga Valley
National Recreation Area, to reduce the
adverse impact on the park resources
and to ensure the safety of park visitors.
DATE: Written comments, suggestions, or
objections will be accepted until
February 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Comments should be directed
to: Superintendent, Cuyahoga Valley
National Recreation Area, P.O. Box 158,
Peninsula, Ohio 44264,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lewis S. Albert, Superintendent,
Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation
Area, Telephone: (216) 650-4414.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

This regulation being proposed by the
National Park Service, is designed to
provide greater resource and visitor

protection. Cuyahoga Valley National
Recreation Area was established to
preserve the scenic, cultural, natural,
and historic qualities of the Cuyahoga
river valley for all time and for the
benefit and enjoyment of the people.
Visitors from throughout the States
come to rediscover the beauty of nature,
the peace of the countryside or the
substance of the past, relax in the open
spaces set aside for recreation, and
enjoy the cultural experiences available
in the park.

With increasing regularity, persons
who visit the park to enjoy the natural
setting find that many of the available
parking spaces are occupied by persons
pursuing interests not compatible with
the stated purposes of the park. The
open consumption of beer and alcoholic
beverages has had an adverse impact on
the use and enjoyment of the park as an
important natural and historic area. The
excessive levels of this activity seem to
be partially caused by prohibitions
against consuming alcoholic beverages
in State and local parks, and the strict
enforcement of these prohibitions by
local law enforcement agencies. Given
these circumstances, Cuyahoga Valley
National Recreation Area has become
an attraction to many people simply
because it is a park where consumption
of alcoholic beverages is not prohibited.

Additionally, the use of alcohol leads,
in many cases, to disruptive behavior
which conflicts with other uses of the
park. Possession of marijuana and other
controlled substances, vandalism, motor
vehicle violations, unsafe acts,
obstreperous behavior and disorderly
conduct are all associated with the
consumption of alcoholic beverages in
the park to the detriment of the visitor
who would benefit from the park's
legislated program. Violations of the
liquor laws and related incidents in the
vigitor use areas. In 1979, 605 written
warnings or courtesy tags were written
in Virginia Kendall, the only developed
unit for visitor use operated by the NPS.
Of these, 358 were for alcohol violations.
The same year, 190 citations were
written, and of these, 56 were for
violations of the liquor laws. Six
disorderly conduct cases, all related in
the consumption of alcohol, occurred in
1979.

The implementation of this proposal
restricting the consumption of alcoholic
beverages will significantly reduce
problems associated with heavy use of
the park. This will have the effect of
making the park more readily usable by
visitors who want to relax in the
pristine, natural environment and will
produce a more peaceful atmosphere
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complimentary to the natural and
historic setting.
Public Participation

The policy of the Department of the
Interior is, whenever practicable, to
afford the public an opportunity to
participate in the rulemaking process.
Accordingly, interested persons may
submit written comments, suggestions,
or objections regarding the proposed
regulation to the address noted at the
beginning of the rulemaking.

Drafting Information

The following persons participated in
the writing of this regulation: Robert J.
Byrne, Chief Ranger; Gordon Wissinger,
Park Ranger; and Judith L. Chovan,
Resource Management Technician.

Compliance with Other Laws

Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C.
4332), the Service has prepared a draft
environmental assessment. Copies of
the environmental assessment are
available for public review and
comment in the office of the park
superintendent.

This rulemaking contains no
provisions that would entail the
collection of information in such manner
as would be subject to the Paperwork
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C, 3501 et seq.).

The Service has determined that this
rulemaking is not a “major rule” within
the meaning of Executive Order 12291
(46 FR 13193, February 19, 1981), and
that this rulemaking would not have a
“significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities,”
nor will they require the preparation of a
regulatory analysis within the meaning
of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 94 Stat.
1164, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).

(Section 3 of the Act of August 25, 1916, 39
Stat, 535, as amended (16 U.S.C. 3))

J. Craig Potter,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks.

PART 7—SPECIAL REGULATIONS,
AREAS OF THE NATIONAL PARK
SYSTEM

In consideration-of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend Part 7 of Title 36 of
the Code of Federal Regulations by the
addition of a new section as follows:

§7.17 Cuyahoga Valley National
Recreation Area, Ohio.

(a) Alcoholic beverages. (1)
Possession. The possession of a bottle,
can, or other receptacle, containing an
alcoholic beverage which has been
opened, or a seal broken or the contents
of which have been partially removed is
prohibited, except in residence or other

areas specifically authorized by the

superintendent as to time and place.
(2) Definition.—Alcoholic beverages.

Any liquid beverage containing % to 1

percent or more of alcohol by weight.

{FR Doc. 82-2091 Filed 1-26-82: 845 am|

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180

[PH-FRL-2036-1; PP 9E2220/P210]
Sodium Chlorate; Proposed Exemption
From the Requirement of a Tolerance

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes that the
defoliant, desiccant, and fungicide
sodium chlorate be exempted from the
requirement of a tolerance for residues
when used on the raw agrioultural
commodity guar beans. This proposal
was submitted by the Interregional
Research Project No. 4 (IR—4). This
amendment to the regulation would
eliminate the need to establish a
maximum permissible level for residues
of sodium chlorate in or on guar beans.

DATE: Written comments must be
received on or before February 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Written comments to: Donald
R. Stubbs, Emergency Response Section,
Registration Division (TS-767C),
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
St., SW., Washington, DC 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald Stubbs (703-557-7123).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR-
4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment
Station, PO Box 231, Rutgers University,
New Brunswick, NJ 08903, has submitted
pesticide petition number 9E2220 to EPA

“on behalf of the IR-4 Technical
Committee and the Agricultural
Experiment Stations of Arizona,
Oklahoma, and Texas.

This petition requested that the
Administrator, pursuant to section
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act, propose the
establishment of an exemption from the
requirement of a tolerance for residues
of sodium chlorate in or on guar beans
when it is used in accordance with good
agricultural practice as a desiccant in
guar bean (seed) production.

The data submitted in the petition and
all other relevant material have been
evaluated. The pesticide is considered
useful for the purpose for which the
tolerance is sought.

The only part of the guarplant which
is consumed by humans is a gum which
is extracted from the seeds and used as
a stabilizer in ice cream. After the gum
is extracted, the remaining part of the
seed is used as an animal feed
supplement in a manner similar to that
of cottonseed meal in livestock rations.
Residues have been found on guar
plants but they are of no concern
because the plants are left in the field
and will not be grazed or fed to
livestock. No detectable residues are
expected in guar seeds or processed
products of guar seeds. nor secondary
residues in meat, milk, poultry, or eggs.
Any increase in human dietary exposure
from this use would be nominal,

The metabolism of sodium chlorate in
plants is adequately understood for the
proposed use. The analytical method is
nonspecific and unsuitable for
enforcement purposes. However, little
need for enforcement action is
anticipated under an exemption and the
analytical method is suitable for
determination of gross misuse. There are
presently no actions pending against the
continued registration of this chemical.

Based on the above information
considered by the Agency, the
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance for residues of sodium
chlorate in or on guar beans established
by amending 40 CFR 180.1020 would
protect the public health. It is proposed,
therefore, that the exemption be
established as set forth below.

Any person who has registered or
submitted an application for registration
of a pesticide, under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) as amended, which
contains any of the ingredients listed
herein, may request, on or before
February 26, 1982, that this proposed
rulemaking be referred to an Advisory
Committee in accordance with section
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act.

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on this
proposed regulation. Comments must
bear a notation indicating the document
control number “[PP 8E2220/P210]". All
written comments filed in response to
this petition will be available in the
Emergency Response Section at the
address given above from 8:00 a.m. to
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except legal holidays.

As required by Executive Order 12291,
the EPA has determined that this
proposed rule is not a “Major" rule and
therefore does not require a Regulatory
Impact Analysis. In addition, the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) has
exempted this proposed regulation from
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the OMB review requirements of
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to
section 8(b) of that Order.

Pursuant to the requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the
Administrator has determined that
regulations establishing new tolerances
or raising tolerance levels or
establishing exemptions from tolerance
requirements do not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. A certification
statement to this effect was published in -
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (48
FR 24950).

Dated: January 12, 1982.
(Sec. 408[e), 68 Stal. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346{a)(e)))
Douglas D. Campt,

Director, Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR
180.1020 be revised by adding and
alphabetically inserting the raw
agricultural commodity guar beans to
read as follows:

§ 180.1020 Sodium chiorate; exemption
from the requirement of a tolerance.
Sodium chlorate is exempted from the
requirement of a tolerance for residues
in or on chili peppers, corn fodder, corn
forage, corn grain, cottonseed, grain
sorghum, guar beans, rice, rice straw,
safflower seed, sorghum fodder,
sorghum forage, soybeans, and
sunflower seed when used as a
defoliant, desiccant, or fungicide in
accordance with good agricultural
practice in the production of chili
peppers, corn, cotton, guar beans, rice,
safflower seed, sorghum, soybeans, and
sunflower seed.
[FR Doc. 82-1650 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M
T

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Parts 2, 15.and 90
[Gen. Docket No. 82-9; RM-3747; FCC 82-4)

Regulatory Recognition of Power Line
Carrier Operations of Electric Utilities
Operating in a Certain Frequency Band
AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission,

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission is proposing to revise its
Rules in response to a petition for

rulemaking to provide regulatory
recognition for power line carrier (PLC)
operations of electric utility companies.
PLC systems are designed to provide
protection and control for the electric
transmission systems which supply the
nation’s electrical power needs and
presently operate on an unlicensed
basis. This action will not alter the
present unlicensed and unallocated
status of PLC's. The proposed changes .
involve the initiation of a notification
procedure and associated data base to
interface operations with licensed users
of the spectrum. The need to establish a
Frequency Table Footnate is also
discussed. The rulemaking should
benefit all concerned by helping
establish a mechanism to help anticipate
and avoid mutual interference problems.
DATES: Comments are due by April 6,
1982 and replies by May 8, 1982.
ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, 2025 “M" Street, N.W,,
Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: »
Mr. Sam Tropea/Mr. George Sarver,
Office of Science and Technology, 2025
“M" Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20554, (202) 653-8187.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Adopted: January 13, 1982.

Released: January 29, 1982.

In the matter of amendment of Parts 2,
15 and 90 of the Commission's Rules to
provide regulatory recognition for power
line carrier operations of electric utilities
in the bands 10-490 kHz, Gen. Docket
No. 82-9, RM-3747,

L Introduction

1. The Commission has under
consideration a petition in the above-
entitled matter filed by the Utilities
Telecommunications Council ?
(hereinafter UTC). The petition requests
that Parts 2, 15 and 90 of the
Commission's Rules be amended to
provide appropriate regulatory
recognition for electrie power utility
Power Line Carrier (PLC) systems in the
10 to 490 kHz frequency band. The
petition also suggests the establishment
of a data base and a notification
procedure so that band occupants can
cooperate in minimizing or eliminating
mutual interference.

2. Sixty-three Comments and three
Reply Comments were filed in the
proceeding. Both supportive and
opposing Comments were received and
a list of the commenters is contained in
Appendix A. One late Comment was
accepted for filing two days after the

'UTC is the national representative on
telecommunications matters for the nation’s electric,
gas, water and steam utilities,

February 4, 1981, closing date for
submission of Reply Comments.

IL. System Description

3. Power Line Carrier (PLC) is a
telecommunications technique used by
the electric power utility entities for
protective relaying, general supervision
of their power systems, and voice
communications. The technique uses the
power transmission lines as the
propagation medium for the radio
frequency signals with the PLC
transmitters and receivers being coupled
to the power transmission lines by
means of matching networks, PLC
systems serve to protect, control, and
operate the bulk power systems from the
generating plants to the load centers.
Because power transmission lines and
equipment are subject to lightning
damage, storm disruption, insulation
failure and other fault causing
conditions, PLC systems are needed as
the communications link for quick and
automatic isolation of malfunctions from
the rest of the power system.

4, The electrical power system
includes the electric transmission
system which transport the energy from
the generating plant to the substation
segment and the electric distribution
system which connects the substation to
the customer. The petitioner, in his
November 4, 1980 Reply Comments to
ATS&T, agreed that distribution and
transmission systems could be
considered separately and for the
purpose of this proceeding Commission
action will be limited to consideration of
electric transmission systems.

5. PLC systems operate between 10
and 490 kHz using low power
transmitters. Both Government and non-
Government PLC systems operate in this
band and there are more than 2000
electrical entities using approximately
20,000 PLC terminals. In addition to
delivering energy to various points in
the U.S., tranasmission lines also
transport energy between the U.S. and
Canada and between the U.S. and
Mexico and, accordingly, the use of the
PLC techniques does have international
implications,

IIL. Regulatory History

6. While PLCs have operated on an
unlicensed basis, the Commission has
had much contact with these systems.
The Commission’s rules with regard to
low power devices including carrier
current systems date from 1938. Formal
rulemaking proceedings commenced on
August 26, 1938. The Commission invited
interested parties to comment on
propesed regulations governing the
operation of low power devices and to
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attend an informal conference on
September 19, 1938. On November 21,
1938 2 the Commission adopted Rules
and Regulations concerning the
operation of low power radio frequency
electrical devices. That rulemaking
action established Part 25 of the Rules
which in 1939 was renumbered Part 2,
and in 1948 became what is now Part 15
of the Commission’s Rules. In the early
years, while the need to regulate low
power devices was accentuated by a
growing problem with interference, the
governing principle of regulation was
that if the low power devices in question
limited radidtion to a level that would
not cause harmful interference to
established radio services, there would
appear to be no engineering reason to
suppress their use.

7. In an information bulletin ?
concerning low power radio frequency
electrical devices for control purposes,
dated October 27, 1939, the term “carrier
current systems” was used in discussing
energy coupled to power lines. Again in
the NPRM in Docket 9288 adopted April
13, 19494 carrier current systems were
classified as restricted radiation
devices % and it was proposed that they
be allowed to operate between 10 to 200
kHz. That Docket also recognized that
many types of unlicensed low power
operation existed including those power
line maintenance,

8. A Further Notice of Proposed Rule
Making ®in Docket 9288 adopted on
April 14, 1954, noted opposition to
limiting carrier current devices to the
10-200 kHz band and proposed to permit
their use between 10 to 425 kHz. The
Commission in its Third Notice of
Proposed Rule Making 7in Docket 9288,
adopted on November 8, 1956, proposed
to define a "low power communications
device" as a restricted radiation device
used for the transmission of signs,
signals (including control signals),
writing, images and sounds or
intelligence of any nature by radiation
of electromagnetic energy. Operation of
low power communications devices
below 500 kHz was proposed between

*The date was determined from FCC Press
Release No. 30678, dated 11/21/38.

3FCC release number 37186 entitled "Information
Relative to the Operation of Radio Controlled
Phonograph Record Players and Other Types of Low
Power Radio Frequency Electrical Devices Used for
Control Purposes Over Very Short Distances.”

¢FCC Notice of Proposed Rule Making, April 23,
1947 (14 FR 203).
- A restricted radiation device is an unlicensed
device in which the generation of radio frequency
energy is intentionally incorporated into the design
and in which the radio frequency energy is
conducted along lines or is radiated.

*Further Nolice of Proposed Rule Making, April
21, 1954 (19 FR 2319).

7See Third Notice of Proposed Rule Making,
November 18, 1956 (21 FR 8950).

10-490 kHz. The Third Report and
Order ®in Docket 9288 adopted on July
18, 1957, adopfed this definition and
provided for the operation of unlicensed
low power communications devices in
the band 10490 kHz.

9. On April 14, 1976, the Commission
adopted a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making ®in Docket 20780 to amend Part
15 of the Rules to redefine and clarify
the rules governing restricted radiation
devices and low power communications
devices. Paragraph 12 of that proceeding
states in part:

“Public utilities use carrier current systems
extensively for performing a number of
switching and controlling functions. Typically
these systems are designed to have minimal
interference effects. Experienced technicians
maintain these systems, performance is
checked periodically and any interference
problem caused by such operation receives
immediate attention."

While that rulemaking proceeding has
not been finalized as yet, the document
recognizes the importance of the
functions performed by carrier current
systems and suggests the need for
specific rules concerning their operation.

IV. Problems Confronting PLC Systems

10. Power line carriers technically
operate as wireline systems since they
superimpose signals on electrical
transmission lines. At the same time
they do radiate and receive radio
frequency energy and, thus, there is the
possibility of interference between PLC
and other radio systems operating on
the same frequencies. As restricted
radiation devices under Part 15 of the
Commission's Rules, PLC systems can
only operate on an unprotected,
noninterference basis to licensed
stations and receive no protection from
licensed radio stations, UTC states that
because of the low power used by PLC
systems, interference from PLC to other
users in the band will normally occur
within about one mile or less from the
transmission line. It is anticipated that
this interference can be minimized if
advance information is made available
regarding the frequency of operation
and the location of the other radio
facility.

11. On the other hand, UTC also states
that interference to PLC systems from
high powered radio communication and
radio navigation systems operating on
the same frequency is possible at much
greater distances, up to 150 miles. In
most cases the only remedial course of
action available to the utility company

#See Third Report and Order, July 25, 1857 (22 FR
5895).
#See Notice of Proposed Rule Making, April 29,
1978 (41 FR 17938).

is to shift its PLC system to a different
frequency than that used by the
interfering station. Locating an available
frequnecy, if any, and making the
necessary equipment modifications can
have a substantial cost effect on the
electric utility company.

12. The matter of interference
potential between PLC and other users
of the 10 to 490 kHz band has been
highlighted by the establishment of an
Ad Hoc Group by the Interdepartment
Radio Advisory Committee (IRAC) to
investigate the matter. The Group,
designated as Ad Hoc 162, was formed
by IRAC to address interference
problems among carrier current systems,
existing radio systems and proposed
radio systems below 535 kHz. Ad Hoc
162 has submitted a report dated April 7,
1981, to IRAC recording its findings and
recommendations concerning PLC. The
recommendations and information
contained in that report are discussed
below in paragraph 28 et seq,

V. Action Requested by Petitioner

13. In an effort to provide a resolution
to the mutual interference problems
between PLC and radio users of the
band, UTC's petition proposes a
regulatory framework so most
interference situations can be
anticipated and avoided. At the same
time UTC recosgnizes that PLC
operation in the band is only on an
unprotected, noninterference basis and
it does not propose that electric utlities
be afforded allocation status, In this
regard the petitioner acknowledges that
PLC systems will still be required to
change frequencies in those cases where
such action is the only reasonable way
of solving an interference situation with
licensed users. Accordingly, without
seeking allocation status, UTC proposes
that means be considered to make band
occupants aware of the presence of PLC
systems and the important function they
serve in fulfilling the nation’s power
utility needs and thereby achieve some
measure of cooperation to resolve
interference situations.

14, UTC in its petition suggested that
the following four options were
available to the Commission in the
matter:

a. Maintain status quo—do nothing.

b. Include PLC systems in a frequency
data base and require informal prior
notification of new radio
communications or radio navigation
stations.

c. Pr%vide co-equal allocation status for
PLC.

d. Add a U.S. Footnote to the allocation
table to recognize and protect PLC
systems.
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UTC indicated its preference was the
fourth option since a U.S. Footnote in
the Table of Allocations would provide
the necessary recognition of the
importance of PLC, and suggested a
draft footnote to reflect its concerns. In
a letter dated April 20, 1981, UTC, by its
attorneys, suggested a modification of
its proposed footnote which
incorporates provisions of the second
and fourth options together. The letter
suggests that the draft footnote provide
recognition of PLC systems along with
the provision that applicants for new or
revised radio and PLC systems provide
each other with prior notification
concerning proposed facilities and
cooperate in minimizing potential
interference to the degree practicable.

15, To effect the prior notification
procedure, UTC suggests the
establishment and maintainence of a
national PLC data base to oversee the
notification process. Prior notification
would include the submission of
information by the utilities to a
notification activity which would advise
the Government radio licensing agencies
(for both Goyernment and non-
Government authorized users) of plans
to install new or modified PLC facilities.
Conversely, the process would include
prior notification to the notification
activity by the Government licensing
agencies of plans to install new or
modified licensed facilities,

V1. Summary of Comments

16, All supporting comments
expressed agreement that PLC
regulatory recognition is essential to
insure continued reliability of electric
service. The Department of Energy
indicated its support for the petition and
said it agrees with UTC regarding the
use of PLC, how it works, the functions
PLC's perform, their importance, and the
continuing and growing need for PLC to

protect and control electric transmission

systems. The Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) stated that there are
inadequate regulatory provisions in the
present Commission's Rules for PLC and
the Union Electric Company submitted
that this is an important use of the
spectrum and vital to providing electric
power to the public. The Southern
California Edison Company indicated
that PLC operation is in the public
interest and that other systems such as
those using microwave communications
are not a viable alternative, particularly
in congested urban areas. In this regard,
the Northern States Power Company
stated that it is critical to protect energy
transmission lines and that PLC is the
only practical and economic alternative
that offers the needed protection.
Commenters such as the New York

State Electric and Gas Company, and
the Public Service Electric and Gas
Company stressed that future growth in
usage of electricity will require more
generating and transmission facilities
resulting in the need for increased PLC
usage. Some commenters, e.g. the
Allegheny Power System, stressed the
importance of the technical operation
aspects of PLC such as the isolation of
electrical faults in 50 to 100 milliseconds
to prevent damage to transmission
facilities thereby maintaining power
system stability and enhancing
reliability of service to customers. The
National Electric Manufacturers
Association agreed that recognizing the
existence and importance of PLC
operation in the 10 to 490 kHz band is
necessary and that a prior notification
procedure would be beneficial to PLC
system planning.

17. Opposing comments were filed by
licensed users of the band, unlicensed
low power users of the band including
The American Telephone and Telegraph
Company (AT&T) and the Atlantic
Research Corporation. Aeronautical
Radio Incorporated (ARINC), Air
Transport Association of America
(ATA), and the Airline Operators and
Pilots Association expressed the
concerns of aircraft users that depend
on nondirectional radiobeacons (NDB)
operating in the 190 to 415 kHz band for
navigational information during flight.
These concerns include opposition to
allocation status for PLC's, delay of *
license processing for NDB's due to
coordination requirements, and possible
impediment to the licensing of new
users due to PLC recognition. In this
regard, Atlantic Research also
expressed its concern over theeffect
PLC recognition would have on existing
and potential new users of the band. In
addition, the United States Coast Guard
(USCGQG), while it supports the idea of
entering PLC's into a data base,
expressed its concerns regarding PLC's
effects on Omega. LORAN, radiobeacon
and radio directional finding stations.
Megapulse, Inc., also expressed its
concern for possible interference to
LORAN-C operations and suggested
that PLC operation be excluded from
operating between 90-110 kHz,

18. The majority of the opposing
comments were submitted by unlicensed
low power radio remote control device
users who operate under Part 15 of the
Rules. The comments of Dynascan
Corp., which manufactures and sells
radio remote control devices to control
overhead traveling bridge cranes and
other equipment to move heavy
materials, are representative of the
problems anticipated by the low power

users. The concerns include the
possiblilty of interference to radio
remote control devices by PLC
operations, the eventual institution of’
licensing requirements to regulate
presently unlicensed operations, and the
unfair advantage that would be afforded
to PLC over other low power users of
the 200-490 kHz band. Finally, AT&T in
its comments stated that while it does
not oppose a footnote regarding PLC use
for transmission facilities, it does object
to the use of PLC for power distribution
facilities. In this regard AT&T contends
that the UTC does not address the:
different problems and needs of
distribution PLC's or the interference
potential to local telephone subscribers.

19. Reply Comments were filed by
UTC and the Electronics Industry
Association (EIA) in support of the
petition and by the Manufacturers Radio
Frequency Advisory Committee, Inc.
(MRFAC) in opposition to the petition.
MRFAC is a trade association
representing licensees in the
Manufacturers Radio Service and its
comments reiterated the concerns stated
by Dynascan Corp. regarding low power
remote controls of material handling
equipment. MRFAC restated its
concerns that interference from PLC
operations could result in
malfunctioning of the lift equipment or
could result in a hazard to safety of life
and property. It also commented that the
low power, unlicensed, efficient and
cost effective use of the spectrum by
remote control type equipment deserves
recognition by the Commission and
should not be disrupted by PLC systems.
The Ad Hoc Power Line
Communications and Load Management
Committee of the EIA Communications
Division indicated its support for the
UTC petition as it concerns transmission
facilities applications. However, EIA
also stated that it shares some of the
concerns of the opponents of the
measure and that the rights of the other
spectrum users in the band need to be
protected.

20. UTC in its Reply Comments
responded to the concerns of the airline
industry by reaffirming that it is not
seeking co-equal allocation status and
that throughout the 10-490 kHz band it
desires and intends to retain a
secondary status for PLC systems when
they would interfere with existing or
needed radio communication or
radionavigation systems. While UTC
originally requested a type of
“permitted” status for PLC's, it did
modify its request to continue
operations on a noninterference basis.
Concerning AT&T's comments, UTC had
no objection to handling PLC
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distribution systems in a separate
rulemaking action. Here again, UTC
originally intended to include both PLC
. distribution and transmission systems in
its petition, but, as mentioned earlier, in
its reply comments it agreed that
distribution and transmission systems
could be considered separately. UTC
also cited some test results made in
New Jersey by an AT&T subsidiary, the
equipment manufacturer and Bell Labs.
The test allegedly demonstrated that
when the distribution power line carrier
system-and the telephone company
system were both operated under
normal operating conditions there was
no detectable harmful interference to
telephone services. In reply to the USCG
and Megapulse comments, UTC stated
that in the record of the proceeding
there is no documented evidence of
interference into LORAN-C maritime
radionavigation operations from PLC
systems. UTC further points out its
proposals are intended to provide a
mechanism to anticipate and avoid
interference and not to cause
interference by PLC systems.
Responding to the comments of
unlicensed remote control device users
such as Dynascan, UTC stated that no
documented cases of interference from
PLC were cited. It also pointed out that
most transmission line PLC systems
would be sufficiently distant from the
areas where the control devices would
be in use. Further, it said that control
device users in large industrial areas are
served by dedicated transformer banks
that heavily attenuate PLC signals. In
addition, UTC stated that its petiton
should not result in the licensing of
remote control devices and that in
regard to interference concerns, access
to the proposed data base would be
available to control device users and
could help in anticipating and avoiding
interference situations.

VII. Discussion

A. Recognition of PLC

21, The Commission recognizes the
importance of PLC operations in
monitoring and protecting the electrical
transmission systems that supply energy
to the nation’s homes and businesses.
We also agree that because of the
nationwide functions performed by PLC
operations more regulatory provision is
desirable and in the public interest.
However, since PLC has operated under
the unlicensed provisions of Part 15, the
Commission's first concern is that any
recognition of PLC systems not be
interpreted as the promotion of PLC at
the expense of other unlicensed Part 15
users. Further, we agree with the
comments of the Atlantic Research

Corp. that regulatory action must not
deny the use of the band 10-490 kHz
either to new radio users, or to improved
facilities by existing users. In addition,
the Commission is in agreement with the
coments that request avoidance of
regulatory action that results in
licensing delays.

22, The Commission is concerned with
the problems confronting PLC operators
and seeks a solution that abates the
problems experienced by power
companies as well as being equitable to
other users of the spectrum. UTC in its
reply comments stated that it does not
seek allocation status and the
Commission agrees that continued
operation in the band must be on an
unprotected, moninterference basis to
licensed users and at the same time on
an equal basis to other unlicensed users
operating under Part 15 provisions.
Accordingly, the Commission agrees
that regulatory recognition of PLC
systems is desirable provided that a
framework can be established that is
equitable to all band occupants. On this
basis, we will evaluate UTC's request
that a U.S. Footnote to the Table of
Allocations and a notification procedure
be enacted as the basis for recognizing
PLC systems.

B. Interference Concerns

23. The major concern of commenters
both from licensed and unlicensed users
of the 10-490 kHz band involved the
question of alleged interference from
PLC operations. The U.S Coast Guard in
its comments indicated that it operates
four radionavigation systems
susceptible to interference in the band—
OMEGA (10-14 kHz); LORAN (90-110
kHz); Radiobeacons (285-325 kHz), and
Radio Direction-Finding (405415 kHz),
The aircraft interests expressed their
concerns regarding the interference
potential from PLC’s to the aeronautical
radionavigation aids operating between
190-415 kHz. Likewise, MRFAC and the
low power equipment handling devices
use the frequencies between 200-400
kHz and suspect that increased
interference from PLC systems may
occur.

24. According to the Department of
Energy, some of the findings apparent
from the investigation conducted by
IRAC Ad Hoc 162, previously
mentioned, indicate that:

1. There are no specific cases showing
PLC disruptive interference to existing
radio communication and navigation
systems. Military, LORAN-C, and
OMEGA are specifically mentioned.

2. There has been only one
identifiable case of interference to an
aeronautical beacon. The beacon was
installed after the PLC system was

already in service so the power
company could not predict the problem.

3. A frequency separation of 4 kHz
and appropriate geographical separation
between NDB and PLC systems would
preclude interference problems.

4. Some errors in Automatic Direction
Finding (ADF) compasses in aircraft
may be due to electric transmission
lines, but not necessarily to PLC
systems.

5. Since PLC systems operate at low
powers the probability that they will
cause interference to authorized radio
services is low.

The Commission considers the
information submitted by DOE to be an
affirmative indication that PLC and
other radio or radionavigation systems
can continue to operate compatibly. In
addition, it would appear that
compatibility would be further served
by a prior notification procedure
designed to anticipate and avoid
interference situations before they arise.
The USCG in its comments also
recommended and agreed to cooperate
in the establishment of an information
exchange mechanism to reduce the
economic and scheduling burdens on
PLC and other carrier current system
users. '

25. Concerning the interference to
radio remote control devise users, it
appears the petitioner has helped
mitigate those concerns by agreeing to
limit its proposals to transmission line
PLC systems by withdrawing its
proposals pertaining to distribution line
PLC for the purpose of this rulemaking.
The radio remote control devices in
question have an effective operating
range of 150 feet or less and most
transmission line PLC systems would
therefore be sufficiently distant from the
areas where control devices would be in
use. In addition, if most plants in
industrial areas are serviced by single
customer transformer banks, the PLC
would be attenuated by 30 to 40 db
according to UTC's reply comments.
Also, careful frequency selection and
higher receiver sensitivity levels counld
be effective measures in avoiding
interference.

26. In regard to interference from PLC
operations, several favorable
observations can be noted for PLC. First,
the near absence of reported
interference from PLC systems appears
to indicate that the present operations
are reasonably compatible with other
users of the band. Secondly, the
petitioner is not proposing any
modification to the existing mode of
operation, i.e., increased operating
power; or to operating authority, i.e.,
licensing of PLC systems. Lastly,
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operation will continue on an
unprotected, noninterference basis to
licensed users and on an equal basis
with unlicensed users. We also realize
that the near absence of documented
interference complaints does not
guarantee that there haven't been more
interference problems or that there will
be none in the future. However,
continued operation on a
noninterference basis along with
implementation of a notification
procedure as proposed should help
alleviate interference concerns even in
view of expected increases in band
usage.

27. At the same time, the Commission
proposes to consider any data regarding
the effects of PLC on LORAN-C and
OMEGA operations to determine if
adequate protection is provided. Should
future information so indicate, the
Commission could consider halting
future expansion of PLC in the 10-14
kHz'® and 90-110 kHz band segments or
even gradually eliminate PLC from those
segments if justifiable. Specific
comments are requested regarding the
need and effects of continued use of
these bands by PLC systems.

C. IRAC Input

28. Because the frequencies between
10 to 490 kHz are allocated for
Government as well as non-Government
users, IRAC comments on behalf of
Government users are considered to be
very important to the proceeding. As
indicated earlier, the IRAC appointed a
special committee designated Ad Hoc
162 to study, among other things, carrier
current systems in the LF band. The
Committee had representation from the
Departments of Army, Navy, Air Foree,
Interior (Tennessee Valley Authority),
Energy, and Transportation; The U.S.
Coast Guard, The Federal Aviation
Administration, the National
Telecommunication and Information
Administration and the FCC. In its
report to the IRAC which was adopted
with some amendments, Ad Hoc 162
listed sixteen findings that it considered
“major” based on information presented
to the Committee, The following findings
are listed because of their importance to
this proceeding:

a. PLC systems have an important and
continuing impact on the national use of
the spectrum below 535 kHz.

b. Projections of growth for radio and
PLC systems in this band show that
usage will increase substantially in the
future in most portions of the band.

———

"“If the Final Acts of the 1879 World
Administrative Radio Converence are adopted as

proposed, the radionavigation band would become
9-14 kHz.

¢. There have been a number of
known and/or suspected cases of
interference from PLC systems to radio
services; however, only four cases (two
in the U.S. and two international) have
been adequately documented before the
IRAC.

d. Theoretical and experimental
studies as referenced in this report
confirm that the potential for mutual
interference between PLC systems and
authorized radio services exist and the
number of cases of interference is
expected to increase as the number of
all types of systems using the band

grows.

e, While PLC systems are regulated
under NTIA Manual of Regulations and
Procedures for Federal Radio Frequency
Management Chapter 7 and Part 15 of
the FCC Rules and Regulations, no
formal procedures exist within the
spectrum management community to
resolve conflicts and to coordinate the
use of frequencies between PLC systems
and the authorized radio services since
PLC have no allocated status.

f. If there is to be technical regulation
of PLC systems, the provisions of NTIA
Manual of Regulations and Procedures
for Federal Radlo Frequency
Management Chapter 7 and FCC Part 15
are inadequate for technical regulation
of PLC systems.

g: There does not exist within
Government or industry a centralized
data base containing the location and
technical characteristics of each existing
PLC system. All Government frequency
assignments are documented.

The Ad Hoc Group recommendations
included establishment of a data base
for PLC systems in which all members
agreed. The recommendations also
included discussion of whether a
footnote should be added to the
National Table of Allocations to provide
for recognition of PLC systems. The
military members of the group objected
to the inclusion of a footnote because
they considered it would confer some
type of allocation status for PLC.
Regarding frequency provisions for
PLC's, DOI/TVA and DOE
recommended allowing PLC continued
access to the entire band on a
noninterference basis. The majority of
the Ad Hoc Group members
recommended that PLC have access to
the entire 10-490 kHz except those
portions allocated to OMEGA and
LORAN-C (10-14 kHz and 90-110 kHz,
respectively).

29. While a consensus was not
reached within IRAC regarding the Ad
Hoc 162 Report, NTIA advised the
Commission that the vast majority of the

IRAC members concur in the following
NTIA recommendation that:

a. As a matter of general policy,
allocation status should not be provided
to uses which have been developed on
an unprotected non-interference basis
under Part 15 of the FCC rules or
Chapter 7 of the NTIA Manual of
Regulations and Procedures for Federal
Radio Frequency Management.

b. PLC system may continue to
operate on an unprotected,
noninterference basis under existing
FCC and NTIA rules and regulations.

c. The use of frequencies by PLC's will
be made known to radio service users in
advance of such usage.

d. Assignments of frequencies by the
FCC and NTIA to radio service users
will be made known to PLC users in
advance of such use.

e. Both PLC and radio service users
will consider the exchanged data and
will cooperate to the extent practicable
to prevent major disruptions to services
being conducted by each other.

f. In the event of conflicting use of the
spectrum, the PLC users will adjust to
meet the requirements of the radio
service users, or accept any interference
as now required under existing rules
and regulations.

8. Language be placed in the
appropriate portions of the FCC Rtiles
and Regulations and the NTIA Manual
of Regulations and Procedure for
Federal Radio Frequency Management.
(The recommended language appears
later on in this notice. See paragraph
32))

h. New uses of the spectrum by PLC
systems in the bands 9-14 and 90-110
kHz shall be discouraged because of the
contemplated expanded use of the
OMEGA and LORAN systems in these
bands.

i. These procedures have been
developed as an exception, recognizing
the importance of PLC systems to the
electric utilities in providing power to
the U.S. These exceptions shall not be a
precedent to other users under FCC Part
15 and NTIA Chapter 7.

j- PLC users be encouraged to
continue to develop and employ
alternate means to transmit the
necessary control of communications
signals,

30. The work of Ad Hoc 162 and the
NTIA recommendations emphasize the
importance of this proceeding and the
need for regulatory action to deal with
the situation. The Commission also
believes it is in close agreement with the
recommendations of Ad Hoc 162 to
IRAC concerning the need for a data
base and notification procedure to
minimize spectrum utilization problems.
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As we have previously indicated, any
such action should not be interpreted to
afford allocation status to PLC and they
would continue to operate on a
unprotected, noninterference basis.

D. Footnote Implementation

31. UTC in its petition and subsequent
revisions thereto ' suggests that a
footnote be included in the Table of
Frequency Allocations and
recommended the following wording:

U.S. . In the band 10-490 kHz, electric
utilities operate Power Line Carrier (PLC)
systems under the provisions of Part 15 of the
Federal Communications Commission's Rules
and Regulations and Chapter 7 of the
National Telecommunications and
Information Administration's Manual of
Regulations and Procedures for Federal Radio
Frequency Management on a noninterference
basis to Services operating in accordance
with the Table. These PLC systems utilize
Hertzian waves conducted on power
transmission lines for the purpose of
telecontrol, teleprotection, telemetry and
other communications important to the
reliability and security of electric service to
the public. Licensed users and prospective
licensees in these bands as well as the
electric utilities should be aware that their
operations can cause mutual interference.
Applicants for stations to be licensed in this
band and electric utilities shall provide each
other with prior notification of proposed new
or modified facilities and will cooperate in
minimizing potential interference. Nothing in
this Footnote shall be construed to afford
PLC systems allocation status.

32. As indicated in the NTIA
recommendations, the majority of the
IRAC members favor appropriate
language regarding PLC to be placed in
the FCC and NTIA rules. While there is
no unanimity whether the language
should be in the form of a footnote or a
remark to the allocation table or in some
other rule part, IRAC suggests the
following wording for such language:

“In the spectrum below 490 kHz, electric
utilities operate Power Line Carrier (PLC)
systems on power transmission lines for
communications important to the reliability
and security of electric service to the public.
These PLC systems operate under the
provisions of Part 15 of the Federal
Communications Commission's Rules and
Regulations or Chapler 7 of the National
Telecommunications and Information
Administration’s Manual of Regulations and
Procedures for Federal Radio Frequency
Management, on an unprotected,
noninterference basis to authorized radio
services. Notification of intent to place new
or revised radio assignments or PLC
frequency uses in the bands below 490 kHz
shall be made in accordance with the Rules
and Regulations of the FCC or NTIA, and
users are urged to minimize potential

U UTC in its reply comments dated 11/4/80 and in
a lelter dated 4/20/81 submitted modifications to
language contained in its petition.

interference to the degree practicable.
Nothing in this remark shall be construed to
afford PLC systems allocation status.”

33, IRAC members opposing the
implementation of a U.S. Footnote
expressed their concern that such action
would provide a measure of allocation
status to PLC systems. On the other
hand, they could agree to the placement
of an NG (Non-Government) Footnote in
the Commission’s rules along with
similar language added to the NTIA
Manual. The Commission’s feeling is
that an NG note is, by definition, a
stipulation applicable only to non-
Government stations (See § 2.105(h)(3)).
Also, it would remain unclear how this
proposal would establish any permanent
obligation on the part of the Government
users to implement any changes with
regard to PLC systems. The Commission
therefore sees this alternative to be
inadequate to accomplish the intended
purpose.

34, Accordingly, while the
Commission agrees that descriptive
language is necessary in specific FCC
and NTIA rule parts, particularly with
regard to the requirements and
procedures for notification, we also
consider it desirable to reference or
initiate awareness to the specific rules
by the use of a U.S. footnote in the FCC
or NTIA frequency allocation tables.
The purpose of such a footnote would
not be to confer allocation status to PLC
systems but rather to inform table users
of the presence of PLC systems and to
clearly set forth the basis for their usage
of the frequencies. A footnote could
possibly provide the most abbreviated
and least cumbersome means of
informing users of the affected portions
of the radio spectrum of the presence of
PLC systems in the band. Further, it
would appear desirable to use the
strength of a footnote to assure
authorized users that PLC operation
must be conducted on an unprotected,
noninterference basis to services with
allocated frequencies. Additionally, the
language of the NTIA remarks has been
agreed upon by a consensus of
authorized government radio users and
closely resembles the UTC language
suggested. The Commission considers it
appropriate for use if a U.S. Footnote
were implemented. For these reasons
the Commission believes the use of a
U.S. Footnote as the mechanism to
clearly set forth the basis for the
recognition of PLC oprations in the 10-
490 kHz band would be advantageous.

E. Notification Procedure and Data Base
Implementation

35. The proposed footnote and
remarks as discussed above state that
notification be given of intent to

establish new or revised radio
assignments or PLC uses. The purpose of
notification is to provide a mechanism
through which both PLC and radio
service users can exchange particulars
of their proposed station operations
prior to commencement of operation. By
cooperating in this notification
procedure a means can be established to
resolve frequency usage conflicts and to
prevent major disruption to services.
Cooperation between parties should be
to the extent practicable and, in any
event, the PLC users must realize that in
the event conflicts on spectrum usage
cannot be resolved on a cooperative
basis, their operation on a nonallocated
basis must adjust to meet the
requirements of the authorized radio
services,

36. A two-way notification procedure
is considered necessary for the
approach to be effective. First it would
require that the use of frequencies by
PLC systems would be revealed to radio
service users in advance of such use. To
do this, notification of intended PLC
frequency usage could be provided to
the frequency liaison office for the FCC
and NTIA by some notification activity
for the utilities. Secondly, it would also
require that the assignment of
frequencies by the FCC (for non-
government users) and NTIA (for
government users) be made known to
PLC users in advance of such use. The
FCC and NTIA could supply appropriate
application and licensing information
concerning the radio user to the
notification activity for the utilities-as a
means of notification. Thirdly, the
procedure should be as simple and
unburdensome as possible to the filer
and the intended user should be able to
expect to be alerted to a possible
problem in a reasonable amount of time.
The detailed procedure, including the
handling of classified assignments,
would be developed jointly by the FCC
and NTIA.

37. To effect this notification
procedure, it is proposed that the FCC
and NTIA jointly designate a
notification activity to establish a
central point for the receipt and
assembling of data regarding frequency
usage. Since the FCC does not possess
the resources to fulfill this function and
since the services to be provided will be
of great benefit to the power companies,
they have indicted a willingness to
assume this responsibility through a
representative agency. The
establishment of a data base would help
the users of PLC systems anticipate and
avoid interference situations and
minimize the cost of changing frequency
when interference results. This
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procedure would provide for the
expeditious dissemination of frequency
usage information and avoid
unnecessary FCC or NTIA regulatory
involvement with an unlicensed user,
which is consistent with current
deregulatory objectives. Specific
comments are invited concerning the
proposed notification procedure and the
notification activity discussed. Y

F. Conditions of Operation

38. Although not specifically
identified, PLC Systems are subject to
the general operating and
noninterference requirements of a
restricted radiation device under Part 15
of FCC Rules. These systems, in general,
have not been a source of harmful
interference to radio reception, due in
part to the cooperation and degree of
responsibility shown by public utilities
to correct identified radio interference
problems. Therefore, we will continue to
require the operation of these systems
on a noninterference basis; i.e., the
public utility will be held responsible for
correcting radio interference problems.
To make it clear that these systems are
subject to this condition of operation,
we are proposing a new § 15,8 for PLC
operation. UTC in its petition did not
propose specific technical standards for
PLC operations. However, the
Commission is aware of activities being
conducted by the Power Engineering
Society of the Institute of Electrical and
Electronics Engineers concerning
technical standards for PLC operations.
Part of the objective of this new
voluntary standard is to include specific
technical guidelines to minimize the
interference potential of PLC systems to
other users of the radio spectrum. The
Commission welcomes this efort by the
industry and is hopeful that these
standards can serve as guidelines to
minimize interference. Thus, the
Commission is not proposing additional
standards at this time since allocation
status is not being requested and
continued operation on an unprotected,
noninterference basis is contemplated
for PLC's under a new rule section in
Part 15 of the rules.

VIIL Proposals

39. Because PLC's provide protection
and control to the electric transmission
systems essential to supplying the
nation’s electrical power needs, the
Commission considers regulatory
recognition of these systems to be in the
public interest. To effect this
recognition, the Commission proposes to
amend Parts 15 and 90 of its rules to
Cover non-government entities, Changes
involving government stations would be
implemented by the NTIA in their

Manual of Regulations and Procedures
for Federal Frequency Management. No
rule change will be proposed that -
requires the licensing of PLC or other
Part 15 users. Specifically, the
Commission proposes to permit a
notification activity to be created to
exchange the operating parameters of
PLC and licensed radio users in the
band below 490 kHz; to develop those
rules necessary to establish a
notification procedure, and to maintain
PLC's in an unlicensed status operating
on an unprotected, noninterference
basis to licensed users but on an equal
basis to other unlicensed users who are
authorized to operate under the
provisions of Part 15,

40. Although the Commission as
discussed earlier considers the U.S.
Footnote approach to have merit, the
Commission is hesitant to propose the
establishment of a U.S. Footnote without
the support of IRAC since the majority
of the users affected are Government
administered. Accordingly, the
Commission is requesting comments
from the public on the proposed need

and impact of a Footnote governing PLC _

operations. Specifically, the Commission
is requesting comments regarding the
following alternatives:

a. Establish a U.S, Footnote to afford
regulatory recognition to PLC's.

b. Establish an NG Footnote to afford
regulatory recognition to PLC's with
similar language placed in the NTIA
manual,

c. Establish no footnote but
incorporate the language and necessary
elements of the footnote into Parts 15
and 90 of the Commission's rules as
proposed and into the NTIA manual.

The Commission will also consider
other alternatives that may be
submitted. Based on the comments
received, the Commission will evaluate
the response to the alternatives and
determine the course of action
necessary with regard to footnote
implementation and modification of Part

[

41. Accordingly, it is proposed to
amend Part 2, § 2,106, on the basis of the
alternatives sugggested above regarding
PLC systems if public response so
warrants. It is also proposed to amend
Parts 15 and 90 of the Commission’s
rules as follows:

A. Section 15.3 is amended to indicate
general operating conditions involving
PLC systems. .

B. Section 15.7 is amended to exclude
PLC devices.

C. A new § 15.8 is added to Subpart A
titled Operation of a PLC System.

D. Section 90.63 is amended to add a
new paragraph (h) to govern the

notification and data base requirements
applicable to PLC systems.

IX. Procedural Matters

42. For further information concerning
procedures to follow with respect to this
rulemaking proceeding, contact Sam
Tropea (202) 853-8167.

43. The proposed amendments to
Parts 15 and 90 of the rules as set forth
in Appendix B, are issued pursuant to
the authority contained in sections 4(i)
and 303(c), (h) and (r) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended.

44. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in § 1.415 of the Commission's
Rules, interested persons may file
comments on or before April 6, 1982, and
reply comments on or before May 6,
1982, All relevant and timely comments
will be considered by the Commission
before final action is taken in this
proceeding. In reaching its decision, the
Commission may take into
consideration information and ideas not
contained in the comments, provided
that such information or a writing
indicating the nature and source of such
information is placed in the public file,
and provided that the fact of the
Commission's reliance on such
information is noted in the Report and
Order.

45. For purposes of this non-restricted
notice and comment rulemaking
proceeding, members of the public are
advised that ex parte contacts are
permitted from the time the Commission
adopts a notice of proposed rulemaking
until the time a public notice is issued
stating that a substantive disposition of
the matter is to be considered at a
forthcoming meeting or until a final _
order disposing of the matter is adopted
by the Commission, whichever is earlier.
In general, an ex parte presentation is
any written or oral communication
(other than formal written comments/
pleadings and formal oral arguments)
between a person outside the
Commission and a Commissioner or a
member of the Commission’s staff which
addresses the merits of the proceedings.
Any person who submits a written ex
parte presentation must serve a copy of
that presentation on the Commission's
Secretary for inclusion in the public file.
Any person who makes and oral ex
parte presentation addressing matters
not fully covered in any previously filed
written comments for the proceeding
must prepare a written summary of that
presentation, on the day of oral
presentation, that written summary must
be served on the Commission's
Secretary for inclusion in the public file,
with a copy to the Commission official
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receiving the oral presentation. Each ex
parte presentation described above
must state on its face that the Secretary
has been served, and must also state by
docket number the proceeding to which
it relates. See generally, § 1.1231 of the
Commission’s rules, 47 CFR 1,1231. A
summary of these Commission
procedures governing ex parte
presentations in informal rulemaking is
available from the Commission’s
Consumer Assistance Office, FCC,
Washington, D.C. 20554.

46, The rulemaking action contained
herein does not propose any change to
the present use of the frequencies in the
10-490 kHz band and since operation by
PLC users will continue to be on an
unprotected, noninterference basis to all
present and potential licensed users,
large or small, no significant impact on
primary users is expected. Accordingly,
the Commission certifies that sections
603 and 604 of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act do not apply to this proceeding. See
U.S.C. 805(b). It is ordered, that a copy
of this Notice shall be sent to the Chief
Council for Advocacy of the Small
Business Administration.

47. In accordance with the provisions
of § 1.419 of the Commission’'s Rules, an
original and 5 copies of all statements,
briefs or comments filed shall be
furnished the Commission. Responses
will be available for public inspection
during business hours in the
Commission's Public Reference Room in
its headquarters in Washington, D.C.

(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended 1068,
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307)

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,
Secretary:

Appendix A

Comments Filed By:

Aeronautical Radio Inc. (ARINC) and Air
Transport Association of America (ATA)

Airline Operator and Pilots Association
(AOPA)

Alabama Power Company

Alleghany Power Company

Allis—Chalmers Corporation

Alumax Mill Products, Incorporated

American Electric Power Service Corporation

American Steel Foundries

American Telephone and Telegraph
Company (AT&T)

Art Iron, Incorporated

Arvin Automotives

Atlantic Research Corporation

Bridgeport Brass Company

Butler Manufacturing Company

Carolina Power and Light Company

The Cleveland—Cliffs Iron Company

The Cleveland Electric llluminating Company

Colt Industries

Cyloops Corporation

Detroit Edison Company

Department of Energy

DRW Chemical, USA

Dynascan Corporation

Edison Electric Institute

Enamel Products and Plating Company

Eveleth Mines

General Electric Company (Fairfield, CN)

General Electric Company (Pittsfield, MA)

Intalco Aluminum Corporation

lowa Electric Light and Power Company

Jemez Mountains Electric Cooperative,
Incorporated

Kerr—McGee Corporation

Libbey—Owens—Ford Company

Lukens Steel Company

Marmon/Keystone Corporation

The Master Products Company

Megapulse, Incorporated

Midco—Pipe and Tube, Incorporated

National Electric Manufacturers Association

New York State Electric and Gas Corporation

Northern States Power Company

Patapsco and Back Rivers Railroad Company

Pittsburgh Tube Company

Power Engineering Society, IEEE

Public Service Electric and Gas Company

Revere Copper Products, Incorporated

Roberton and Swartz Incorporated

Sholtz Equipment and Sales Company,
Incorporated

Southern California Edison Company

The Stacey Manufacturing Company

Standard Tube of Detroit Corporation

Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)

True Temper

Union Camp Corporation

Union Electric Company

United Illuminating Company

United States Coast Guard (USCG)

VARCO Prudent Metal Building Systems

Virginia Electric Power Company

Weyerhanser Company

Weeling Pittsburg Steel Corporation

The Wild Goose Association

Reply Comments Filed By:

Electronics Industry Assaciation (EIA)

Manufacturers Radio Frequency Advisory
Committee (MRFAC)

Utilities Telecommunications Council (UTC)

Late Comments Filed By:
Bethlehem Steel Corporation
Appendix B
Parts 15 and 90 of Chapter I of Title 47

of the Code of Federal Regulations are
proposed to be amended as follows:

PART 15—RADIO FREQUENCY
DEVICES

1. Section 15.3 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 15.3 General conditions of operation.
Persons operating restricted or
incidental radiation devices (including
Power Line Carrier Systems) shall not
be deemed to have any vested or
recognizable right to the continued use
of any given frequency by virtue of prior

registration or certification of
equipment, or on the basis of prior
notification of use pursuant to § 90.63(h)
of this chapter, Operation of these
devices is subject to the conditions that
no harmful interference is caused and
that interference must be accepted that
may be caused by other incidental or
restricted radiation devices, industrial
scientific or medical equipment, or from
any authorized radio service,

2.In § 15.7, the note is revised to read
as follows:

§ 15.7 General requirement for restricted
radiation devices.

(e) * &

Note.—Radio receivers, cable television
systems, Class I TV devices, low power
communications devices, and power line
carrier systems are regulated elsewhere in
this chapter and are not regulated by this
section.

3. A new § 15.8 is added to Subpart A
to read as follows:

§15.8 Operation of a Power Line Carrier
System.

(a) A Power Line Carrier System is a
system of telecommunications used by
the electric power utility entities for
protective relaying, telemetering,
general supervision of the power system
and voice communications and operates
by the transmission of radio frequency
signals in the 10 to 490 kHz band by
conduction over the power transmission
lines of the system.

(b) A power utility proposing to add a
Power Line Carrier System or to make
changes in an existing system shall
submit the details of such installation or
change to a notification activity as set
forth in § 90.63(h) of this chapter. No
notification to the FCC is required.

(c) The operating parameters of a
Power Line Carrier System (particularly
the frequency) shall be selected to
achieve the highest degree of
compatibility with licensed users of the
radio spectrum, A Power Line Carrier
System shall operate on an unprotected,
noninterference basis in acordance with
§ 15.3 of this Part. If interference occurs,
the power utility shall discontinue or
adjust its operation, as required, to
remedy the interference.

(d) Power Line Carrier System
apparatus shall be operated with the
minimum power possible to accomplish
the desired purpose.

(e) The best engineering principles
shall be utilized in the generation of
radio frequency currents by Power Line
Carrier Systems so as to guard against
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interference to established radio
services, particularly on the
fundamental and harmonic frequencies.

(f) Power Line Carrier System
apparatus shall conform to such
engineering standards as may from time
to time be promulgated by the
Commission.

PART 90—PRIVATE LAND MOBILE
RADIO SERVICES

1. Section 90.63 is amended by the
addition of a new paragraph (h) to set
forth the frequencies available for and
the limitations placed on the use of
power line carrier systems as follows:

§90.63 Power Radio Service.

(h) The frequencies 10-490 kHz are
used to operate electric utility Power
Line Carrier (PLC) Systems on power
transmission lines for communciations
essential to the reliability and security
of electric service to the public, in
accordance with Part 15 of this chapter.
Any electric utility fulfilling
requirements in paragraph (a)(1) of this
section may operate PLC systems and
shall supply to a Federal
Communications Commission/National
Telecommunications and Information
Administration recognized notification
activity, information on all existing and
proposed systems for inclusion in a data
base, such as the frequency, power,
location of transmitter(s), and other
technical and operational parameters,
which would characterize the system’s
potential both to interfere with users in
authorized radio services, and to receive
destructive interference from these
users, The notification activity shall
notify the National Telecommunications
and Information Administration and the
Commission of these system
characteristics prior to implementation
of any proposed PLC system, The
Federal Communications Commission
and National Telecommunications and
Information Administration shall supply
appropriate application and licensing
information to the notification activity
regarding licensed radio stations
operating in the band. PLC systems in
this band operate on a noninterference
basis to radio systems assigned
frequencies by the NTIA or licensed by
the FCC and are not protected from
interference due to these radio
operations.

. * . *

FR Doc. 82-2087 Filed 1-28-82: 8:45 um|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 74
[BC Docket No. 81-793]

Experimental, Auxiliary, and Special
Broadcast and Other Program
Distributional Services; Current Policy
and Procedure; Order Extending Time
for Filing Reply Comments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission. .

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
reply comment period.

SUMMARY: The FCC extends the time for
filing reply comments by two weeks in
order to allow adequate time for
comment on the merits of a petition for
rule making filed by the Cetec Vega
Corporation concerning
re-channelization of certain frequencies
available pursuant to Subpart H of Part
74 of the Commission's Rules. It is felt
that the Cetec Vega petition does not
warrant an individual rule making
proceeding and it has been included as a
comment in this matter. However, due to
a clerical oversight, the Cetec Vega
petition was not placed in the BC
Docket No. 81-793 file until five days
after the comment period. The two week
extension, made on the Commission’s
own motion, should afford all interested
parties an adequate reply comment
period.

DATES: The period for filing reply
comments is hereby changed from

* January 19, 1982, to and including

February 2, 1982

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven D. Linn, Broadcast Bureau, (202)
632-7698.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Adopted: January 11, 1982.

Released: January 13, 1982.

In the matter of revision of Subparts
D, E, F and H of Part 74 of the
Commission’s rules to reflect current
policy and procedure; order extending
time for filing reply comments.

1. On November 12, 1981, the
Commission adopted a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (FCC 81-535) in
the above-entitled matter which was
released on November 25, 1981, and
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
60222) on December 9, 1981.

2. Subsequently, the Commission
received a petition for rule making dated
December 7, 1981, by Earnest W.
Pappenfus, President, Cetec Vega
Corporation (Cetec Vega). Cetec Vega is
a manufacturer of wireless microphones
operated as low power auxiliary

stations pursuant to Subpart H of Part 74
of the Commission’'s Rules.

3. Cetec Vega notes that presently
§ 74.802(b) of the Commission's Rules
provides for assignment of channels in
200 kHz increments starting 600 kHz
above the lower edges of Channels 7
through 13 and ending 600 kHz below
the upper frequency limits of these
channels. This yields 24 assignable
frequencies per TV channel for low
power auxiliary station operation; but in
practice, the number of channels usable
at a given location is limited to 6 due to
adverse effects of transmitter and
receiver intermodulaiton products. The
number of usable channels can be
doubled, says Cetec Vega, if certain
midband channels are offset by 25 kHz
or multiples thereof. For example,
twelve intermodulation-free channels
within TV Channel 7 (174-180 MHz)
could be assigned as follows: 174.600,
174.800, 175.025, 175.275, 175.550, 175.850,
176.175, 176.550, 176.950, 177.400, 178.275
and 178.825 MHz. It should be noted that
the present 200 kHz minimum spacing
between assignable frequencies would
be satified under this proposal.

4. In a December 22, 1981, letter to
Cetec Vega, the Commission noted that
while it has not yet had an opportunity
to verify the calculations in the petition,
the overall approach seemed
straightforward and noncontroversial,
Accordingly, rather than originate
another rule making proceeding in
response to the petition, it would be
included as a comment in the above-
mentioned proceeding, where its merits
could be addressed in comments and
reply comments.

5. However, due to clerical oversight,
the Cetec Vega petition and the
Commission's December 22nd reply
letter, were not placed in the BC Docket
81-793 file until January 9, 1982, five
days after the close of the comment
period.

6. We wish to solicit reply comments
on the merits of the Cetec Vega petition
but we believe that the present reply
comment period, which expires on
January 19, 1982, is inadequate for this
purpose; and that the public interest
would be served by a two week
extension.

7. Accordingly, it is ordered, that the
time for filing reply comments in BC
Docket 81-793 is extended to and
including February 2, 1982,

8. This action is taken pursuant to
authority contained in sections 4(i) and
303 of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended, and § 0.281 of the
Commission’s Rules.
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Federal Communications Commission.
Martin A. Blumenthal,

Acling Chief, Policy and Rules Division,
Broadcast Bureau.

|FR Doc. 822089 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 652

Atlantic Surf Clam and Ocean Quahog
Fisheries

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

AcTioN: Notice of proposed quotas and
request for comments.

sUMMARY: Quotas for the surf clam and
ocean quahog fisheries for 1982 are
proposed for public review and
comment. The quotas have been
selected from a range defined as the
optimum yield for each fishery. The
quotas establish allowable harvests of
surf clams and ocean quahogs from the
fishery conservation zone in 1982,
EFFECTIVE DATE: Comments will be
accepted for 30 days, through February
26, 1982. -

ADDRESS: Comments should be sent to:
Management Division, Northeast
Region, National Marine Fisheries
Service, State Fish Pier, Gloucester,
Massachusetts 01930-3097. A copy of a
report on establishing the quotas is
available for public inspection at this
address; copies may be requested in
writing.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frank Grice, (Chief, Management
Division), 617-281-3600.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Portions
of Amendment 3 to the Fishery
Management Plan for the Surf Clam and
Ocean Quahog Fisheries were
implemented by emergency interim
regulations published on October 28,
1981 (46 FR 53181). One of the provisions
of the amendment directs the Secretary,
in consultation with the Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council, to specify
quotas for surf clams and ocean quahogs
on an annual basis from within ranges

which have been identified as optimum
yield for each fishery.

The harvest of surf clams during 1981
exceeded the adjusted annual quota for
the year by approximately 525,000
bushels. Resource managers and
scientists recognized that this
overharvest would occur, but believed
that available information on harvests
and the status of the resource showed
that while optimum yield as specified
was exceeded, harvest was consistent
with the availability of the resource and
the ability of the stock to sustain further,
and perhaps greater, removals in the
furture. A retroactive increase in the
1981 quota to accommodate the
overharvest was considered, but was
found to be impractical and of little real
value. To permit management to
proceed with a clean slate under the
provisions of the recent comprehensive
amendment, the overharvest in 1981 will
not be deducted from quotas for the 1982
fishing year. The 1982 quotas were
developed with full knowledge of the
expected 1981 overharvest, and reflect
the ramifications of that harvest on the
condition of the resource. NOAA
believes this action to be consistent with
the requirements for conservation of the
resource, and the intent and desire of
the Council.

To implement this regulatory
provision for establishing quotas, the
Regional Director has considered the
following information: stock
assessments; catch records and other
relevant information concerning
exploitable biomass and spawning
biomass; fishing mortality rates;
incoming recruitment; projected effort
and catches; and areas likely to be
reopened to fishing. Proposed quotas
based on the information are published
here for public review and comment:

(Quotas in bushels)

Fishery 1982
Mid-Atlantic Surf Clam. 2,350,000
New England Surf Clam, 50,000
Ocean Quahog 4,000,000

Much of the increase in the mid-
Atlantic surf clam quota for 1982 is
attributed to the Regional Director’s
expectation that portions of the area
now closed to surf clam fishing off
Atlantic City, New Jersey will be

reopened during the year, and that

significant amounts of surf clams will be
taken from the reopened portions.

Comments on these proposed quotas
will be accepted for 30 days, through the
date given above. Comments will be
considered by the Secretary, who will
determine appropriate final annual
quotas for each fishery and publish
those quotas in the Federal Register.

A final supplement to the
Environmental Input Statement was
filed with the Environmental Protection
Agency on January 8, 1982.

Classification

This action is a prescribed
management action taken under 50 CFR
652.21 and is exempt from Sections 3, 4,
and 7 of Executive Order 12291.

The action is expected to have an
incremental effect on the economy of
less than $1 million annually, and is not
expected to lead to an increase in costs
or prices of more than 10 percent. The
action will not adversely affect

competition, investment, or productivity.

Each of the recommended management
measures is likely to produce net
benefits to the fishery, the region, and
the national economy. The measures
have positive general impacts in that
they tend to increase stability in the
fishery and encourage the highest value
use of the resource.

The Administrator certified that
Amendment 3 does not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small business
entities and, therefore, does not require
a regulatory flexibility analysis. This
action is prescribed by Amendment 3,
and consequently, is covered by the
certification of Amendment 3. The
conclusion of the regulatory impact
review prepared for Amendment 3 was
that determination of annual quotas is
expected to result in net benefits to the
fishery (i.e., small businesses), the
region, and the national economy.

No reporting and recordkeeping

requirements are imposed by this action.

(16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.)
Dated: January 21, 1982.
Robert K. Crowell,
Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 82-2009 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Order 82-1-94]

Application of Reeve Aleutian Airways
for Certificate Amendment Under
Subart Q

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.

ACTION: Notice of Order to Show Cause
(82-1-94),

summARy: The Board is proposing to
authorize Reeve Aleutian Airways to
provide all-cargo air transportation in
Alaska between and among the points
listed in its application.

DATES: Objections: All interested
persons having objections to the Board
issuing the proposed certificate
amendment shall file, and serve upon all
persons listed below no later than
February 16, 1982, a statement of
objections, together with a summary of
testimony, statistical data, and other
material expected to be relied upon to
support the objections.

ADDRESSES: Objections to the issuance
of a final order should be filed in Docket
40266, and should be addressed to the
Docket Section, Civil Aeronautics

Board, Washington, D.C. 20428.

In addition, copies of such filings
should be served on Reeve Aleutian
Airways; the mayor and airport manager
of each city to which the pleading refers;
and the Alaska Transportation
Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Anne W, Stockvis, Bureau of Domestic
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20428, (202) 673-5335.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
complete text of Order 82-1-94 is
available from our Distribution Section,
Room 100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20428. Persons
outside the metropolitan area may send
d postcard request for Order 82-1-94 to
that address. :

By the Bureau of Domestic Aviation:
January 20, 1982,
Phyllis T, Kaylor,
Secrelary.
[FR Doc, 62-2003 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M

Commuter Fitness Determination;
Astec Air East, Inc., et al.

The Board is proposing to find the
following carriers fit willing and able to
provide commuter air carrier service
under Section 419(c)(2) of the Federal
Aviation Act, as amended, and that
aircraft used in this service conform to
applicable safety standards.

Order, Applicant and Response Date

82-1-75, Astec Air East, Inc. d.b.a. Astec Air
East, Inc. and Republic Air Charter,
February 8, 1982.

82-1-78, Gold Coast Air, Inc., February 8,
1982.

82-1-79, Bemidji Aviation Service, Inc. d.b.a.
Bemidiji Airlines, February 8, 1982.

82-1-88, Interstate Airlines, February 9, 1982,

82-1-87, Trans-Mo Airlines, Inc., February 9,
1882,

All interested persons wishing to
respond to the Board's tentative fitness
determination shall serve their
responses on all persons listed in
Attachment A of the respective orders
and file response or additional data for
Orders 82-1-75-76, 86, and -87 with the
Special Authorities Division, Room 915,
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20428,

The complete text of the orders is
available from the Distribution Sectjon,
Room 100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
Washington, D.C. 20428. Persons outside
the metropolitan area may send a
postcard request to the above address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bureau of Domestic Aviation, Civil
Aeronautics Board, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 20428 for
Orders 82-1-76, 79, & 87: Mr. |. Kevin
Kennedy, (202) 673-5918, for Order 82-1-
75: Mr. John McCamant, (202) 673-5082,
and for Order 82-1-87: Ms. Patti Szrom,
(202) 673-5088.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: January 21,
1982,
Phyllis T. Kaylor, _
Secretary.
|FR Doc. 82-2002 Filed 1-26-82; 6:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M

[Docket 40269]

Visit USA Fare/Export Inland Contract
Rate Investigation; Postponement of
Prehearing Conference ;

On January 19, 1982, Japan Air Lines
Company, Ltd., Lufthansa German
Airlines, Philippine Airlines. Inc.,
Singapore Airlines, Limited, and
Swissair, Swiss Air Transport Company,
Ltd., (collectively “Foreign Carriers"),
moved for an extension of time to file
their prehearing conference
submissions, They request this
extension in light of their pending
petition for reconsideration of Board
Order 81-11-182, which could affect the
scope of this proceeding, and the length
of time needed for consultation with
overseas clients. Their motion states
that counsel for each of the U.S. carriers
in this proceeding, for the other foreign
carrier, and for the Bureau of
International Aviation are aware of the
motion and do not object to the
extension of time provided the filing
date for their submissions would also be
extended.

Accordingly:

Notice is hereby given that the
prehearing conference'in the above-
entitled matter scheduled to be held on
January 28, 1982 (46 FR 60866, December
14, 1961) is hereby postponed until
February 11, 1982, at 9:30 a.m. (local
time) in Hearing Room “A", Universal
North Building, 1875 Connecticut
Avenue, N.W,, Washington, D.C. before
the undersigned administrative law
judge.

The Bureau of International Aviation

-has already submitted its prehearing

conference materials. All other parties
shall submit their prehearing conference
materials on or before February 5, 1982.
Their submissions shall be limited to
points on which they differ with the
Bureau's submission and shall use the
marking and lettering used by the
Bureau to facilitate cross-referencing.
The February 5 date is for actual
delivery of materials and is not a
mailing date.

Dated at Washington, D.C., January 18,
1982,
John M. Vittone,
Administrative Law Judge.
[FR Doc. 82-2004 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M
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COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS Dated at Washington, D.C., January 22, the one in Merrimack, some 5 miles
1982. distant, is located on a 101-acre parcel

Florida Advisory Committee; Agenda John L Binkley, on Daniel Webster Highway, both being

and Notice of Open Meeting Advisory Committee Management Officer. used for processing and international

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a meeting of the Florida Advisory
Committee to the Commission will
convene at 1:00 p.m., and will end at 6:00
p.m., on February 26, 1982, at the
Howard Johnson, 200 Second Avenue,
South East, Miami, Florida 33131. The
purpose of this meeting is te conduct
orientation for the new members;
discuss program planning for fiscal year
1982; and appoint members to
subcommittee(s).

Persons desiring additional
information or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact the
Chairperson, Teresa Saldise, 815 South
West, 13th Court, Miami, Florida, (305)
856-1363 or the Southern Regional
Office, Citizens Trust Bank Building, 75
Piedmont Avenue, North East, Room
362, Atlanta, Georgia 30303, (414) 221~
4391.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

Dated at Washington, D.C., January 22,
1982.

John 1. Binkley,

Advisory Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 82-2005 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

indiana Advisory Committee; Agenda
and Notice of Open Meeting .

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a meeting of the Indiana Advisory
Committee to the Commission will
convene at 7:00 p.m., and will end at
10:00 p.m., on February 22, 1982, at the
Northwest Indiana Open Housing
Center, 650 South Lake Street, Gary,
Indiana, 46403, The purpose of this
meeting is to present an update of the
Commission's and Committee’s program
plans and budget status; and discuss the
Indiana Housing Discrimination study.

Persons desiring additional
information or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact the
Acting Chairperson, Lotte Meyerson, 650
North Tippecanoe Street, Gary, Indiana,
46403, (219) 938-3910 or the Midwestern
Regional Office, 230 South Dearborn
Street, 32nd Floor, Chicago, llinois,
60604, (312) 353-7479.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

|FR Doc. 82-2006 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Docket No. 6-82]

Proposed Foreign-Trade Zone and
Subzone, Portsmouth, New Hampshire;
Application and Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the New
Hampshire State Port Authority has
submitted an application to the Foreign-
Trade Zones Board (the Board) for
authority to establish a general-purpose
foreign-trade zone in Portsmouth, New
Hampshire, within the Portsmouth
Customs port of entry, and requesting
special-purpose subzone status for
Nashua Corporation facilities in Nashua
and Merrimack, New Hampshire,
adjacent to the Lawrence,
Massachusetts, Customs port of entry.
The application was submitted pursuant
to the provisions of the Foreign-Trade
Zones Act, as amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—
81u), and the regulations of the Board
(15 CFR Part 400). It was formally filed
on January 22, 1982, The applicant is
authorized to make this proposal under
Section 271-A:11 of the New Hampshire
RSA. .

The general-purpose zone will cover
10 acres within the Port Authority's deep
water port facility at 555 Market Street
on Portsmouth Harbor. Two multi-
purpose buildings totaling 50,000 square
feet are available for warehousing,
display and processing operations. Open
space is also available for the
construction of new facilities. The Port
Authority plans to operate the zone
initially, but may select an independent
operator as the project develops.

The application contains evidence of
the need for general zone services in the
Portsmouth area. Prospective tenants
have indicated an interest is using the
zone for warehousing, distribution,
testing and processing of industrial
machinery, business machines and
equipment, cable, electrical instruments,
electronic items and leather goods.

The proposed subzone sites are at
Nashua Corporation's facilities in
Nashua and nearby Merrimack. The
corporation is an international
manufacturer and distributor of
photocopier and computer products and
supplies, with its headguarters in
Nashua, Its Nashua facility covers 14
acres at 44 Franklin Street, Nashua, and

distribution. Zone procedures would be
used mainly to assist the company'in its
reexport of service parts for copiers it
has sold abroad and in the storage of
chemicals used in the production of
carbonless paper. The savings will help
the company resist cost pressures to
move these operations overseas.

In accordance with the Board's

_regulations, an examiners committee

has been appointed to investigate the
application and report to the Board. The
committee consist of: John ]. Da Ponte,
Jr. (Chairman), Director, Foreign-Trade
Zones Staff, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230;
Edward A. Goggin, Assistant Regional
Commissioner (Operations), U.S.
Customs Service, Region I, 100 Summer
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02110;
and Colonel C. E. Edgar, III, Division
Engineer, U.S. Army Engineer Division
New England, 424 Trapelo Road,
Waltham, Massachusetts 02154.

As part of its investigation, the
Examiners Committee will hold a public
hearing on February 25, 1982, beginning
at 9:00 a.m., in the City Council
Chambers, City Hall, 126 Daniels Street,
Portsmouth. The purpose of the hearing
is to help inform interested persons
about the proposal, to provide an
opportunity for their expression of
views, and to obtain information useful
to the examiners.

Interested parties are invited to
present their views at the hearing. They
should notify the Board's Executive °
Secretary of their desire to be heard in
writing at the address below or by
phone (202/377-2862) by February 19,
1982, Instead of an oral presentation,
written statements may be submitted in
accordance with the Board’s regulations
to the examiners committee, care of the
Executive Secretary, at any time from
the date of this notice through March 28,
1982. Evidence submitted during the
post-hearing period is not desired unless
it is clearly shown that the matter is
new and material and that there are
good reasons why it could not be
presented at the hearing. A copy of the
application and accompanying exhibits
will be available during this time for
public inspection at each of the
following locations:

New Hampshire Port Authority, 555
Market Street, Portsmouth, New
Hampshire 03801

Office of the Executive Secretary,
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Room 3721,

1]
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14th and E Streets, NW,, Washington,
D.C. 20230
Dated: January 22, 1882,

John J. Da Ponte, Jr.,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-2069 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

International Trade Administration

Ceramic Wall Tile From the United
Kingdom; Preliminary Results of
Administrative Review of Antidumping
Finding and Intent To Revoke

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of preliminary results of
administrative review of antidumping
finding and of intent to revoke.

suMMARY: The Department of
Commerce has conducted an
administrative review of the
antidumping finding on ceramic wall tile
from the United Kingdom., The review
covers the one known exporter of this
merchandise to the United States
covered by the finding and the period
January 1, 1980 through March 20, 1981,
All sales by this exporter, H & R
Johnson, Ltd., were made at not less
than fair value for the above period.
There is no indication of any sales at
less than fair value since that time.

As a result of this review the
Department intends to revoke the
finding. Interested parties are invited to
comment on these preliminary results.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 27, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jonathan Seiger or Robert |. Marenick,
Office of Compliance, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230
(202-377-2704/2496). ’
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On March 20, 1981, the Department of
Commerce (“the Department")
published in the Federal Register the
preliminary results of its first
administrative review of and tentative
determination to revoke the
antidumping finding on ceramic wall tile
from the United Kingdom. The review
covered the period December 1, 1975
through December 31, 1979, On June 11,
1981, the Department published the final
| results of the administrative review and

announced its intent to conduct the next
administrative review by the end of May
1982 (46 FR 30841). As required by
section 751 of the Tariff Act of 1930
(“the Tariff Act") the Department has

now conducted that administrative
review,

Scope of the Review

Merchandise covered by this review is
glazed ceramic wall tile, currently
classifiable under item 532.2400 of the
Tariff Schedules of the United States
Annotated (TSUSA). The Department
knows of only one exporter of ceramic
wall tile from the United Kingdom to the
United States still covered by the
finding. That firm is H & R Johnson, Ltd.
The review covers the period January 1,
1980 through March 20, 1981, the date of
the Department's tentative
determination to revoke.

United States Price

In calculating United States price the
Department used purchase price or
exporter's sales price, as defined in
section 772 of the Tariff Act. Purchase
price was based on the F.O.B. packed
price to unrelated purchasers. Where
applicable, we deducted cash discounts
and U.K. inland freight from this price.
Exporter's sales price was calculated on
the basis of the delivered price from the
related U.S. party to unrelated U.S.
purchasers. Where applicable,
deductions were made for cash
discounts, U.K, inland freight, ocean
freight, U.S. duty insurance, and U.S,
selling expenses. No other adjustments
were claimed or allowed,

Foreign Market Value

In calculating foreign market value the
Department used home market price, as
defined in section 773 of the Tariff Act,
since sufficient quantities of such or
similar merchandise were sold in the
home market to provide a basis for
comparison. H & R Johnson sold 86% of
its total production in the home market
during the covered period. The home
market prices here are based on
delivered prices with adjustments,
where applicable, for cash discounts,
UK. inland freight, and a packing
differential. Where appropriate, we
made adjustments, based on differences
in value, for physical differences in
merchandise, under 18 CFR 353.16.
Adjustments for differences in
circumstances of sale, in accordance
with § 353,15 of the Commerce
Regulations, were made for the costs of
technical services and assumption of
purchasers’ advertising. When home
market price was compared to
exporter's sales price, we made an
additional adjustment for home market
selling expenses as an offset to selling
expenses paid in the U.S. market, in
accordance with § 353.15(c) of the
Commerce Regulations, No other
adjustments were claimed or allowed,

Preliminary Results of the Review

As a result of our comparison of
United States price to foreign market
value, we have concluded that there
were no sales at less than fair value by
H & R Johnson, Ltd. for the period
January 1, 1980 through March 20, 1981,
There is no indication of any sales at
less than fair value by this firm since
March 20, 1981.

As provided for in § 353.54(e) of the
Commerce Regulations, H & R Johnson,
Ltd. has agreed in writing to an
immediate suspension of liguidation and
reinstatement of the finding if
circumstances develop which indicate
that ceramic wall tile produced by H & R
Johnson and thereafter imported into the
United States is being sold at less than
fair value.

-

Intent To Revoke

As a result of our review we intend to
revoke the finding on ceramic wall tile
from the United Kingdom. If the finding
is revoked it shall apply to unliquidated
entries entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, on or after March 20, 1981,
Interested parties may submit written
comments on these preliminary results
within 30 days of the date of publication
of this notice and may request
disclosure and/or a hearing within 15
days of the date of publication. Any
request for an administrative protective
order must be made no later than five
days after the date of publication. The
Department will publish the final results
of the administrative review including
the results of its analysis of any such
comments or hearing. The Department
will issue appraisement instructions for
this exporter directly to the Customs
Service.

This administrative review, intent to
revoke, and notice are in accordance
with section 751 (a)(1) and (c) of the
Tariff Act {19 U.S.C, 1675 (a)(1), (c)) and
§§ 353.53 and 353.54 of the Commerce
Regulations (19 CFR 353,53, 353.54).
Gary N. Horlick,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Impor!
Administration.

January 22, 1982.

{FR Doc. 82-2070 Filed 1-26-82; B:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Elemental Sulphur From Canada; Final
Results of Administrative Review and
Partial Revocation of Antidumping
Finding

. AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce,
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ACTION: Notice of Final Results of
Administrative Review and Partial
Revocation of Antidumpting Finding.

SUMMARY: On April 9, 1981, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of its administrative
review of and tentative determination to
revoke in part the antidumping finding
on elemental sulphur from Canada (46
FR 21214). The review covered 5 of the
52 known exporters: Canadian Superior
0il, Ltd., Chevron Standard, Ltd.,
Hudson's Bay Oil & Gas, Ltd., Shell
Canada, Ltd., and Gulf Oil Canada, Ltd.
For Shell Canada and Hudson's Bay Oil
& Gas, the review covered the period

January 1, 1977 through February 8, 1979.

For Chevron Standard, Canadian
Superior Oil, and Gulf Oil Canada, the
review covered the period May 1, 1977
through February 8, 1979. This notice
covers two of the five exporters: Shell
Canada, Ltd., and Canadian Superior
Oil, Ltd. The remaining three companies
will be covered in a separate notice.
Interested parties were provided an
opportunity to submit written comments
on request disclosure and/or a hearing.
Based on comments made by the
petitioner in the course of a public
hearing, the Department reviewed
additional information from Shell
Canada on shipments made during our
period of review pursuant to contracts
entered into prior to that period. After
review of that submission, the
Department still finds that all sales by
Shell Canada and Canadian Superior
0il were made at not less than fair
value. Accordingly, we are revoking the
finding with respect to these firms.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 27, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jonathan Seiger of Robert Maranick,
Office of Compliance, International
Trade International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230
(202-377-2074/2496).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On December 17, 1973, a dumping
finding with respect to elemental
sulphur from Canada was published in
the Federal Register as Treasury
Decision 74-1 (38 FR 34655). On April 9,
1981, the Department of Commerce (“the
Department”) published in the Federal
Register the preliminary resulfs of its
administrative review of and tentative
determination to revoke the finding (46
FR 21214) with respect to five firms.

The Department has now completed
its administrative review of the finding
for two of those firms.

Scope of the Review

Merchandise covered by this review is
elemental sulphur, currently classifiable
under item 415.4500 of the Tariff
Schedules of the United States
Annotated (TSUSA). The review is
limited to Shell Canada, Ltd, and
Canadian Superior Oil, Ltd. For Shell
Canada the review covers the period
January 1, 1977 through February 8, 1979.
For Canadian Superior Oil the review
covers the period May 1, 1977 through
February 8, 1979. <

Analysis of Petitioner’s Comments

(1) Comment: Petitioner argued that
the issue whether these two firms had
made home market sales at less than the
cost of production in 1975 and 1976 had
never been resolved.

Position: The Treasury Department
had prevouosly determined that no sales
at less than cost had been made for that
period. The Department’s review is
limited to a later period for which no
allegation of less than cost sales has
been made. As a result, the Department
did not solicit additional cost of
production information from the
companies for the current period of
review.

(2) Comment: Petitioner objected to
the lack of adequate non-confidential
summaries for our review period from
these two companies.

Position: In view of the subsequent
release of the companies’ confidential
submissions under administrative
protective order, we believe this issue
has been adequately resolved. For
Canadian Superior, we have adequate
non-confidential versions of the
response material for the Treasury
review period from January through
April 1977,

(3) Comment: Petitioner requested that
for Shell Canada the Department
conduct sales comparisons for
shipments made pursuant to contracts
entered into prior to the Department's
period of review,

Position: After reviewing information
from this firm, the Department made
these comparisons, and still finds that
no sales were made at less than fair
value by this firm.

(4) Comment: Petitioner also
requested a written agreement, required
by § 353.54(e) of the Commerce
Regulations, from Canadian Superior
along the lines of that submitted by
Shell Canada.

Position: The Department is satisfied
that the agreement filed by Canadian
Superior is consonant with our current
standards. The Shell Canada agreement
is less precise than those now required,
*having been submitted at an earlier

time. Nonetheless, it is also acceptable
to the Department.

(5) Comment: Petitioner objected to
the Department'’s failure to request
additional information from the
companies for the period since February
8, 1979.

Position: Section 353.54(a) of the
Commerce Regulations gives the
Department discretion to determine
whether to revoke an antidumping
finding. Section 353.54(b), which
requires that two years of no sales at
less than fair value be demonstrated,
does not require that the two year
period immediately precede the date of
publication of the notice of proposed
revocation. It has been the practice of
the Department to view earlier Treasury
notices of tentative revocation as valid,
and as fixing the effective date of
revocation unless substantial evidence
is presented to the contrary. Petitioner
has not shown that any sales at less
than fair value are currently being made
by these firms.

Final Results of Review

After analysis of the comments and
supplemental information received, we
conclude that all sales were made at not
less than fair value by Shell Canada,
Ltd., for the period January 1, 1977
through February 8, 1979, and that all
sales were made at not less than fair
value by Canadian Superior Oil, Ltd.,
from May 1, 1977 through February 8,
1979. For Canadian Superior Oil, prior
review by the Treasury Department
dempnstrated no sales at less than fair
value from July 1, 1976 through April 30,
1977.

Determination

As a result of this review, the
Department revokes the antidumping
finding on elemental sulphur from
Canada with respect to Canadian
Superior Oil, Ltd., and Shell Canada,
Ltd.

This revocation applies to all
unliquidated entries of this merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after February 8,
1979. Since all sales by Shell Canada
between January 1, 1977 and February 8,
1979, and all sales by Canadian Superior
Oil from May 1, 1977 through February 8,
1979 were made at not less than fair
value, the Department shall instruct the
Customs Service to liquidate all entries
in those periods without regard to
dumping duties. The Department will
issue appraisement instructions directly
to the Customs Service.

This administrative review,
revocation in part, and notice are in
accordance with sections 751(a)(1) and
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(c) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1675(a)(1), (c)) and §§ 353.53 and 353.54
of the Commerce Regulations (19 CFR
353.53, 353.54).

Gary N. Horlick,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

January 22, 1982.

{FR Doc. 82-2071 Filed 1-26-82; 5:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Kraft Condenser Paper From Finland;
Final Results of Administrative Review
of Antidumping Finding

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

AcTION: Notice of Final Results of
Administrative Review of Antidumping
Finding.

SuMMARY: On October 14, 1981, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of its administrative
review of the antidumping finding on
kraft condenser paper from Finland.
This review covers the only known
exporter of this merchandise to the
United States, Tervakoski Osakeyhito,
for two consecutive periods from
February 20, 1979 through August 31,
1980.

Interested parties were given an
opportunity to submit oral or written
comments or request a hearing on the
preliminary results. On December 2,
1981, we held a public hearing and,
based on comments received, we have
made adjustments which result in new
weighted average margins for both
periods.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 27, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
F. Patrick Pope or David R. Chapman,
Office of Compliance, International
Trade Administration, U.S, Department
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230
(202-377—-4697/ 2657).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

~ On September 21, 1979, a dumping
finding with respect to kraft condenser
paper from Finland was published in the
Federal Register as Treasury Decision
79-245 (44 FR 54696-7). On October 14,
1981, the Department of Commerce (“the
Department”) published in the Federal
Register as Treasury Decision 79-245 (44
FR 54696-7). On October 14, 1981, the
Department of Commerce (“the
Department") published in the Federal
Register the preliminary results of its
administrative review of the finding (46
FR 50576), The Department has now
completed that administrative review.

Scope of the Review

The imports covered by this review
are shipments of kraft condenser paper,
meaning capacitor tissue or condenser
paper containing 80% or more by weight
chemical sulphate or soda wood pulp
based on total fiber content. Kraft
condenser paper is currently classifiable
under items 252.4000, 252.4200 and
256.3080 of the Tariff Schedules of the
United States Annotated (TSUSA).
Tervakoski Osakeyhito is the only
known exporter to the United States of
Finnish kraft condenser paper. This
review covers two consecutive time
periods from February 20, 1979, the date
of suspension of liquidation, through
August 31, 1980.

Analysis of Comments Received

1. Tervakoski requests that the
Department make an overall adjustment
to the foreign market value for "broke”
(wastage due to slitting) in those
comparisons where an adjustment was
made to the United States price for
broke.

Position: Tervakoski has furnished
requisite data to make the adjustment
and we agree that an adjustment is
appropriate.

2. The domestic industry agrees that
broke is a cost commonly associated
with the manufacture and slitting of
kraft condenser paper. However, they
are concerned that the amounts claimed
by Tervakoski are “implausibly high"
and thus would result in an excessive
adjustment to foreign market value. In
addition, they believe that the sample
rates selected by Tervakoski are not
properly representative and actually
vary for substantially identical products.

Position: Because we did not verify
the broke percentages by paper size
submitted by Tervakoski, we have
decided to make the adjustment to
Tervakoski's foreign market value using
information submitted by respondent on
its overall “broke" for the periods
involved, that is 15 percent. This is
lower than the rates of concern to
petitioners.

3. Tervakoski claims that the
preliminary margin for the second
period that was to be used to establish
the estimated duty deposit rate (0.7381
percent) is de minimis and that the
Department should declare it so because
there is no fixed policy for determining
what is de-minimis.

Position: We disagree. The
Department has consistently used 0.50
percent as:its benchmark for
establishing a de minimis margin. The
Department knows of no reason why a
different standard should be used for
this industry. At the same time, because

of our recalculations the rate for the
second period is now less than 0.50
percent and therefore de minimis.

4. The domestic industry claims that
the Department's circumstance of sale
adjustment for differences in credit
terms is improper because it fails to take
into account interest expenses incurred
between the date of shipment from
Finland and the date of sale in the
United States.

Position: We disagree. Expenses
incurred for maintaining merchandise in
inventory prior to sale; including the
time during which the merchandise is in
transit, are not directly related to the
sale of that merchandise and, therefore,
are not a circumstance of that sale.
However, the Department recognizes
that Tervakoski, U.S.A,, Inc. (TUSA) has
incurred an indirect expense relative to
holding the merchandise from the time it
was received by TUSA until it was sold
and shipped in the United States. We
have calculated the weighted average
and deducted that expense as a part of
the General, Administrative and Selling
Expenses.

Final Results of Review

As a result of adjustments made
based on comments received, and our
subsequent analysis, we determine that
the following margins exist on
shipments by Tervakoski Osakeyhito:

; Percent

Time period margin
Feb, 20, 1979 10 Dec. 31, 1879 coorionriiioiirinn 203
Jan. 1, 1980 10 Aug. 31, 1980 ...ccicummivirormarenns 0.02

The Department shall determine, and
the U.S. Customs Service shall assess,
dumping duties on applicable entries
made with purchase dates or export
dates, as appropriate, during the periods
involved. Individual differences
between United States price and foreign
market value may vary from the
percentages stated above. The
Department will issue appraisement
instructions for this exporter directly to
the Customs Service.

The Department has decided to waive
the cash deposit requirement, as
provided for in § 353.48(b) of the
Commerce Regulations, since the most
recent weighted-average margin is less
than 0.5 percent and therefore de
minimis, This waiver shall apply to all
entries, or withdrawals from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the date of
publication of this notice and shall
remain in effect until publication of the
final results of the next administrative
review. The Department intends to
conduct the next administrative review
by the end of September 1982.
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This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1675(a)(1)) and § 353.53 of the Commerce
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53).

Gary N. Horlick,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

January 22, 1982,

[FR Doc. 82-2072 Filed 1-26-8% 8:A5 am|

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Metal-Walled Above Ground Swimming
Pools From Japan; Preliminary Results
of Administrative Review of
Antidumping Finding

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of preliminary results of
Administrative Review of Antidumping
finding.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce has conducted an
administrative review of the
antidumping finding on metal-walled
above ground swimming pools from
Japan. The review covers the four
known manufacturers/exporters and
various periods from April 4, 1977
through August 31, 1980. This review
indicates the existence of dumping
margins for all firms with shipments
during the review periods.

As a result of this review, the
Department has preliminarily
determined to assess dumping duties for
two firms equal to the calculated
differences between purchase price and
foreign market value on shipments
during the periods of review. Where
company-supplied information was
inadequate, the Department has used
the best information available to
establish the margins shown in this
notice. The Department has
preliminarily determined not to assess
dumping for a third firm pending receipt
and analysis of additional data. The
margin shown in this notice for that firm
will be used only for cash deposit
purposes,

Interested parties are invited to
comment on these preliminary results.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 27, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Arthur N, DuBois or John R. Kugelman,
Office of Compliance, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230
(202-377-3814/5289).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On September 7, 1977, a dumping
finding with respect to metal-walled
above ground swimming pools from

Japan was published in the Federal
Register as Treasury Decision 77-223 (42
FR 44811). On January 1, 1980, the
provisions of title I of the Trade
Agreements Act of 1979 became
effective. Title I replaced the provisions
of the Antidumping Act of 1921 (“the
1921 Act"”) with a new title VII to the
Tariff Act of 1930 (“the Tariff Act”). On
January 2, 1980, the authority for
administering the antidumping duty law
was transferred from the Department of
Treasury to the Department of
Commerce (“the Department”). The
Department published in the Federal
Register of March 28, 1980 (45 FR 20511~
20512) a notice of intent to conduct
administrative reviews of all
outstanding dumping findings. As
required by section 751 of the Tariff Act,
the Department has conducted an
administrative review of the finding on
metal-walled above ground swimming
pools from Japan. The substantive
provisions of the 1921 Act and the
appropriate Customs Service regulations
apply to all unliquidated entries made
prior to January 1, 1980.

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by this review are
shipments of Japanese metal-walled
above ground swimming pools, currently
classifiable under item numbers 657.2560
and 774.5500 of the Tariff Schedules of
the United States Annotated (TSUSA).

Metal-walled above ground swimming
pools-exported from third countries
which contain components
manufactured in Japan are within the
scope of the finding if the pool parts, as
shipped to the third country, are capable
of functioning as a pool.

The Department knows of four firms
engaged in the manufacture and
exportation of Japanese metal-walled

“above ground swimming pools to the

United States. The Department has
preliminarily determined not to assess
dumping duties for Asahi Chemical
Industry Co., Ltd. (“Asahi"), pending
receipt of additional data. The margin
shown in this notice for Asahi will be
used only for cash deposit purposes.
Another firm, Kenny, had no shipments
during its review period. The rate for
cash deposit purposes will be based on
Kenny’s last shipments, A third firm,
Seiwa Sangyo Co., Ltd., provided an
adeguate response for the period April
4, 1977 through March 1978. Since Seiwa
Sangyo was non-responsive for the
period April 1978 through August 1980
we shall use the rate from the prior
period for assessment and cash deposit
purpofes. A fourth firm, Hakuyo Sangyo,
Ltd., was non-responsive for the entire
period. Since it was not investigated
during the original fair value

=

investigation and we have no previous
information on the firm, we shall use, for
both assessment and cash deposit
purposes, the highest current rate for
responding firms, since it is higher than
the sole fair value rate.

Eleven third-country firms possibly
transshipped Japanese pools and/or
pool parts to the U.S. and will be
covered in a subsequent review. This
review covers various periods from
April 4, 1977 through August 31, 1980.
Treasury reviewed all prior periods.

The issue of the Department's
obligation to conduct administrative
review of entries, unliquidated as of
January 1, 1980 and covered by
previously issued appraisement
instructions (“master lists"), is under
review. Liquidation has been suspended
pending disposition of the issue.

Purchase Price

Purchase price, as defined in section
203 of the 1921 Act, was based on the
ex-factory, packed price to unrelated
purchasers in the United States. No
adjustments were claimed or allowed.

Foreign Market Value

In calculating foreign market value the
Department used home market price, as
defined in section 205 of the 1921 Act.
The home market prices were based
upon ex-factory, packed prices. No
adjustments were claimed or allowed.

Preliminary Results of the Review

As a result of our comparison of
purchase price to foreign market value,
we preliminarily determine that the
following margins exist:

Margin
Manufacturer/exporter Time period (per-
cent)
Asahi Chemical Industry Co., LTd..[11/1/77-10/31/
78 43.74
Seiwa Sangyo CO., L8 ciiciiies 4/4/77-3/311
78 72.00
4/1/78-8/3V/
80 7200
1L Q— - L T Tk A T
80 135
HaKUYO SaNGYO..........ivmmmemmsnsiend] SIAITT-B/31/
80 72.00
' No shipments during this period.

Interested parties may submit written
comments on these preliminary results
within 30 days of the date of publication
of this notice and may request
disclosure and/or a hearing within 15
days of the date of publication. Any
request for an administrative protective
order must be made no later than 5 days
after the date of publication. The
Department will publish the final results
of the administrative review including
the results of its analysis of any such
comments or hearing.
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The Department shall determine, and
the U.S. Customs Service shall assess,
dumping duties, where appropriate, on
all entries of metal-walled above ground
swimming pools manufactured/exported
by any of the above-listed firms, except
Asahi Chemical Industry Co., Ltd., with
purchase dates during the time periods
involved. The Department shall issue
appraisement instruments separately on
these firms directly to the Customs
Service.

Further, as provided for in § 353.48(b)
of the Commerce Regulations, a cash
deposit based upon the most recent of
the margins calculated above shall be
required on all shipments by these four
firms of metal-walled above ground
swimming pools from Japan entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption or after the date of
publication of the final results, Thése
deposit requirements shall remain in
effect untjl publication of the final
results of the next administrative
review.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1))
and § 353.53 of the Commerce
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53).

Gary N. Horlick,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

January 21, 1981.

[FR Doe. 82-2073 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Minority Business Development
Agency

Financial Assistance Application
Announcement; Louisville, Ky., SMSA

AGENCY: Minority Business
Development Agency, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice,

SUMMARY: The Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA)
announces that it is soliciting
applications for a cooperative
agreement under its Business
Development Center (BDC) program to
operate a pilot project for a 12-month
period beginning May 1, 1982, in the
Louisville, Kentucky, SMSA. The cost of
the project is estimated to be $170,000.
The maximum federal participation
amount is $153,000. The minimum
amount required for non-federal
Participation is $17,000. The project
number is 04-10-82013-01.

Applicants shall be required to
contribute at least 10% the total program
costs through non-federal funds. Cost
sharing contributions can be in the form
of cash contributions, fee for services or
in-kind contributions.

CLOSING DATE: February 26, 1982,

ADDRESS: Atlanta Regional Office,
Minority Business Development Agency,
1371 Peachtree Street, NE., Suite 505,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr, Charles F. McMillan, Regional
Director, (404) 8814091,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Scope and Purpose of This
Announcement

Executive Order 11625 authorizes
MBDA to fund projects which will
provide technical and management
assistance to eligible clients in areas
related to the establishment and
operation of businesses. The BDC
program is specifically designed to
assist those minority businesses that
have the highest potential for success. In
order to accomplish this, MBDA offers
Cooperative Agreements that can:
coordinate and broker public and
private sector resources on behalf of
minority individuals and firms; offer
them a full range of management and
technical assistance; and serve as a
conduit through which and from which
information and assistance to and about
minority businesses are funneled.

B. Eligible Applicants

Awards shall be open to all
individuals, non-profit organizations,
for-profit firms, local and state
governments, American Indian tribes
and educational institutions.

C. Evaluation Process

All proposals received as a result of
this announcement will be evaluated by
a MBDA review panel.

D. Evaluation Criteria for Business
Development Center Application

The evaluation criteria is designed to
facilitate an objective evaluation of
competitive applications for the
Business Development Center program.

MBDA reserves the right to reject any
or all applications, including the
application receiving the highest
evaluation, and will exercise this right
when it is determined that it is in the
best interest of the Government to do so
(e.g., the apparent successful applicant
has serious unresolved audit issues from
current or previous grants, contracts or
cooperative agreements with an agency
of the Federal Government).

Evaluation of proposals will employ
the following criteria:

L. Capability and Experience of Firm/
Staff.—Provide information that
demonstrates the organization's 2
capabilities and prior experiences in
addressing the needs of minority

business individuals and firms. Provide
information that demonstrates the staff's
capabilities and prior experiences in
providing management and technical
assistance to minority individuals and
firms. Indicate previous experience in
MBE community to be served in terms
of: inventorying resources and
opportunities; the brokering thereof; and
providing management and technical
assistance.

The following are key factors to be
considered in this section:

Firm

—The organization's receptivity in the
MBE community to be served, i.e.,
business contacts in the public and
private sector; leadership
responsibilities; and experience in
assisting MBE business persons and
firms. (References from clients assisted
are pertinent.)

—Background credentials and
references for the owners of the
organization and a capability statement
of what the organization can do.

—Knowledge of the geographic area
to be servd in terms of the needs of
minority businesses and past ongeing
relationships with local, public, and
private entities that can possibly
enhance the BDC program effort i.e.,
Chambers of Commerce, trade
associations, venture capital
organizations, banks, SBA, HUD, state,
city and county government agencies,
etc.

Staff

—List personnel to be used. Indicate
their salaries, educational level and
previous experiences. Provide resumes
for all professional staff personnel.

—Demonstrate competence among
staff to effectuate mergers, acquisitions,
spin-offs and joint ventures.

—Provide organization chart, job
descriptions and qualification standards
involving all professional staff persons
to be utilized on the project.

—If any contractors are to be utilized,
identify and indicate areas and level of
experience. Primary consideration will
be given to inhouse capability.

Note.—All contracting proposed should be
in accordance with procurement standards in
Attachment O of OMB Circulars A-110 or A~
102.

II. Techniques and Methodology.—
Specify plans forachieving the goals
and objectives of the project. This
section should be developed by using
the outline of the Work Requirements
and the BDC responsibilities as guides
and will become part of the award
document. Include start-up plan and
example of work plan format, Fully
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explain the procedures for: outreach,
screening, assisting and monitoring
clients; developing and maintaining the
profile inventory of minority business;
and brokering of new business
ownership, market and capital
opportunities. In summary, address how,
when and where work will be done and
by whom. Include level of performance.

I11. Resources.—Address technical
and administrative resources, i.e.,
computer facilities, voluntary staff time
and space; and financial resources in
terms of meeting MBDA's 10% cost
sharing requirement to include a fee for
services for assistance provided clients.
The fee for services will be 10% for firms
with gross sales of $500,000 or less and
25% for firms with gross sales of over
$500,000.

Cost sharing is that portion of project
costs not borne by the Federal
Government. The composition and
amount of cost sharing are key factors
that will be considered in determining
the merit of this section. The cost
sharing requiremerit can be met through
the following order of priority: 1. Cash
contributions; 2. fee for services; and 3.
in-kind contributions.

A. Cash contribution—Cash that is
contributed or donated by the recipient,
by other non-federal, public agencies
and institutions, private organizations,
corporations and individuals.

B. Fee for services.—A fee will be
charged to clients for assistance
provided by BDC.

C. In-Kind contribution.—Represent
the value of non-cash contributions
provided by the recipient and non-
federal parties. The order of priority for
in-kind contributions are: high
technology systems to be utilized to
achieve program objectives; top level
staff personnel and real and personal
property donated by other public
agencies, institutions and private
organizations. Property purchased with
Federal funds will not be considered as
the recipient's in-kind contribution.

IV. Costs.—Demonstrate in narrative
format that costs being proposed will
give the minority business client and the
government the most effective program
possible in terms of quality, quantity,
timeliness and efficiency.

Include the principal costs involved
for achieving work plan under
Cooperative Agreement by completing
Part [ll—the Budget Information Section
of the Request for Application.

Provide cost sharing plan information
in terms of methodology and format for
billing the cost of management and
technical assistance to clients.

Total project costs will evaluated in
terms of:

—Clear explanations of all
expenditures proposed, and

—The extent to which the applicant
can leverage federal program funds and
operate with economy and efficiency.

In conclusion, the applicant's schedule
for start of BDC operation should be
included in Part Two. Part Two will be
known as the applicant's plan of
operation and will be incorporated into
the Cooperative Agreement award.

A detailed justification all proposed
costs is required for Part Four and each
item must be fully explained.

The failure to supply information in
any given category of the criteria will
result in the application being
considered non-responsive and
consequently, dropped from
competition.

All information submitted is subject to
verification by MBDA.

E. Dispos{ﬁon of Proposals

Notification of awards will be made
by the Grants Officer. Organizations
whose proposals are unsuccessful will
be advised by the Regional Director.

F. Proposal Instructions and Forms

Questions concerning the preceding
information, copies of application forms,
and applicable regulations can be
obtained at the above address.

Nothing in this solicitation shall be
construed as committing MBDA to
divide available funds among all
qualified applicants. The program is
subject to OMB Circular A-95
requirements.

G. A Pre-Application conference to
assist all interested applicants will be
held at the above address on February
12, 1982, at 1:00 p.m.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

11.800 Minority Business Development)
Dated: January 18, 1982.

Charles F. McMillan,

Regional Director.

[FR Doc. 82-1962 Filed 1-26-82: 845 am}

BILLING CODE 3510-21-M

Financial Assistance Application
Announcement; Memphis, Tenn.,
SMSA

AGENCY: Minority Business
Development Agency, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

suMMARY: The Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA)
announces that it is soliciting
applications for a cooperative
agreement under its Business
Development Center (BDC) program to
operate a pilot project for a 12-month
period beginning May 1, 1982, in the

Memphis, Tennessee, SMSA. The cost of
the project is estimated to be $250,000.
The maximum federal participation
amount is $225,000. The minimum
amount required for non-federal
participation is $25,000. The project
number is 04-10-82001-01.

Applicants shall be required to
contribute at least 10% the total program
costs through non-federal funds. Cost
sharing contributions can be in the form
of cash contributions, fee for services or
in-kind contributions.

CLOSING DATE: February 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Atlanta Regional Office,
Minority Business Development Agency,
1371 Peachtree Street, NE., Suite 505,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Charles F. McMillan, Regional
Director, (404) 881-4091.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Scope and Purpose of This
Announcemept

Executive Order 11625 authorizes
MBDA to fund projects which will
provide technical and management
assistance to eligible clients in areas
related to the establishment and
operation of businesses. The BDC
program is specifically designed to
assist those minority businesses that
have the highest potential for success. In
order to accomplish this, MBDA offers
Cooperative Agreements that can:
coordinate and broker public and
private sector resources on behalf of
minority individuals and firms; offer
them a full range of management and
technical assistance; and serve as a
conduit through which and from which
information and assistance to and about
minority businesses are funneled.

B. Eligible Applicants

Awards shall be open to all
individuals, non-profit organizations,
for-profit firms, local and state
governments, American Indian tribes
and educational institutions.

C. Evaluation Process

All proposals received as a result of
this announcement will be evaluated by
a MBDA review panel.

D. Evaluation Criteria for Business
Development Center Application

The evaluation criteria is designed to
facilitate an objective evaluation of
competitive applications for the
Business Development Center program.

MBDA reserves the right to reject any
or all applications, including the
application receiving the highest
evaluation, and will exercise this right
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when it is determined that it is in the
best interest of the Government to do so
(e.g., the apparent successful applicant
has serious unresolved audit issues from
current or previous grants, contracts or
cooperative agreements with an agency
of the Federal Government).

Evaluation of proposals will employ
the following criteria:

L. Capability end Experience of Firm/
Staff—Provide information that
demonstrates the organization's
capabilities and prior experiences in
addressing the needs of minority
business individuals and firms. Provide
information that demonstrates the staff's
capabilities and prior experiences in

* providing management and technical
assistance to minority individuals and
firms. Indicate previous experience in
MBE community to be served in terms
of: inventorying resources and
opportunities; the brokering thereof; and
providing management and technical
assistance.

The following are key factors to be
considered in this section:

Firm

—The organization's receptivity in the
MBE community to be served, i.e.,
business contacts in the public and
private sector; leadership
responsibilities; and experience in
assisting MBE business persons and
firms. (References from clients assisted
are pertinent,)

—Background credentials and
references for the ownefs of the
organization and a capability statement
of what the organization can do,

—Knowledge of the geographic area
to be served in terms of the needs of
minority businesses and past-ongoing
relationships with local public and
private entities—that can possibly
enhance the BDC program effort—i.e.,
Chambers of Commerce, trade
associations, venture capital
organizations, banks, SBA, HUD, state,

city and county government agencies,
ete.

Staff

—List personnel to be used. Indicate
their salaries, educational level and
previous experiences. Provide resumes
for all professional staff personnel,

—Demonstrate competence among
staff to effectuate mergérs, acquisitions,
spin-offs and joint-ventures.

—Provide organization chart, job

descriptions and qualification standards
involving all professional staff persons
(o be utilized on the project.
_ —If any contractors are to be utilized,
identify and indicate areas and level of
experience. Primary consideration will
be given to inhouse capability.

Note.—All contracting proposed should be
in accordance with procurement standards in
Attachment O of OMB Circulars A-110 or A-
102. )

1. Techniques and Methodology.—
Specify plans for achieving the goals
and objectives of the project. This
section should be developed by using
the outline of the Work Requirements

“and the BDC responsibilities as guides
and will become part of the award
document. Include start-up plan and
example of work plan format. Fully
explain the procedures for: Outreach,
screening, assisting and monitoring
clients; developing and maintaining the
profile inventory of minority business;
and brokering of new business
ownership, market and capital
opportunities. In summary, address how,
when and where work will be done and
by whom. Include level of performance,

IIl. Resources.—Address technical
and administrative resources, i.e.
computer facilities, voluntary staff time
and space; and financial resources in
terms of meeting MBDA's 10% cost
sharing requirement to include a fee for
services for assistance provided clients.
The fee for services will be 10% for firms
with gross sales of $500,000 or less and
25% for firms with gross sales of over
$500,000.

Cost sharing is that portion of project
costs not borne by the Federal
Government. The composition and
amount of cost sharing are key factors
that will be considered in determining
the merit of this section. The cost
sharing requirement can be met through
the following order of priority: 1. Cash
contributions; 2. fee for services; and 3.
in-kind contributions.

A, Cash contribution.—Means cash
that is contributed or donated by the
receipient, by other non-federal, public
agencies and institutions, private
organizations, corporations and
individuals.

B. Fee for services—Ars charges to
the client for assistance provided by
BDC.

C. In-Kind contribution.—Represent
the value of non-cash contributions
provided by the recipient and non-
federal parties. The order of priority for
in-kind contributions are: high
technology systems to be utilized to
achieve program objectives; top level
staff personnel and real and personal
property donated by other public
agencies, institutions and private
organizations. Property purchased with
Federal funds will not be considered as
the recipient's in-kind contribution.

IV. Costs.—Demonstrate in narrative
format that costs being proposed will
give the minority business client and the
government the most effective program

possible in terms of quality, quantity,
timeliness and efficiency.

Include the principal costs involved
for achieving work plan under
Cooperative Agreement by completing
Part Ill—the Budget Information Section
of the Request for Application.

Provide cost sharing plan information
in terms of methodology and format for
billing the cost of managment and
technical assistance to clients.

Total project costs will be.evaluated
in terms of:

—Clear explanations of all
expenditures proposed, and

—The extent to which the applicant
can leverage federal program funds and
operate with economy and efficiency.

In conclusion, the applicant's schedule
for start of BDC operation should be
included in Part Two. Part Two will be
known as the applicant’s plan of
operation and will be incorporated into
the Cooperative Agreement award.

A detailed justification for all
proposed costs is required for Part Four
and each item must be fully explained.

The failure to supply information in
any given category of the criteria will
result in the application being
considered nonresponsive and
consequently, dropped from
competition.

All information submitted is subject to
verification by MBDA.

E. Disposition of Proposals

Notification of awards will be made
by the Grants Officer. Organizations
whose proposals are unsuccessful will
be advised by the Regional Director.

F. Proposal Instructions and Forms

Questions concerning the preceding
information, copies of application forms,
and applicable regulations can be
obtained at the above address.

Nothing in this solicitation shall be
construed as committing MBDA to
divide available funds among all
qualified applicants. The program is
subject to OMB Circular A-95
requirements.

G. A Pre-Application conference to
assist all interested applicants will be
held at the above address on February
12, 1982, at 1:00 p.m.04
{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
11.800 Minority Business Development)

Dated: January 18, 1982,

Charles F. McMillan,
Regional Director.

{FR Doc. 82-1981 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-21-M
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Financial Assistance Application
Announcement; Nashville/Davidson
County, Tenn.; SMSA

AGENCY: Minority Business
Development Agency, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Minority Business
Development Agency (MBDA)
announces that it is soliciting
applications for a cooperative
agreement under its Business
Development Center (BDC) program to
operate a pilot project for a 12-month
period beginning May 1, 1982 in the
Nashville/Davidson County, Tennessee
SMSA. The cost of the project is
estimated to be $170,000. The maximum
federal participation amount is $153,000.
The minimum amount required for non-
federal participation is $17,000. The
project number is 04-10-82007-01.

Applicants shall be required to
contribute at least 10% the total program
costs through non-federal funds. Cost
sharing contributions can be in the form
of cash contributions, fee for services or
in-kind contributions.

CLOSING DATE: February 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Atlanta Regional Office,
Minority Business Development Agency,
1371 Peachtree Street, NE., Suite 505,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Charles F. McMillan, Regional
Director, (404) 881-4091.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Scope and Purpose of This
Announcement

Executive Order 11625 authorizes
MBDA to fund projects which will
provide technical and management
assistance to eligible clients in areas
related to the establishment and
operation of businesses. The BDC
program is specifically designed to
assist those minority businesses that
have the highest potential for success. In
order to accomplish this, MBDA offers
Cooperative Agreements that can:
coordinate and broker public and
private sector resources on behalf of
minority individuals and firms; offer
them a full range of management and
technical assistance; and serve as a
conduit—through which and from which
information and assistance to and about
minority businesses are funneled.

B. Eligible Applicants

Awards shall be open to all
individuals, non-profit organizations,
for-profit firms, local and state
governments, American Indian tribes
and educational institutions.

C. Evaluation Process

All proposals received as a result of
this announcement will be evaluated by
an MBDA review panel.

D. Evaluation Criteria for Business
Development Center Application

The evaluation criteria is designed to
facilitate an objective evaluation of
competitive applications for the
Business Development Center program.

MBDA reserves the right to reiect any
or all applications, including the
application receiving the highest
evaluation, and will exercise this right
when it is determined that it is in the
best interest of the Government to do so
(e.g., the apparent successful applicant
has serious unresolved audit issues from
current or previous grants, contracts or
cooperative agreements with an agency
of the Federal Government).

Evaluation of proposals will employ
the following criteria:

1. Capability and Experience of Firm/
Staff.—Provide information that
demonstrates the organization's
capabilities and prior experiences in
addressing the needs of minority
business individuals and firms. Provide
information that demonstrates the staff's
capabilities and prior experiences in
providing management and technical
assistance to minority individuals and
firms. Indicate previous experience in
MBE community to be served in terms
of: inventorying resources and
opportunities; the brokering thereof; and
providing management and technical
assistance.

The following are key factors to be
considered in this section:

Firm

—The organization’s receptivity in the
MBE community to be served, i.e.,
business contacts in the public and
private sector; leadership
responsibilities; and experience in
assisting MBE business persons and
firms. (References from clients assisted
are pertinent.)

—Background credentials and
references for the owners of the
organization and a capability statement
of what the organization can do.

—Knowledge of the geographic area
to be served in terms of the needs of
minority businesses and past ongoing
relationships with local public and
private entities—that can possibly

-enhance the BDC program effort—i.e.,

Chambers of Commerce, trade
associations, venture capital
organization, banks, SBA, HUD, state,
city and county government agencies,
etc,

Staff

—List personnel to be used. Indicate
their salaries, educational level and
previous experiences. Provide resumes
for all professional staff personnel.

—Demonstrate competence among
staff to effectuate mergers, acquisitions,
spin-offs and joint-ventures.

—Provide organization chart, job
descriptions and qualification standards
involving all professional staff persons
to be utilized on the project.

—If any contractors are to be utilized,
identify and indicate areas and level of
experience. Primary consideration will
be given to inhouse capability.

Note.—All coniracting proposed should be
in accordance with procurement standards in
Attachment O of OMB Circulars A-110 or A-
102.

II. Techniques and Methodology.—
Specify plans for achieving the goals
and objectives of the project. This
section should be developed by using
the outline of the Work Requirements
and the BDC responsibilities as guides
and will become part of the award
document. Include start-up plan and
example of work plan format. Fully
explain the procedures for: outreach,
screening, assisting and monitoring
clients; developing and maintaining the
profile inventory of minority business;
and brokering of new business
ownership, market and capital
opportunities. In summary, address how,
when and where work will be done and
by whom. Include level of performance.

111. Resources.—Address technical
and administrative resources, i.e.,
computer facilities, voluntary staff time
and space; and financial resources in
terms of meeting MBDA's 10% cost
sharing requirement to include a fee for
services for assistance provided clients.
The fee for services will be 10% for firms
with gross sales of $500,000 or less and
25% for firms with gross sales of over
$500,000.

Cost sharing is that portion of project
costs not borne by the Federal
Government. The composition and
amount of cost sharing are key factors
that will considered in deterniining the
merit of this section. The cost sharing
requirement can be met through the
following order of priority: 1. Cash
contributions; 2. fee for services; and
3. in-kind contributions.

A. Cash contribution.~Means cash
that is contributed or donated by the
recipient, by other non-federal, public
agencies and institutions, private
organizations, corporations and
individuals.
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B. Fee for services.—Are charges to
the client for assistance provided by
BDC.

C. In-Kind contribution.—Represent
the value of non-cash contributions
provided by the recipient and non-
federal parties. The order of priority for
in-kind contributions are: high
technology systems to be utilized to
achieve program objectives; top level
staff personnel and real and personal
property donated by other public
agencies, institutions and private
organizations, Property purchased with
Federal funds will not be considered as
the recipient’s in-kind contribution.

1V, Cost.—Demonstrate in narrative
format that costs being proposed will
give the minority business client and the
government the most effective program
possible in terms of quality, quantity,
timeliness and efficiency.

Include the principal costs involved
for achieving work plan under
Cooperative Agreement by completing
Part IlI—the Budget Information Section
of the Request for Application,

Provide cost sharing plan information
in terms of methodology and format for
billing the cost of management and
technical assistance to clients.

Total project costs will be evaluated
in terms of:

—Clear explanations of all
expenditures proposed, and

—The extent to which the applicant
can leverage federal program funds and
operate with economy and efficiency.

In conclusion, the applicant's schedule
for start of BDC operation should be
included in Part Two. Part Two will be
known as the applicant's plan of
operation and will be incorporated into
the Cooperative Agreement award,

A detailed justification of all proposed
costs is required for Part Four and each
item must be fully explained.

The failure to supply information in
any given category of the criteria will
result in the application being
considered nonresponsive and
consequently, dropped from
competition.

All information submitted is subject to
verification by MBDA.

E. Disposition of Proposals
Notification of awards will be made
by the Grants Officer. Organizations

whose proposals are unsuccessful will
be advised by the Regional Director.

F. Proposal Instructions and Forms

Questions concerning the preceding
information, copies of application forms,
and applicable regulations can be
obtained at the above address.

Nothing in this solicitation shall be
construed as committing MBDA to

divide available funds among all
qualified applicants. The program is
subject to OMB Circular A-95
requirements.

G. A Pre-Application conference to
assist all interested applicants will be
held at the above address on February
12, 1982, at 1:00 PM.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

11.800 Minority Business Development)
Dated: January 18, 1982.

Charles F. McMillan,

Regional Director.

|FR Doc. 82-1962 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3510-21-M

National Bureau of Standards

Advisory Committee for International
Legal Metrology; Open Meeting

The Advisory Committee for
International Legal Metrology will meet
from 9:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday,
February 16, 1982, and from 9:00 a.m. to
12:00 noon on Wednesday, February 17,
1982. The meeting will be held in Lecture
Room A, Administration Building,
National Bureau of Standards,
Gaithersburg, Maryland,

The Committee, initially established
in March 1974 (39 FR 6136), advises the
Department, through the Director,
National Bureau of Standards (NBS), on
technical and policy matters relating to
NBS' assigned general responsibilities
for the development of U.S. positions on
technical issues arising in the
International Organization of Legal
Metrology (OIML). The Committee
consists of approximately 40 members
selected to ensure balanced
representation among government,
professional metrologists, national |
standards bodies, industry and trade
associations, and consumers,

The purpose of the February meeting
of the Committee is to establish U.S.
positions for the 18th Meeting of the
International Committee of Legal
Metrology (CIML) to be held March 24-
26, 1982, in Paris, France. The agenda
includes the following items:

1. Update of OIML activities since last
meeting of the Committee:

(a) Report on results of the 1980
International Conference of Legal Metrology.

(b) Highlights of OIML Technical Program.

(c) Report on Joint BIPM, 1SO, IEC, OIML
International Measurement Vocabulary.

2, 18th CIML agenda and issues:

(a) Changes to "Working'Methods of
Secretariats".

(b) Creation of new secretariats.

(c) Examination of the status of certain
secrelariats.

(d) Use of work from other organizations.

{e) Establishment of OIML certification
system.

3. U.S. priorities in OIML for 1982-83.
4, Guidelines for U.S. delegations to OIML
meetings.

The meeting will be open to public
observation, and a period will be set
aside for oral comments or questions by
the public which do not exceed ten
minutes each. More extensive questions
or comments should be submitted in
writing before February 9, 1982. Other
public statements regarding committee
affairs may be submitted at any time
before or after the meeting.
Approximately 20 seats will be
available for the public on a first-come,
first-served basis.

Copies of the minutes will be
available on request 30 days after the
meeting,

Inquiries may be addressed to the
Committee Control Officer, Mr: David E.
Edgerly, Office of Domestic and
International Measurement Standards,
National Bureau of Standards,
Washington, D.C. 20234, telephone: 301-
921-3307.

Dated: January 21, 1982,

Emest Ambler,
Director, National Bureau of Standards.

|FR Doc. B2-1985 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-13-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Announcing an Increase in the Import
Restraint Level for Certain Cotton
Textile Products From Pakistan

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements,

ACTION: Increasing by 50,000 dozen the
level of restraint for women's, girls' and
infants' cotton shirts, other than T and
sweatshirts, in Category 339pt. (only
T.S.U.S.A. numbers 382.0669 and
382.0671), produced or manufactured in
Pakistan and exported during the
eighteen-month period which began on
January 1, 1981. The adjusted level will
be 374,270 dozen.

(A detailed description of the textile
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A.
numbers was published in the Federal
Register on February 28, 1980 (45 FR
13172), as amended on April 23, 1980 (45
FR 27463), August 12, 1980 (45 FR 53508),
December 24, 1980 (45 FR 85142), May 5,
1981 (46 FR 25121), October 5, 1981 (46
FR 48963), and October 27, 1981 (46 FR
52409).)

SUMMARY: The Governments of the
United States and Pakistan have agreed
to amend the Bilateral Cotton Textile
Agreement of January 4 and 9, 1978, as
amended, to increase the level of
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restraint for cotton textile products in
Category 339pt. (only T.S.U.S.A.
numbers 382.0669 and 382.0671) during
the agreement period which began on
January 1, 1981 and extends through
June 30, 1982.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 20, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Gordana Slijepcevic, International
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20230 (202/377-2184).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 24, 1980, there was published
in the Federal Register (45 FR 85140) a
letter dated December 19, 1980 from the
Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
to the Commissioner of Customs, which
established levels of restraint for certain
specified categories of cotton textile
products, including Category 339 and its
subceiling, produced or manufactured in
Pakistan and exported to the United
States during the eighteen-month period
which began on January 1, 1981 and
extends through June 30, 1982. In the
letter published below the Chairman of
the Committee for the iImplementation of
Textile Agreements, pursuant to an
amendment to the bilateral agreement,
directs the Commissioner of Customs to
increase the level for Category 339pt.
(only T.S.U.S.A. numbers 382.0699 and
382.0671) to 374,270 dozen.

Paul T. O'Day,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreemenls.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive
further ameands, but does not cancel, the
directive issued to you on December 18, 1980
by the Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements, -
concerning imports in the United States of
certain cotton textile produets, produced or
manufactured in Pakistan.

Under the terms of the Arrangement
Regarding International Trade in Textiles
done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, as
extended on December 15, 1977 and
December 22, 1981; pursuant to the Bilateral
Cotton Textile Agreement of January 4 and 9,
1978, as amended, between the Governments
of the United States and Pakistan, and in
accordance with the provisions of Executive
Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended by
Executive Order 11851 of January 6, 1977, you
are directed to prohibit, effective on January
20. 1982, and for the eighteen-month period
beginning on January 1, 1981 and extending
through June 30, 1982, entry into the United

States for consumption and withdrawal from
warehouse for consumption of cotton textile
products in Category 339pt.", produced or
manufactured in Pakistan, in excess of
374.270 dozen.*

The action taken with respect to the
Government of Pakistan and with respect to
imports of cotton textile products from
Pakistan has been determined by the
Commitlee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements to involve foreign affairs
functions of the United States. Therefore, the
directions to the Commissioner of Customs,
which are necessary for the implementation
of such actions, fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rule-making provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the
Federal Register.

Sincerely,
Paul T. O'Day.
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

|FR Doc. 82-1683 Piled 1-26-82; 545 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Adjusting Import Restraint Levels for
Certain Cotton and Man-Made Fiber
Apparel Products From the Dominican
Republic

. January 22, 19682.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

' acTion: Reducing the levels of restraint

established for men’s and boy's woven
cotton shirts in Category 340 from
139,678 dozen to 130,968 dozen and man-
made fiber brassieres in Category 649
from 1,500,000 dozen to 1,453,501 dozen
to account for carryforward used during
the twelve-month period which began
on June 1, 1980 and extended through
May 31, 1981. These adjustments apply
to Categories 340 and 649, produced or
manufactured in the Dominican
Republic and exported during the
current agreement year which began.on
June 1, 1981.

(A detailed description of the textile
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A.
numbers was published in the Federal
Register on February 28, 1980 (45 FR
13172), as amended on April 23, 1980 (45
FR 27483), August 12, 1980 (45 FR 535062
December 24, 1980 (45 FR 85142), May 5,
1981 (46 FR 25121), October 5, 1981 (46
FR 48963) and October 27, 1981 (46 FR
52409)).

summARY: The Bilateral Cotton, Wool
and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement
of August 7 and 8, 1979, as amended,
between the Governments of the United
States and the Dominican Republic

' In Category 339, only T.S.U.S.A. numbers
383.2730 and 383.2731. &

*The leve! of restraint has not been adjusted to
account for any imports after December 31, 1981,

provides, among other things, for the
borrowing of yardage from the following
agreement year (carryforward) with the
amount used being deducted from the
level in the following year. In
accordance with the terms of the
bilateral agreement, the import restraint
levels established for Categories 340 and
649 are being adjusted for carryforward
used during the previous agreement
year.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 27, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Carl Ruths, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20230 (202/377-5423).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
26, 1981, there was published in the
Federal Register (46 FR 28206) a letter
dated May 20, 1981 from the Chairman
of the Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements to the
Commissioner of Customs which
established import restraint levels for
certain specified categories of cotton
and man-made fiber textile products,
including Categories 340 and 649,
produced or manufactured in the
Dominican Republic and exported to the
United States during the twelve-month
period which began on June 1, 1981 and
extends through May 31, 1982. In
accordance with the terms of the
agreement, the Chairman of the
Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements, in the letter
published below, directs the
Commissioner of Customs to prohibit
entry into the United States for
consumption and withdrawal from
warehouse for consumption of textile
products in Categories 340 and 649 in
excess of the adjusted levels of
restraint.

Paul T. O'Day,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

January 22, 1982,

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Commissioner: On May 20, 1981,
the Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements,
directed you to prohibit entry for
consumption or withdrawal from warehouse
for consumption, during the twelve-month
period which began on june 1, 1981 and
extends through May 31, 1982 of cotton and
man-made fiber textile products in certain
specified catetories, produced or
manufactured in the Dominican Republic, in
excess of designated levels of restraint. The
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Chairman further advised you the levels of
restraint are subject to adjustment.'

Effective on January 22, 1982, the levels of
restraint established for Categories 340 and
649 in the directive of May 20, 1981 are
adjusted to the following:

Category and Adjusted Twelve-Month Level
of Restraint *

340—130,968 dozen
649—1,453,501 dozen

The actions taken with respect to the
Government of the Dominican Republic and
with respect to imports of cotton and man-
made fiber textile products from the
Dominican Republic have been determined
by the Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs
functions of the United States. Therefore, the
directions to the Commissioner of Customs,
which are necessary for the implementation
of such actions, fall within the foreign affairs
exceplion to the rule-making provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the
Federal Register.

Sincerely,

Paul T. O'Day,
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc, 82-2074 Filed 1- 26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Army Science Board; Cancellation of
Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463) and AR 15-1, Committee
Management, notice of cancellation of a
meeting of the Army Science Board on
january 28 and 29, 1982 (47 FR 843,
January 7, 1982) is hereby given.

Due to extenuating circumstances the
meeting of the Army Science Board
Summer Study Group on Science and
Engineering Personnel was called off
and is being rescheduled.

Helen M. Bowen,
Administrative Officer.
January 21, 1982.

IFR Dog. 8242054 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

'The term “adjustment” refers to those provisions
of the Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Agreement of August 7 and 8, 1979, as
amended, between the Governmenis of the United
States and the Dominican Republic, which provide,
in part, that: (1) specific limits may be exceeded by
designated percentages to account for swing with
comparable amounts being deducted from other
specific limits: (2) specific limits may also be
increased for carryover and carryforward up to 11
percent of applicable calegory limits; and (3)

dministrative arrang ts or adjust
made to resolve minor problems arising in the
implementation of the agreement.

*The levels of restraint have not been adjusted to
dccount for any imports after May 31, 1981.

ts may be

Army Science Board; Closed Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

Name of the Commiltee; Army Science Board
(ASB)

Dates of Meeting: February 16, 1982 and
February 17, 1982

Times: 08301700 hours (Closed)—February
16, 1982; 0830-1500 hours (Closed)—
February 17, 1982

Place: Pentagon Room 3A486, Washington,
DC

Proposed Agenda: The Army Science Board
Group conducting a Summer Study on
Science and Engineering Personnel will
meet to present and receive briefings and
hold discussions. This meeting will be
closed to the public in accordance with
section 552b{c) of Title 5, U.S.C.,
specifically subparagraph (1) thereof, and
Title 5, U.S.C. App. 1, subsection 10(d). The
classified and non-classified matters to be
discussed are so inextricably interwined so
as to preclude opening any portion of the
meeting. The ASB Administrative Officer,
Helen M. Bowen, may be contacted for
further information at (202) 697-9703 or
695-3039.

Helen M. Bowen,
Administrative Officer.

|FR Doc. 82-2055 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Direct Grant Programs; Application
Notices for Fiscal Year 1982;
Correction

AGENCY: Department of Education.

ACTION: Amendments to application
notices for direct grant programs for
fiscal year 1982.

The Secretary of Education makes
changes in certain application notices
previously announced for fiscal year
1982.

On October 28, 1981 a notice
containing application announcements
for certain direct grant programs was
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
53278-53317). For various reasons,
changes are made to the following
notices.

(1) 84.060—Indian Education Grants
to Local Educational Agencies and
Tribal Schools—Closing date: December
4, 1981 ;

The closing date for transmittal of
applications for new and noncompeting
continuation projects under the Indian
Education Program entitlement grants to
local educational agencies and tribal
schools is extended to February 12, 1982,

(2) 84.003A—Bilingual Education
Act—Desegregation Support Program—
Closing date: January 15, 1982

Although the original application
notice correctly listed $768,000 as the
total amount of money available for new
awards, the amount of money listed as
available for the two types of projects
supported under this program were
incorrect and are corrected as follows:

The amount of money available for
bilingual-bicultural curriculum
development projects (34 CFR 520.10(a))
is $200,000,

The amount of money available for
implementation of instructional
programs of bilingual-bicultural
education (34 CFR 520.10(b)) is $568,000.

(3) 84.101—Programs for Indian Tribes
and Indian Organizations—New
Prajects—Closing date: January 11, 1982

The competition for this program is
cancelled for fiscal year 1982 due to
funding limitations.

T. H. Bell,

Secretary of Education.
January 20, 1982.

|FR Doc. 82-2031 Filed 1-26-82; 845 um)
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Office of Postsecondary Education

Special Needs Program; Application
Notice for New Projects for Fiscal Year
1982

Applications are invited for new
projects under the Special Needs
Program.

Authority for this program is
contained in sections 321-324 and 341-
347 of Title III of the Higher Education
Act of 1965 as amended.

(20 U.S.C. 1060-1063, and 1066-1069¢)

The Special Needs Program assists
eligible institutions of higher education
to become self-sufficient by providing
funds to improve their academic quality
and strengthen their planning,
management, and fiscal capabilities. To
this end, the Secretary awards planning
grants and non-renewable development
grants to eligible two and four year,
public and private institutions of higher
education. The purpose of the planning
grants is to assist institutions to develop
their long-range plans. The purpose of
the development grants is to assist
institutions to implement portions of
their long-range plans, thereby becoming
self-sufficient.

Closing Date for Transmittal of
Applications: An application for a
planning or development grant must be
mailed or hand delivered by April 2,
1982,

Applications Delivered by Mail: An
application sent by mail must be
addressed to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
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Attention: 84.031B, Washington, D.C.
20202-3561.

An applicant must show proof of
mailing consisting of one of the
following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier,

(4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of
Education. .

If an application is sent through the
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does
not accept either of the following as
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not
dated by the U.S. Postal Service.

An applicant should note that the U.S,
Postal Service does not uniformly
provide a dated postmark. Before relying
on this method, an applicant should
check with its local post office.

An applicant is encouraged to use
registered or at least first class mail,
Each late applicant will be notified that
its application will not be considered.

Applications Delivered by Hand: An
application that is hand delivered must
be taken to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3,
7th and D Streets, SW., Washington,
D.C.

The Application Control Center will
accept a hand-delivered application
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.
(Washington, D.C. time) daily, except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
holidays.

Program Information

General. In general, the Secretary will
_ accept an application for a planning
grant or a development grant from any
institution designated eligible for the
Special Needs Program in Fiscal Year
1982,

Planning Grants

1. The Secretary will not accept an
application for a planning grant from
institutions applying as a cooperative
arrangement unless the purpose of the
grant is to develop a separate long-range
plan for each participating institution.

2. Approval of a planning grant does
not commit the Secretary to fund a
subsequent application for a
development grant.

Requests for Designation as an
Eligible Institution: Potential applicants
must submit a request for designation as
an eligible institution by the established
date published separately in the Federal
Register. Those institutions that do not

submit a request by the established date
or are not designated by the Secretary
as eligible to apply for a grant in FY
1982 will not be considered for funding.

Available Funding: The Third
Continuing Resolution, which expires on
March 31, 1982, authorizes $57,600,000 to
be made available for the Special Needs
Program for Fiscal Year 1982. Although
processing of applications will proceed
on this basis, it should be noted that
these estimates do not bind the
Department of Education. Final
resolution of spending limits for FY 1982
may result in a change of available
funds.

The Secretary intends to award not
less than $27,035,000 of the amount
available to institutions with special
needs that have historically served
substantial numbers of black students.
Further, the Secretary intends to award
not less than 30 percent of the amount
available to junior or community
colleges with special needs.
Approximately $384,000 will be used to
fund planning grants.

Planning grants will range between
$10,000 and $25,000 while development
grants will range between $100,000 and
$800,000 per year. These estimates,
however, do not bind the Secretary as to
the minimum amount of any grant.

Application Forms: Application forms
and program information packages are
expected to be ready for mailing by
January 26, 1982. They may be obtained
by writing to the Institutional Aid
Programs, U.S. Department of Education,
L'Enfant Plaza Station, Post Office Box
23868, Washington, D.C. 20024.

Applications must be prepared and
submitted in accordance with the
regulations, instructions, and forms
included in the program information
package. The Secretary strongly urges
that (1) the individual parts of the
application not exceed the page
limitations identified in the application
materials, and (2) applicants not submit
information that is not requested.

Applicable Regulations: Regulations
applicable to the program include the
following:

(a) The regulations in 34 CFR Part 624;

(cll)) The regulations in 34 CFR Part 626;
an

(c) The Education Department
General Administrative Regulations
(EDGAR) in 34 CFR Part 75 (Direct
Grant Programs) and 34 CFR Part 77
(Definitions), except that 34 CFR
75.128(a)(2) and 34 CFR 75.129(a) do not
apply to cooperative arrangements,
These parts were previously codified as
45 CFR Part 100a and 45 CFR Part 100c
respectively.

Parts 624 and 626 of Title 34 of the
Code of Federal Regulations were

published in the Federal Register of
January 5, 1982, 47 FR 540-557.

Further Information: For further
information contact Dr. Claude A.
Mayberry, Director, Division of
Institutional Development, U.S.
Department of Education (Room 3919,
Regional Office Building 3), 400
Maryland Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202-3311. Telephone: (202) 245~
9691.

{20 U.S.C. 1060-1063 and 1086-1069c)
Dated: January 21, 1982,
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
84.031B—Special Needs Program)
T. H. Bell,
Secretary of Education.
[FR Doc. 82-2077 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Strengthening Program; Application
Notice for New Projects for Fiscal Year
1982

Applications are invited for new
projects under the Strengthening
Program.

Authority for this program is
contained in sections 311-313 and 341-
347 of Title III of the Higher Education
Act of 1965 as amended.

(20 U.S.C. 1057-1059, and 1066-1069¢c)

The Strengthening Program assists
eligible institutions of higher education
to become self-sufficient by providing
funds to improve their academic quality
and strengthen their planning,
management, and fiscal capabilities. To
this end, the Secretary awards planning
grants and renewable and non-
renewable development grants to
eligible two and four year, public and
private institutions of higher education.
The purpose of the planning grants is to
assist institutions to develop an
institutional long-range plan or an
application for a development grant. The
purpose of the development grants is to
agsist institutions to implement portions
of their long-range plans to enable them
to move toward or achieve self-
sufficiency.

Closing Date for Transmittal of
Applications: An application for a
planning or development grant must be
mailed or hand delivered by March 30,
1982,

Applications Delivered by Mail: An
application sent by mail must be
addressed to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center.
Attention: 84.031A, Washington, D.C.
20202-3561.

An applicant must show proof of
mailing consisting of one of the
following:
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(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

(2) Alegible mail receipt with the
date of mailing stamped by the U.S.
Postal Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of
Education.

If an application is sent through the
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does
not accept either of the following as
proof of mailing: (1) a private metered
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not
dated by the U.S. Postal Service.

An applicant should note that the U.S.
Postal Service does not uniformly
provide a dated postmark. Before relying
on this method, an applicant should
check with its local post office.

An applicant is encouraged to use
registered or at least first class mail.
Each late applicant will be notified that
its application will not be considered.

Applications Delivered by Hand: An
application that is hand delivered must
be taken to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center;
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3,
7th and D Streets, SW., Washington,
D.C.

The Application Control Center will
accept a’hand-delivered application
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.
(Washington, D.C. time) daily, except
Saturdays, Sundays; and Federal
holidays.

An application that is hand delivered
will not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on
the closing date.

Program Information:

General. In general, the Secretary will
accept an application for a planning
grant or a development grant from any
institution designated eligible for the
Strengthening Program,

Planning grants.

1. The Secretary will not accept an
application for a planning grant solely to
develop an application for a
development grant unless the applicant
submits, as part of its application, its
long-range plan containing all the
elements required in § 624.22 of the
Institutional Aid Programs General
Provision Regulation (34 CFR 624.22)
published in the Federal Register of
January 5, 1982, 47 FR 540, 543-544.

2. The Secretary will not accept an
‘application for a planning grant to
develop a long-range plan from
institutions applying as a cooperative
arrangement unless the purpose of the
8rant is to develop a separate long-range
plan for each participating institution.

3. Approval of a planning grant does
not commit the Secretary to fund a

subsequent application for a
development grant.

Development grants.

An institution may not apply for both
a renewable and a non-renewable
development grant under this program
either individually or as part of a
cooperative arrangement.

Regquests for Designation as an
Eligible Institution: Potential applicants
must submit a request for designation as
an eligible institution by the established
date published separately in the Federal
Register. Those institutions that do not
submit a request by the established date
or are not designated by the Secretary
as eligible to apply for a grant in FY
1982 will not be considered for funding.

Available Funding: The Third
Continuing Resolution, which expires on
March 31, 1982, authorizes $57,600,000 to
be made available for the Strengthening
Program for Fiscal Year 1982. Although
processing of applications will proceed
on this basis, it should be noted that
these estimates do not bind the
Department of Education. Final
resolution of spending limits for FY 1982
may result in a change of available
funds. The Secretary intends to award
not less than 24 percent of the amount
available to eligible junior or community
colleges.

Planning grants will range between
$10,000 and $25,000, renewable
development grants will range between
$50,000 and $200,000 per year, and non-
renewable development grants will
range between $100,000 and $800,000 per
year. These estimates, however, do not
bind the Secretary to the minimum
amount of any grant,

Seventy-five percent of the amount
available will be set-aside to fund non-
renewable development grants.
Approximately $384,000 will be used to
fund planning grants.

Application Forms: Application forms
and program information packages are
expected to be ready for mailing by
January 286, 1982. They may be obtained
by writing to the Institutional Aid
Programs, U.S. Department of Education,
L’Enfant Plaza Station, Post Office Box
23868, Washington, D.C. 20024.

Applications must be prepared and
submitted in accordance with the
regulations, instructions, and forms
included in the program information
package. The Secretary strongly urges
that (1) the individual parts of the
application not exceed the page
limitations identified in the application
materials, and (2) applicants not submit
information that is not requested.

Applicable Regulations: Regulations
applicable to the program include the
following:

(a) The regulations in 34 CFR Part 624;

(b) The regulations in 34 CFR Part 625;
and

(c) the Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR Part 75 (Direct Grant Programs)
and 34 CFR 77 (Definitions), except that
34 CFR 75.128(a)(2) and 34 CFR 75.129(a)
do not apply to cooperative
arrangements. These parts were
previously codified as 45 CFR Part 100a
and 45 CFR Part 100¢ respectively.

Parts 624 and 625 of Title 34 of the
Code of Federal Regulations were
published in the Federal Register of
January 5, 1982, 47 FR 540-557.

Further Information: For further
information contact Dr. Claude A.
Mayberry, Director, Division of
Institutional Development, U.S.
Department of Education (Room 3919,
Regional Office Building 3), 400
Maryland Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202-3311. Telephone: (202) 245-
9691. 2

(20 U.S.C. 1057-1059, and 1066-1069¢)
Dated: January 21, 1982.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
84.031A—Strengthening Program)

T. H. Bell,

Secretary of Education.

[FR Doc. 82-2078 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Challenge Grant Program; Application
Notice for New Projects for Fiscal Year
1982

Applications are invited for new
projects under the Challenge Grant
Program.

Authority for this program is
contained in sections 331-332 and 341-
347 of Title I1I of the Higher Education
Act of 1965 as amended.

(20 U.S.C. 1064-1069c)

The Challenge Grant Program assists
eligible institutions of higher education
to seek alternative sources of funding to
become self-sufficient, To this end, the
Secretary awards grants to eligible
institutions of higher education
including, two-year and four-year, public
and private institutions, graduate
institutions, and institutions providing
medical education programs,

Closing Date for Transmittal of
Applications: An application for a grant
must be mailed or hand delivered by
April 5, 1982.

Applications Delivered by Mail: An
application sent by mail must be
addressed to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Attention: 84.031C, Washington, D.C.
20202-3561.
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An applicant must show proof of
mailing consisting of one of the
following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.,

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(4) Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of
Education.

If an application is sent through the
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does
not accept either of the following as
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not
dated by the U.S. Postal Service.

An applicant should note that the U.S.
Postal Service does not uniformly
provide a dated postmark. Before relying
on this method, an applicant should
check with its local post office.

An applicant is encouraged to use
registered or at least first class mail.
Each late applicant will be notified that
its application will not be considered.

Applications Delivered by Hand: An
application that is hand delivered must
be taken to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3,
7th and D Streets, SW., Washington,
D.C.

The Application Control Center will
accept a hand-delivered application
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m,
(Washington, D.C. time) daily, except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
holidays.

An application that is hand delivered
will not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on
the closing date.

Program Information: Applications for
new grants will be accepted from all
institutions designated as eligible under
the Institutional Aid Programs in Fiscal
Year 1982, However, in awarding grants
under this part, the Secretary gives
preference to applieations from
institutions that are receiving grants
under the Strengthening Program or the
Special Needs Program.

Requests for Designation as an
Eligible Institution: Potential applicants
must submit a request for designation as
an eligible institution by the established
dated published separately in the
Federal Register. Those institutions that
are not designated by the Secretary as
eligible to apply for a grant in FY 1982
will not be considered for funding.

Available Funding: The Third
Continuing Resolution, which expires on
March 31, 1982, authorizes $9,216,000 to
be made available for the Challenge
Grant Program for Fiscal Year 1982.
Although processing of applications will

proceed on this basis, it should be noted
that these estimates do not bind the
Department of Education. Final
resolution of spending limits for FY 1982
may result in a change of available
funds. Awards will range between
$150,000 and $800,000 per year.

However, these estimates do not bind
the Secretary as to the amount of any
grant,

Application Forms: Application forms
and program information packages are
expected to be ready for mailing by
January 26, 1982. They may be obtained
by writing to the Institutional Aid
Programs, U.S. Department of Education,
L'Enfant Plaza Station, Post Office Box
23868, Washington, D.C. 20024.

Applications must be prepared and
submitted in accordance with the
regulations, instructions, and forms
included in the program information
package. The Secretary strongly urges
that (1) the individual parts of the
application not exceed the page
limitations identified in the application
materials, and (2) applicants not submit
information that is not requested.

Applicable Regulations: Regulations
applicable to the program include the
following:

(a) The regulations in 34 CFR Part 624;

(b) The regulations in 34 CFR Parts
625 and 626;

[((i:] The regulations in 34 CFR Part 627;
an

(d) The Education Department
General Administrative Regulations
(EDGAR) in 34 CFR Part 75 (Direct
Grant Programs) and 34 CFR 77
(Definitions). These parts were
previously codified as 45 CFR Part 100a
and 45 CFR Part 100c respectively.

Parts 624, 625, 626 and 627 of Title 34
of the Code of Federal Regulations were
published in the Federal Register of
January 5, 1982, 47 FR 540-557.

Further Information: For further
information contact Dr. Claude A.
Mayberry, Director, Division of
Institutional Development, U.S.
Department of Education (Room 3918,
Regional Office Building 3}, 400
Maryland Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202-3311. Telephone: (202 245~
9691.

(20 U.S.C. 1064-1069¢)

Dated: January 21, 1982,
{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
84.031C—Challenge Grant Program)
T. H. Bell,
Secretary of Education.
|FR Doc. 82-2079 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M-

Strengthening Program, Special Needs
Program, and Challenge Grant
Program; Transmittal of Requests for
Designation as an Eligible Institution
for Fiscal Year 1982

Institutions of higher education that
wish to apply for a grant under the
Strengthening Program, the Special
Needs Program or the Challenge Grant
Program. collectively known as the
Institutional Aid Programs, are invited
to apply for designation as an “eligible
institution" under one or more of those
programs by submitting a “Request for
Designation as an Eligible Institution™
form. The Institutional Aid Programs are
authorized under section 301-347 of
Title III of the Higher Education Act of
1965, as amended.,

(20 U.S.C. 1051-1069¢)

The Institutional Aid Programs assist
eligible institutions to become self-
sufficient by providing funds to improve
their academic quality and strengthen
their planning, management and fiscal
capabilities.

Institutions of higher education that
wish to apply for a grant for any of the
Institutional Aid Programs must first be
designated as an eligible institution
under that program in accordance with
the applicable regulations.

Closing Date for Transmittal of
Requests: A “Request for Designation as
an Eligible Institution" form must be
mailed or hand-delivered by February
16, 1982,

Requests Delivered by Mail: A
request sent by mail must be addressed
to the Evaluation Section, Division of
Institutional Development, L'Enfant
Plaza, Post Office Box 23868,
Washington, D.C. 20024.

Proof of mailing must consist of one of
the following:

1. A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.

2. A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service.

3. A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commercial carrier.

4. Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of
Education.

If a request is sent through the U.S.
Postal Service, the Secretary does not
accept either of the following as proof of
mailing: (1) a private metered postmark,
or (2) a mail receipt that is not dated by
the U.S. Postal Service.

An applicant should note that the U.S.
Postal Service does not uniformly
provide a dated postmark. Before relying
on this method, an applicant should
check with its local post office.




Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

3825

An applicant is encouraged to use
registered or at least first class mail.
Each late applicant will be notified that
its request will not be considered.

Requests Delivered by Hand: A
request that is hand-delivered must be
taken to the Evaluation Section, Division
of Institutional Development, Room
3045, Regional Office Building 3, 7th and
D Streets, SW., Washington, D.C. Hand
delivered requests must be receipted by
the staff of the Evaluation Section,

The staff of the Evaluation Section
will accept and receipt hand-delivered
requests between 9:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.
(Eastern Time) daily, except Saturdays,
Sundays and Federal holidays.

A request that is hand-delivered will
not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on
February 18, 1982.

Request Forms: Eligibility request
forms are expected to be ready for
mailing by January 26, 1982. They may
be obtained by writing to the Evaluation
Section, Division of Institutional
Development, L'Enfant Plaza, Post
Office Box 23868, Washington, D.C.
20024,

Applicable Regulations: Regulations
applicable to the eligibility process
include §§ 624.2, 624.3 and 624.20 of the
Institutional Aid Programs—General
Provisions Regulations, 34 CFR 624.2,
624.3, and 624.20; §§ 625.2 and 625.3 of
the Strengthening Program Regulations,
34 CFR 625.2 and 625.3; §§ 626.2 and
626.3 of the Special Needs Program
Regulations; 34 CFR 626.2 and 626.3; and
§ 627.2 of the Challenge Grant Program
Regulations, 34 CFR 627.2. These
regulations were published in the
Federal Register of January 5, 1982, 47
FR 540-557.

Program Information: The Secretary
will use award year 1979-80 (July 1,
1979-June 30, 1980) as the base year for
calculating the variables used to
determine an institution's eligibility
under § 625.2(a) (2) and (3) of the
Strengthening Program, § 626.2(a) (2)

and (3) of the Special Needs Program,
and § 627.2(d)(2) of the Challenge Grant
Program. These variables include for the
Strengthening Program (1) the
percentage of full-time equivalent (FTE)
undergraduate students that received
Pell Grants that were enrolled in the
institution and (2) the average Pell Grant
award per recipient. For the Special
Needs Program the variables include (1)
the percentage of FTE undergraduate
students that received Pell Grants,
Supplemental Educational Opportunity
Grants (SEOG), College Work-Study
(CWS) employment, and National Direct
Student Loans (NDSL) that were
enrolled in the institution and (2) the
average amount of such assistance per
recipient. For the Challenge Grant
Program, the base year variable relates
to whether a medical institution had an
enrollment in the base year of al least 35
percent minority and educationally
disadvantaged students.

The base year to be used for
calculating the variables in
§§ 625.2(a)(4) and 626.2(a)(4) will also be

* 1979-80. These variables, for the

Strenthening and Special Needs
Programs, include the educational and
general (E&G) expenditures per FTE
undergraduate student at the institution.
Institutions are to submit E&G
expenditure data for the 12-month
period on which they reported in the
“Higher Education General Information
Survey (HEGIS XV, Financial Statistics
of Institutions of Higher Education for
Fiscal Year Ending 1980."

The Department of Education will use
Pell Grant data currently on file in the
Department in making its
determinations under the financial aid
eligibility criteria in 34 CFR 625.2 and
626.2, The Department will use the
figures as they have been corrected and
updated as of March 2, 1982

Conversion tables which explain how
the Secretary assigns points to

institutions applying for eligibility
designation are published as an
appendix to this Notice.

Under the Challenge Grant Program
Regulations, § 627.2(e), the Secretary is
authorized to waive requirements set
forth in § 624.2(b)(2) of the Institutional
Aid Programs—General Provisions. In
Fiscal Year 1982, the Secretary chooses
not to waive these requirements.

Eligibility forms will be processed and
reviewed by the Evaluation Sectlion in
the order in which they are received.
Institutions that provide only statistical
data under Part I of the request form and
do not complete items 6a and 6b,
thereby indicating that they are not
reconciling Pell Grant data with the
Office of Student Financial Assistance
(OSFA) of the U.S. Department of
Education, will be notified of their
designation status no later than March
1, 1982, Institutions that are requesting a
waiver of certain eligibility requirements
or special designation status under Part
I1 of the request form, or that are
reconciling Pell Grant data with the
OSFA will be notified as soon as
possible.

An institution that does not submil its
eligibility form by February 16, 1982, will
not be eligible to apply for an
Institutional Aid Program grant and will
not be eligible for Institutional Aid
Program assistance in Fiscal Year 1982.

Further Information: For further
information, contact the Evaluation
Section, Division of Institutional
Development, L'Enfant Plaza, Post
Office Box 23868, Washington, D.C.
20024. Telephone: (202) 245-2338.

(20 U.S.C. 1051-1069¢)

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number: 84.031—Institutional Aid Programs)

Dated: January 21, 1982,
T, H. Bell,
Secretary of Education,
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M
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NATIONAL STANDARDS FOR DETERMINING INSTITUTIONAL ELIGIBILITY

FOR THE TITLE III I UTIONAL AID PROGRAMS
g Pl T O O R e I N, T
Minimum Thresholds
Categories of
Porrtent 1" a1 0=y Eligible Strengthening Program |Special Needs Program
Inmst i tiutions Overall Waiver Overall Waiver

Threshold | Threshold [Threshold | Threshold

Two-Year Public Institutions 148 99 90 45

Two-Year Non-profit Private Institutions 145 97 91 46

Four-Year Public Institutions 188 125 123 62

Four-Year Non-profit Private Institutions 194 129 128 64

RN IIY TS
*Graduate Public Institutions ,/’ ,/, / 26
*Graduate Non-profit Private Institutions ///;// //:)<;/;/ /f;/:// 76

*Institutions that do not award bachelor's degrees but do award graduate,

postgraduate or professional degrees may request designation for the

Challenge Grant Program under the eligibility criteria for the Special

Needs Program.
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Energy Information Administration

American Statistical Association
Committee on Energy Statistics;
Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby
given that the American Statistical
Association's Committee on Energy
Statistics will meet with representatives
of the Energy Information (EIA) on
Friday, February 12, 1982, at the Hotel
Washington, 15th and Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C., from
9:00 a.m. to approximately 3:30 p.m., in
the Capitol Room.

The purpose of the meeting is to
enable the EIA to utilize the American
Statistical Association's Committee on
Energy Statistics to obtain advice on
EIA programs and to benefit from the
Committee's expertise concerning other
energy statistical matters.

The tentaive agenda is as follows:

A. Opening Remarks.

B. Major Topics:

1. Production Decline of U.S. Surveillance
Oil Fields.

2. A Methodology for EIA’s 1982 Evaluation
Report of the Accuracy of Principal Energy
Data Series.

3. A simplified Approach to Extending
Short-Term Projections for the Next Five
Years.

4. Problems in Estimating World Oil
Inventories.

5. Quick Response Capabilities for Use
Prior to and During a Supply Interruption.

6. EIA's Changing Role in Light of New
Directives.

C. Other Business:

1. Topics for Future Meetings.

2. Public Comments.

The meeting is bpen to the public. Any
member of the public may file a written
statement with the EIA for forwarding to
the Committee, either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who
wish to make oral statements pertaining
to agenda items should inform Mr. Bruce
D. Dwyer, EIA Committee Liaison, (202)
252-6460, or Dr. Fred C. Leone,
Executive Director of the American
Statistical Association, (202) 3933253,
at least five days prior to the meeting
and reasonable provisions will be made
to include their presentations on the
agenda, Subsequent to approval by the
Committee, minutes and an executive
summary of the meeting will be
available for public review and copying
at the Office of Planning and Resources,
EI-32, EIA, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Room 2H055, Washington, D.C.
20585, (202) 252-6460, between the hours
of 8:00 a.m. and 4:40 p.m., Menday
through Friday.

Issued at Washington, D.C., on January 21,
1982.

J. Erich Evered,

Administrator, Energy Information
Administration.

{FR Doc. 82-1984 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. ER82-215-000]

Bangor Hydro-Electric Co.; Filing

January 20, 1982,

Take notice that the Bangor Hydro-
Electric Company (Bangor) on January 8,
1982 tendered for filing as a rate
schedule an executed agreement dated
as of November 1, 1981 befween Bangor
and Fitchburg Gas and Electric Light
Company (Fitchburg). The agreement
provides for sale of unit power by
Bangor to Fitchburg from January 1, 1982
through January 31, 1982, according to
Bangor.

Bangor requests an effective date of
January 1, 1982, and therefore requests
waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements.

Bangor states that copies of this filing
have been mailed to Fitchburg.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission 825
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 5,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will

_ not serve to make protestants parties to

the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1830 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Project No. 3584-000]

Continental Hydro Corp.; Surrender of
Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982.

Take notice that Continental Hydro
Corporation (Continental), Permittee for
the Trenton Dam, Project No. 3584, has
requested that its preliminary permit be
terminated. The preliminary permit for
Project No. 3584 was issued on May 21,

1981, and would have expired on
November 1, 1982. the project would
have been located on the Republican
River in Hitchcok County, Nebraska.
Continental’s review of the
reconnaissance estimates on the energy
potential of the site; as well as the flow
records supplied by the Nebraska State
Department of Water Resources
indicates that the releases are relatively
low and irregular, and that the release
period is less than 3 months each year.
Continental concluded that these
findings suggest that the sites is not
feasible for hydropower development.
Continental filed its request for
Project No. 3584 on October 28, 1981,
and the surrender of Project No. 3584
has been deemed accepted as of the
date of this notice.
Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.
|FR Doc. 82-1931 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-217-000]

Detroit Edison Co.; Proposed Tariff
Change

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that the Detroit Edison
Company (Detroit) on January 4, 1982,
tendered for filing an Amendment to the
Interconnection Agreement between the
City of Detroit and Detroit. This
amendment will increase the rates for
Emergency Power, Short Term Power,
and Displacement Power, and
Transmission Service to normal current
industry levels and also will bring the
agreement into compliance with the
Commission's Rule 84B.

Detroit states that the proposed
changes are desirable by the parties to
assure adequate and fair compensation
for services rendered and to encourage
the availability of the full range of
service. Detroit proposes an effective
date of January 1, 1982.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with 1.8 and
1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February &,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
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intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Loi’ D.Cashall.

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1932 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-219-000]

Florida Power & Light Co.; Filing
January 20, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 11, 1982,
Florida Power & Light Company (FP&L)
tendered for filing an initial rate and
executed contract entitled “Contract for
Interchange Service Between Florida
Power & Light Company and Sebring
Utilities Commission."” FP&L states that
under the contract, FP&L and the
Sebring Utilities Commission will
engage in the interchange of electric
capacity and energy indirectly through
the electric transmission systems of
other utilities.

FP&L requests that the proposed
Contract be made effective no later than
60 days from the date of filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 5,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1933 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-218-000]

Idaho Power Co; Filing
January 20, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 8, 1982,
the Idaho Power Company (Idaho)
tendered for filing in compliance with
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission's Order of October 7, 1978,
a summary of sales made under the

Company’s 1st Revised FERC Electric
Tariff, Volume No. 1 (Supersedes
Original Volume No. 1) during
November, 1981, along with cost
justification for the rate charged.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission 825
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 5,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1834 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5786-000]

Lawrence J. McMurtrey; Application
for Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982.

Take notice that Lawrence |.
McMurtrey (Applicant) filed on
December 17, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r)] for Project No. 5786 to be known
as the Circle Creek Power Project
located on Circle Creek in Snohomish
County, Washington. The application is
on file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Lawrence |.
McMurtrey, 12122 196th NE., Redmond,
Washington 98052.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) multiple
diversion structures on Circle Creek; (2)
a 7.000-foot long diversion conduit; (3) a
powerhouse with a total installed
capacity of 2.4 MW; and (4) a 115-kV
transmission line from the powerhouse
to an existing transmission line. The
Applicant estimates that the average
annual energy production would be 15.0
GWh. The proposed project is located
entirely on U.S. Forest lands owned by
Snoqualmie-Mt. Baker National Forest.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit; if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36

months during which it would conduct
technical, environmental and economic
studies; and also prepare an FERC
license application. The Applicant
estimates that the cost of undertaking
these studies would be $20,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 5,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et. seq.
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
9, 1981].

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et, seq. or 4,101 et. seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than June
3, 1982,

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
{A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the

" Applicant.) If an agency does not file

comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.
Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with'the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1880).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
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Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc, 82-1935 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 um|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-214-000]

Nevada Power Co.; Filing

January 20, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 8, 1982,
Nevada Power Company (Nevada)
tendered for filing an Interconnection
Agreement between it and the City of
Riverside (Riverside) dated July 15, 1980.
Nevada states that the primary purpose
of this Interconnection Agreement is to
provide for the exchange of generating
capacity and energy between the
electric systems of the parties.

Nevada further states that service
may be provided under three Service
Schedules:

1. Service Schedule A—Emergency
Assistance

2. Service Schedule B—Economy Energy
Interchange

3. Service Schedule C—Banked energy

Nevada requests an effective date of
July 15, 1980, and therefore requests
waiver of the Commission's notice
requirements.

Copies of this filing were served upon
Nevada's jurisdictional customer, the
CP-National Corporation and upon the
Public Service Commission of Nevada
and the Public Utilities Commission of
the State of California.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 5,

1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1936 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-213-000]

Nevada Power Co_; Filing

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 8, 1982,
Nevada power Company (Nevada)
tendered for filing an Interconnection
Agreement between it and the City of
Anaheim (Anaheim]) dated June 17, 1980.
Nevada states that the primary purpose
of this Interconnection Agreement is to
provide for the exchange of generating
capacity and energy between the
electric systems of the parties.

Nevada states that service may be
provided under three Services
Schedules:

1. Service Schedule A—Emergency
Assistance

2. Service Schedule B—Economy Energy
Interchange

3. Service Schedule C—Banked Energy

Nevada requests an effective date of
June 17, 1980, and therefore requests
waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements.

Copies of this filing were served upon
Nevada's jurisdictional customer, the
CP-National Corporation, and upon the
Public Service Commission of Nevada
and the Public Utilities Commission of
the State of California.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 8,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file

with the Commission and are ayailable
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1937 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-212-000]

Nevada Power Co; Filing

January 20, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 28, 1982,
Nevada Power Company (Nevada)
tendered for filing an Interconnection
Agreement between it and the City of
Vernon (Vernon) dated December 15,
1981. Nevada states that the primary
purpose of this Interconnection
Agreement is to provide for the
exchange of generating capacity and
energy between the electric systems of
the parties.

Nevada further states that the service
may be provided under three Service
Schedules:

1. Service Schedule A—Emergency
Assistance

2. Service Schedule B—Economy Energy
Interchange

3. Service Schedule C—Banked Energy

Nevada requests an effective date of
January 1, 1982, for this Agreement.

Copies of this filing were served upon
Nevada's jurisdictional customer, the CP
National Corporation, and upon the
Public Service Commission of Nevada
and the Public Utilities Commission of
the State of California.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure {18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 5,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1938 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Project No. 5649-000]

The Bar 717 Ranch, Inc.; Application
for Exemption for Small Hydroelectric
Power Project Under 5 MW Capacity

January 21, 1982,

Take notice that on November 16,
1981, The Bar 717 Ranch, Inc.
(Applicant) filed an application under
Section 408 of the Energy Security Act of
1980 (Act) (16 U.S,C. 2705 and 2708 as
amended), for exemption of a proposed
hydroelectric project from licensing
under Part I of the Federal Power Act.
The proposed small hydroelectric
project (FERC Project No. 5649) would
be located at Corral Creek in Trinity
County near Hayfork, California.
Portions of the proposed project would
be located within the Trinity National
Foresl. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. J.
M. Noda, Sverdrup & Parcel and
Associates, Inc., 417 Montgomery Street,
San Francisco, California 94104.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of:

(1) A 5-foot high diversion structure;

(2) An 11,000-foot long, 48-inch
diameter, low pressure steel pipe;

(3) A 3,500-foot long, 36-inch diameter
penstock;

(4) A powerhouse with a total
installed capacity of 4,600 kW; and

(5) A 0.75-mile leng transmission line
interconnecting with an existing Pacific
Gas and Electric transmission line.

The Applicant estimates that the
average annual energy output would be
8.1 million kWh.

Purpose of Exemption—An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, The National Marine
Fisheries Services, and the California
Department of Fish and Game are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within
60 days from the date of issuance of this
notice appropriate terms and conditions
to protect any fish and wildlife
resources or to otherwise carry out the
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments
concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an
agency does not file terms and
conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none.

Other Federal, State, and local agencies
are requested to provide any comments
they may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevent to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 60 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant's representatives.

Competing Applications—Any
qualified license applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission, on or before March
10, 1982, either the competing license
application that proposes to develop at
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a
notice of intent to file such a license
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows an interested
person to file the competing license
application no later than 120 days from
the date that comments, protests, etc.
are due. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted.

A notice of intent must conform with
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and
(c) (1980). A competing license
application must conform with the
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (b)
(1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1880). In
determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before March 10, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
"COMPETING APPLICATION",
“"PROTEST", or "PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project‘Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F., Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of
any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each
representataive of the Applicant
specified in the first paragraph of this
notice,

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1839 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. CP82-127-000]

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.,
and United Gas Pipe Line Co.;
Application

January 22, 1982.

Take notice that on December 18,
1981, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Transco) , P.O. Box 1478,
Houston, Texas 77251, and United Gas
Pipe Line Company (United), P.O. Box
1478, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in
Docket No. CP82-127-000 a joint
application pursuant to Section 7{c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity
authorizing the transportation and
exchange of natural gas, all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

It is stated that Transco and United
entered into an agreement dated
September 24, 1981, which would assist
them in receiving into their respective
systems natural gas from various
production sources. Under the
agreement Transco and United would
exchange up to 6 billion Btu equivalent
of gas per day and could exchange
additional quantities tendered if
capacity therefor is available. United's
gas would be delivered to Transco from
Tarton Oil and Gas Company’s T.N.
Menefee Estate No. 1 well, Wharton
County, Texas, Howell Petroleum
Corporation's Thibodaux Field,
LaFourche Parish, Louisiana, and Texas
Oil and Gas' Adcock #2, #3, and #4
wells, Richard Adcock Field, Victoria
County, Texas, with redelivery at an
existing interconnection between
Esperanza Transmission Company and
Transco in Wharton County, Texas, at
Exxon's Thibodaux Plant, LaFourche
Parish, Louisiana, and at Transco's
measuring and regulating station,
Victoria County, Texas. Transco's gas
would be delivered to United at the
Tomlinson Interest, Inc. #1 Crosby 6-10
and #1 Southern Minerals wells, Pistol
Ridge Field, Forrest County, Mississippi.
with redelivery at an existing delivery
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point in Forrest County, Mississippi.
Any balancing required would be
accomplished on a thermal basis
monthly with Transco's delivering
balancing gas to United at the existing
interconnection between their systems
near Inez, Victoria County, Texas, and
United's delivering balancing gas to
Transco at the existing interconnection
between Transco and U-T Offshore
System near Johnson's Bayou, Cameron
Parish, Louisiana, _

It is further stated that the agreement
provides that additional supply sources
could be added as necessary to
facilitate exchanges of other production-
area gas. Transco and United therefore
request blanket authority to exchange
gas from such additions without further
authorization from the Commission. It is
stated that any minor connection
facilities required, if not within the the
gathering exemption of the Natural Gas
Act, would be constructed and operated
under Transco's and United's respective
budget-type authorizations.

It is stated that there would be no
charge to either party by the other
because the benefits derived from the
exchange are substantially equal and
mutually beneficial.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
February 12, 1982, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 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 ot make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to a proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in the subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory 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
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no petition to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that 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

believes 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 at the hearing.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1940 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. CP82-125-000]

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.;
Application

January 22, 1982

Take notice that on December 18,
1981, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Applicant), P.O. Box 1396,
Houston, Texas 77251, filed in Docket
No. CP82-125-000 an application
pursuant to Sections 3 and 7(c) of the
Natural Gas Act for authorization to
import natural gas from Canada and for
a certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing the construction
and operation of pipeline facilities
necessary therfor, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Applicant proposes to import from
Canada into the United States 300,000
Mcf of natural gas per day which it has
contracted to purchase from
TransCanada Pipe Lines Limited
(TransCanada), for a term of 10 years
and 75,000 Mcf of gas per day which it
has contracted to purchase from
Sulpetro Limited (Sulpetro) for a term of
eight years.

In order to facilitate such importation
of natural gas from Canada, Applicant
proposes to construct and operate
approximately 158 miles of primarily 42-
inch pipe (the Transco Niagara Pipeline
System) extending from a point on the
United States-Canada border near
Niagara Falls, New York, to Applicant's
existing system at the Leidy Storage
Field near Tamarack, Pennsylvania. It is
stated that the proposed pipeline would
traverse Niagara, Erie, Wyoming,
Allegany, and Cattaraugus Counties,
New York; and McKean, Potter, and
Clinton Counties, Pennsylvania. In
addition, Applicant proposes to
construct and operate two compressor
stations, one of 38,000 horsepower near
Lewiston, New York, and one of 19,000
horsepower near Tamarack,
Pennsylvania, along with appurtenant
metering and regulating stations.

Applicant submits that in addition to
the above described purchased gas the

Fransco Niagara Pipeline System would

be utilized to transport up to 600,000 Mcf
per day of storage withdrawal gas for
which Applicant has contracted in
Michigan and Ontario, Canada, with
ANR Storage Company and Union Gas
Limited, respectively.

Applicant States that the maximum
daily throughput at the point of
importation would be 413,000 Mcf of
purchased gas and 600,000 Mcf of
storage withdrawal quantities.
Applicant further indicates that the
maximum throughput capability of the
proposed facilities would be 1,162,830
Mcf of gas per day under the above-
described conditions; but that with the
installation of additional compression
the ultimate capacity of the proposed
pipeline would be in excess of 2,000,000
Mcf of gas per day which capacity
would be utilized for transportation of
additional Canadian supplies which
may be arranged by Applicant or others.

Applicant estimates the cost of the
proposed facilities to be $405,305,000
which would be financed initially by
revolving credit agreements, with
permanent financing to be undertaken
as part of an overall long-term program
at a later date.

Applicant states that it intends to
reflect the cost of gas purchased from
TransCanada and Sulpetro in
subsequent purchased gas adjustment
filings by Applicant and requests that
the Commission specifically approve
such method of recovery of purchased
gas costs.

Applicant asserts that the proposed
importation of natural gas and the
construction and operation of the
facilities are needed to augment
Applicant’s total gas supply available to
its customers as well as to make
available to Applicant's customers an
important new storage service.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before
February 12, 1982, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 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
toa proceeding or the participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance wuh
the Commission’s Rules.
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Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory 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
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this
application if no petition to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that 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
believes 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Do, B2-19841 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-209-000]

Tucson Electric Power Co.; Filing

January 20, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that Tucson Electric
Power Company (Tucson) en January 7,
1982, tendered for filing Amendment No.
1 to the “Tucson-Edison 1980 Nonfirm
Energy Agreement” between Tucson
and Southern California Edison
Company (Edison). Tucson states that
the primary purpose of Amendment No.
1is to extend the term of the Agreement
by advancing the termination date from
December 31, 1981, to May 31, 1982.

Tucson further states that copies of
the filing were served upon Edison.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 5,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of filing are on file

with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Actling Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1942 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER78-522]

Virginia Electric and Power Co.;
Compliance Filing

January 20, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 8, 1982,
Virginia Electric and Power Company
(VEPCO) filed a revised refund report in
compliance with the Commission's order
of October 21, 1981. The report consists
basically of VEPCO's original
calculations plus a revised calculation
showing compound interest and a
summary sheet,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file comments
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or
before February 5, 1982. Comments will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1943 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-216-000]

The Washington Water Power Co.;
Filing

January 21, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 6, 1982,
The Washington Water Power Company
(Washington) tendered for filing copies
of a service schedule applicable to what
Washington refers to as a “Letter
Agreement” dated October 1, 1981,
between Washington and Southern
California Edison Company, which
applies to the sale of energy from
Washington's purchase from Arizona
Public Service Company.

Washington requests that the
requirements of prior notice be waived
and the effective date be made
retroactive to October 1, 1981, and
therefore requests waiver of the
Commission’s notice requirements.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal

Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 8,
1982, Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the

. appropriate action to be taken, but will

not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary,

[FR Doc. 82-1944 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Project No. 5062-000]

Diamond Power Corp.; Application for
License (5 MW or Less)

January 22, 1982.

Take notice that the Diamond Power
Corporation (Applicant) filed on June 22,
1981, an application for license
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for construction
and operation of a water power project
to be known as the Quinebaug—Five
Mile Pond Project No. 5062, The praoject
would be located on the Quinebaug and
Five Mile Rivers in Windham County,
Connecticut. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Peter Kasch, Barkan Properties, 1330
Boylston Street, Chestnut Hill,
Massachusetts 02167.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) two existing
dams, the Rojak Dam being 14 feet high
and 250 feet long and the Five Mile Pond
Dam being 16.5 feet high and 135 feet
long; (2) two old canals, one 20 to 30 feet
wide, 7 feet deep and 450 feet long and
one 30 feet wide, 7 feet deep and 900
feet long; (3) a new penstock 72 inches
in diameter and 420 feet long; (4) three
new powerhouses, the two major ones
containing units totaling 1,960 kW and
238 kW and the minor one having one
75-kW unit; (5) two new 2.3-kV
transmission lines, one 120 feet long and
one 250 feet long; and (6) appurtenant
facilities.

Purpose of Project—The project’s
annual generation of 1.68 million kWh
would be sold to the Connecticut Light
and Power Company.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are requested to provide
comments pursuant to the Federal
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Power Act, the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, the Endangered
Species Act, the National Historic
Preservatiion Act, the Historical and
Archeological Preservation Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub.
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable -
statutes. No other formal requests for
comments will be made.

Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
issuance of a license. A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file comments within the time set
below, it will be presumed to have no
comments.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before April 5, 1982, either the
competing application itself [See 18 CFR
* 4.33(a) and (d)] or a notice of intent [See
18 CFR 4.33(b) and (c]] to file a
competing application. Submission of a
timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file an acceptable
competing application no later than the
time specified in 4.33(c) or 4.101 et seq.
(1981).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “"COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or "PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative

of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1947 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5627-000]

Energenics Systems, Inc.; Application
for Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982,

Take notice that ENERGENICS
SYSTEMS, INC. (Applicant) filed on
November 10, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r)] for Project No. 5627 to be known
as the Orwell Dam Project to be located
at the U.S, Army Corps of Engineers’
Orwell Dam and reservior, a flood
control project, on the Otter Tail River
near Fergus Falls, in Otter Tail County,
Minnesota. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: Mr. Thomas H. Clarke, Jr., President,
ENERGENCIS SYSTEMS, INC., 1727 Q
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20009.

Project Description—The proposed
project would utilize an existing U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers' dam and
reservior. Project No. 5627 would consist
of: (1) A proposed penstock extending
from the outlet works; (2) a proposed
powerhouse located on the
northwestern bank of the river; (3)
transmission lines; and (4) appurtenant
facilities. Applicant estimates the
capacity of the proposed project to be
approximately 2 MW, and the annual
energy outout to be 7 GWh.

Purpose of Project—Energy produced
at the proposed project would be sold to
Otter Tail Power Company.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time studies
would be made to determine the
engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility of the project. In
addition, historic and recreational
aspects of the project would be
determined, along with consultation
with Federal, State, and local agencies
for information, comments, and
recommendations relevant to the
project. The Applicant estimates the
cost of the work studies would be
$35.000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to

the Commission, on or before March 3,
1982, the competing application itself
[See 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing. ;

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [See 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq, (1981), as
appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may-be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests; or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to'the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on er before April 5, 1982,

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F, Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each
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representataive of the Applicant
specified in the first paragraph of this
notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary,

[FR Doc. 82-1948 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5770-000)

Energenics Systems Inc.; Application
for Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1882

Take notice that Energenics System
Inc. (Applicant) filed on December 15,
1981, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project
No. 5770 to be known as the Keyhole
Dam Project located on the Belle
Fourche River in Crook County,
Wyoming. The application is on file with
the Commission and is available for
public inspection: Correspondence with
the Applicant should be directed to:
Thomas H. Clarke, Jr., Energenics
System, Inc., 1727 Q Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20009.

Project Description—The Applicant
would utilize an existing dam and
reservior owned by the United States
under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of
Reclamation. The proposed project
would consist of: (1) A proposed
powerhouse with an installed generating
capacity of 900 kW; (2) a proposed 1.5-
mile long transmission line; (3) a
proposed 120-foot long penstock; (4) a
proposed 75-foot long tailrace; and (5)
appurtenant facilities.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time it proposes to
conduct economic and environmental
studies, prepare application for
necessary State and Federal permits,
and to develop designs of the project.
The Applicant estimates the cost of the
proposed studies would be $30,000.

Competing application—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before May 3,
1982, the competing application itself
[see: 18 C.F.R. 4.30 et seq. (1981]. A
notice of intent to file a competing
application for preliminary permit will
not be accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exempfion
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption

must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 C.F.R.
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the approprite action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commissioin's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982,

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“"PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D, Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1049 Filed 1-26-82; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5665-000]

Essex County Industrial Development
Agency; Application for Preliminary
Permits

January 22, 1982.

Take notice that Essex County
Industrial Development Agency
(Applicant) filed on November 17, 1981,
an application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project No. 5665
to be known as the Alice Falls Water
Power Project located on the Ausable
River in Essex and Clinton Counties,
New York. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: County of Essex, New York, Ms.
Barbara Boster, Executive Director,
Essex County Industrial Development
Agency, Church Street, Elizabethtown,
New York 12932,

Project Description—The proposed
run-of-the-river project would consist of;
(1) The existing stone masonry dam with
a height of 50 feet and a length of 215
feet owned by the New York State
Electric & Gas Corporation; (2) the
existing reservoir having a surface area
of less then 20 acres, with a normal
maximum surface elevation of 350 feet
m.s.l; (3) two new 9-foot diameter steel
penstocks; (4) a proposed powerhouse
with two generating units with a total
installed capacity of 2,800 kW; (5) a
proposed 600-foot long transmission
line; and (8) appurtenant facilities, The
applicant estimates that the annual
energy output would be 12,000,000 kWh.
Project energy would be used to offset
energy costs of the local citizenry.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of three
years, during which the Applicant would
perform a study to determine feasibility,
of the project. Depending upon the
outcome of the studies, the Applicant
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license, The
Applicant estimates the cost of the
studies under the permit would be
$75,000.

Competing Applications—This
application was filed as a competing
application to the preliminary permit for
the Alice Falls Project No. 4696 filed on
May 18, 1981, by New York State
Electric & Gas Corporation. Public
notice of the filing of the initial
application, which has already been
given, established the due date for filing
competing applications or notices of
intent. In accordance with the
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Commission’s regulations, no competing
application for preliminary permit, or
notices of intent to file an application
for preliminary permit or license will be
accepted for filing in response to this
notice. Any application for license or
exemption from licensing, or notice of
intent of to file an exemption
application, must be filed in accordance
with the Commission’s regulations [see:
18 CFR 4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981)
as appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before March 9, 1982,

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”,
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
project Number of this notice. Any of the
above named documents must be filed
by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street N.E.,Room 208
RB at the above address. A copy of any
notice of intent, competing application,
or petition to intervene must also be
served upon each representataive of the
Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.

{FR Doc. 82-1950 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45. am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5690-000]

Groveton Papers Co.; Application For
Preliminary Permit

January 22, 1982.

Take notice that Groveton Papers
Company (Applicant) file on November
25,1981, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project
No. 5690 to be known as the Brooklyn
Dam Project located on the Upper
Ammonoosuc River near the Town of
Northumberland in Coos County, New
Hampshire. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: Mr. George Pascale, Vice President,
Groveton Papers Company, ¢/o
Diamond International Corporation, 733
Third Avenue, New York, New York
10017.

Project Description—The proposed
run-of-river project would consist of: (1)
the Applicant's existing rock crib dam,
90 feet long, creating no storage or
pondage but providing 13 feet of head
when topped by 3-foot flashboards; (2)
an existing powerhouse on the east
bank housing two 250 kW units; (3) a
620-foot long, 4.16-kV transmission line;
and (4) appurtenant facilities.

The average annual generation of 2.0
million kWh would probably be sold to
the Public Service Company of New
Hampshire.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of three
years, during which time it would
perform surveys and geological
investigations, determine the economic
feasibility of the project, reach final
agreement on sale of project power,
secure financing commitments, consult
with Federal, State, and local
government agencies concerning the
potential environmental effects of the
project, and prepare an application for
FERC license, including an
environmental report. Applicant
estimates the cost of studies under the
permit would be $50,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for prelimary permit must submit to the
Commission, on or before May 3, 1982
the competing application itself [see: 18
CFR 4.30 et. seq. (1981)]. A notice of
intent to file a competing application for
preliminary permit will not be accepted
for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to

submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 2, 1982, and should
specify the types of application
forthcoming. Application for license or
exemption from licensing must be filed
in accordance with the Commission’s
regulations [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et. seq. or
4.101 et. seq. (1981), as appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8.or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those whao file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 2, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “"COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1951 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Project No. 5692-000]

Groveton Papers Co.; Application for
Preliminary Permit

January 22, 1962

Take notice that Groveton Papers
Company (Applicant) filed on November
25,1981, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project
No. 5692 to be known as the Weston
Project located on the Upper
Ammonoosuc River near the Town of
Northumberland in Coos County, New
Hampshire. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: Mr. George Pascale, Vice President,
Groveton Papers Company, c/o
Diamond International Corporation, 733
Third Avenue, New York, New York
10017.

Project Description—The proposed
run-of-river project would consist bf: (1) |
The Applicant's existing rock crib dam,
115 feet long, creating no storage or
pondage but providing 11 feet of head
when topped by 4-foot flashboards; (2) a
new powerhouse built on the site of a
previously washed away powerhouse on
the west bank housing two 250-kW
horizontal turbine/generator units; (3) a
new 0.75-mile long, 4.18-kV transmission
line; and (4) appurtenant facilities.

The average annual generation of 1.9
million kWh would probably be sold to
the Public Service Company of New
Hampshire.

Proposed Scope of Studies under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months during which time it would
perform surveys and geological
investigations, determine the economic
feasibility of the project, reach final
agreement on sale of project power,
secure financing commitments, consult
with Federal, State, and local
government agencies concerning the
potential environmental effects of the
project, and prepare an application for
FERC license, inclucing an
environmental report. Applicant
estimates the cost of studies under the
permit would be $50,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before May 3,
1982, the competing application itself
[see 18 CFR 4.30 et. seq. (1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application

for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice, A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption

must be submitted to the Commission on |

or before April 2, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et. seq. or 4.101 et. seq. (1981), as
appropriate]. .

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
{A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 2, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any fililngs must bear in
all capital letters the title

. “COMMENTS", “NOTICE OF INTENT

TO FILE COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those

" copies required by the Commission’s

regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing

application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative

of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

| Lois D. Cashell,
. Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1952 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5661-000]

Hydro Management, Inc.; Application
for Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982.

Take notice that Hydro Management,
Incorporated (Applicant) filed on
November 16, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r)] for Project No. 5661 to be known
as the Kopsi Creek Power Project
located on Kopsi Creek in Lincoln
County, Montana. The application is on
file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. M. H,
Edelman, III, president, Hydro
Management, Incorporated, Route 1, Box
169, Ronan, Montana 59864.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) an 18-foot
long, 3-foot high diversion structure on
Kopsi Creek; (2) an 11,600-foot long, 12-
inch diameter penstock; (3) a
powerhouse with a total installed
capacity of 500 kW; and (4) a 5,000-foot
long, 14.4-kV transmission line from the
powerhouse to the Blue Sky Creek
transmission line. The Applicant
estimates that the average annual
energy production would be 3.024
million kWh. The proposed project is
located entirely on Federal lands owned
by Kootenai National Forest.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months during which it would conduct
technical, environmental and economic
studies, and also prepare an FERC
license application. The Applicant
estimates that the cost of undertaking
these studies would be $5,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 5, -
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981); and Docket No, RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
9, 1981.]

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
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submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4,30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than June
3, 1982.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F, Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative

.

of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice,

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1953 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Project No. 5408-000

Richard K. Linville; Application for
Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982.

Take notice that Richard K. Linville
{Applicant) filed on September 22, 1981,
an application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a}-825(r)] for Project No. 5408
to be known as the Mann Creek Dam
Project located on Mann Creek in
Washington County, Idaho, on lands of
the United States. The application is on
file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Richard K.
Linville, 7021 Sand Point Way, NE., #B-
305, Seattle, Washington 98115.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) The existing
Mann Creek Dam and reservoir; (2) new
1,000-foot long penstock; (3) a
powerhouse containing generating
equipment with a capacity of 1225 kW
and annual energy production of 2.52
GWHh; (4) transmission line; and (5)
appurtenant facilities. Generated power
would be sald to the Idaho Power
Company.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a term of 36
months, during which time engineering,
economic and environmental studies
will be conducted to ascertain project
feasibility and to support application for
a license to construct and operate the
project. The estimated cost of these
activities is $40,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 5,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981)].

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license of exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application

forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person for
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than June
3, 1982.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests of other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE TO FILE COMPETING
APPLICATION", “COMPETING
APPLICATION", “PROTEST", or
“PETITION TO INTERVENE", as
applicable, and the Project Number of
this notice. Any of the above named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and those copies required by
the Commission's regulations to:
Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426. An additional copy must be
sent to: Fred E. Springer, Chief
Applications Branch, Division of
Hydropower Licensing, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Room 208 RB at
the above address. A copy of any notice
of intent, competing application, or
petition to intervene must also be served
upon each representative of the
Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1054 Filed 1-26-82; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Project No. 5793-000]

Lawrence J. McMurtrey; Application
for Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982.

Take notice that Lawrence J.
McMurtrey (Applicant) filed on
December 17, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r)] for Project No. 5793 to be known
as the Owl Creek Power Project located
on Owl Creek in Snohomish County,
Washington. The application is on file
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection. Correspondence
with the Applicant should be directed
to: Mr. Lawrence J. McMurtrey, 12122—
196th NE, Redmond, Washington 98052.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) multiple
diversion structures on Owl Creek; (2)
an 11,200-foot long diversion conduit; (3)
a powerhouse with a total installed
capacity of 1.1 MW; and (4) a 115-kV
transmission line from the powerhouse
to an existing transmission line. The
Applicant estimates that the average
annual energy production would be 6.8
GWh. The proposed project is located
entirely on U.S. Forest lands owned by
Snogqualmie-Mt. Baker National Forest.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months during which it would conduct
technical, environmental and economic
studies; and also prepare an FERC
license application. The Applicant
estimates that the cost of undertaking
these studies would be $20,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 5,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
9, 1961.]

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming, Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than June
3, 1982.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application,
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be persumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10. (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protest or other comments filed, but only
those who file a petition to intervene in
accordance with the Commission’s

- Rules may become a party to the

proceeding. Any comments, protests, or
petitions to intervene must be received
on or before April 5, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION”,
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capital Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first

‘paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1955 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5440-000]

Lawrence J. McMurtrey; Application
for Preliminary Permits
January 22, 1982.

Take notice that Lawrence J.
McMurtrey (Applicant) filed on

September 39, 1981, and revised on
November 30, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r)] for Project No. 5440 to be known
as the Upper Troublesome Creek Project
located on East Fork and West Fork
Troublesome Creeks in Snohomish
County, near Index, Washington. The
application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Lawrence J. McMurtrey, 12122 196th
N.E., Redmond, Washington 98052.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) an intake
structure placed in the bed of; (2) Blanca
Lake, a natural lake; (3) two intake
structures placed in the streambed of
West Fork and East Fork Troublesome
Creeks; (4) 20,000 feet of combination
pipeline and penstock; (5) a powerhouse
to contain two turbine-generating units
with a total rated capacity of 4.8 MW;
and (6) a 2-mile long, 115-kV
transmission line. The project would be
located within the boundaries of the
Snoqualmie-Mt. Baker National Forest.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a 36-month
permit to study the feasibility of
constructing and operating the proposed
project. No new road would be required
to conduct the studies.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 2,
1982 either the competing application
itself or a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981)).

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 2, 1982 and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate],

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than
June 1, 1982.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
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comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.
Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a'protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the -
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 2, 1982.
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “"COMMENTS",
\“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE', as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice; Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A”
copy. of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice,
Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.
{FR Doc. 821956 Filed 1-26-82; 6:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5788-000]

Lawrence J. McMurtrey; Application
for Preliminary Permit

January 22, 1982,

Take notice that Lawrence |.
McMurtrey (Applicant) filed on
December 17, 1981, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r]] for Project No. 5788 to be known
as the Crystal Creek Project located on
Crystal Creek, in Snohomish County,
Washington in the Snoqualmie-Mt.
Baker National Forest. The application

is on file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Lawrence J.
McMurtrey, 12122-196th N.E., Redmond,
Washington 98052.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a 36-inch
concrete inlet structure in the streambed
at elevation 3,000 feet; (2) a diversion
pipeline 5,000 feet long; (3) a
powerhouse containing a turbine
generator with 1.47 MW capacity and
9.1 GWh annual energy output; and (4)
transmission line. The potential market
for project-generated power includes
Puget Sound Power & Light Company
and the Snohomish Public Utility
District. ,

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a term of 36
months, during which engineering,

+ economic and environmental studies

will be conducted to ascertain project
feasibility and to support an application
for an FERC license to construct and
operate the project. The estimated cost
of permit activities is $20,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 5,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
9, 1981.] ; %

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq, or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than June
4, 1982,

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file

comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.
Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “"COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “"PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice, Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address, A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.
Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 82-1967 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5767-000]

Pigeon Cove Power Co.; Application
for Exemption for Small Hydroelectric
Power Project Un.dor 5 MW Capacity

January 21, 1982,

Take notice that on December 15,
1981, Pigeon Cove Power Company
(Applicant) filed an application under
Section 408 of the Energy Security Act of
1980 (Act) (16 U.S.C. 2705 and 2708 as
amended), for exemption of a proposed
hydroelectric project from licensing
under Part I of the Federal Power Act.
The proposed small hydroelectric
project (FERC Project No. 5767) would
be located on LQ and LS Drains near the
town of Twin Falls, in Twin Falls
County, Idaho. Correspondence with the
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Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Paul C. Turnipseed, Box 128, Filer, Idaho
83328 and Mr. John Lorain, Jr., Rte. 2,
Filer, Idaho 83328,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a 5-foot high
inlet structure and 3-foot high inlet
structure; (2) a 42-inch diameter, 1,700-
foot long penstock and an 18-inch
diameter, 1,000-foot long penstock
leading to; (3) a powerhouse to contain
three generating units with a combined
rated capacity of 1,790 kW; and (4) a
1.25-mile long, 12.5-kV transmission line.
The average annual energy output
would be 11 million kWhs.

Purpose of Exemption—An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project. :

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, The National Marine
Fisheries Service, and the Idaho
Department of Fish and Game are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within
60 days from the date of issuance of this
notice appropriate terms and conditions
to protect any fish and wildlife
resources or to otherwise carry out the
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments
concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an
agency does not file terms and
conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none.
Other Federal, State, and local agencies
are requested to provide any comments
they may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
grating of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 60 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments, One copy of an agency’s
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant's representatives.

Competing Applications—Any
qualified license applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission, on or before March
10, 1982 either the competing license
application that proposes to develop at
least 7.5 Megawatts in that project, or a
notice of intent to file such a license
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows an interested
person to file the competing license

application no later than 120 days from
the date that comments, protests, etc.
are due. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted.

A notice of intent must conform with
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 [b) and
(c) (1980). A competing license
application must conform with the
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d)
(1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
coments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In
determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before March 10, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
"PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of
any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.

. |FR Doc. 82-1958 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5219-000]

Spring River Power Developers and
the City of Searcy, Arkansas;
Application for Preliminary Permit

January 21, 1982.

Take notice that Spring River Power
Developers and the City of Searcy,
Arkansas (Applicants) filed on August
11, 1981, an application for preliminary

permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project
No. 5219 to be known as the Dam No, 3
Project located on the Spring River near
Mammoth Spring in Fulton County,
Arkansas. The application is on file with
the Commission and is available for
public inspection. Correspondence with
the Applicants should be directed to:
Mr. Glenn N. Sink, P.O. Box 1052,
Searcy, Arkansas 72143.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An existing
concrete dam owned by the Arkansas
Power & Light Company, 150 feet long
and 30 feet high; (2) an impoundment
with a storage of approximately 350
acre-feet at an elevation of 240 msl; (3)
new trash racks and inlet works; (4) a
rehabilitated wood frame powerhouse,
20 by 30 feet, containing two turbine/
generating units with a total capacity of
350 kW; (5) a rehabilitated switchyard
at the east end of the dam; and (6) an
existing 33-kV transmission line 200
yards long. The average annual
generation of 1.5 million kWh would
probably be sold to the Arkansas-
Missouri Power Corporation.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicants seek issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of three
years, during which time it would
perform surveys and geological ‘
investigations, determine the economic
feasibility of the project, reach final
agreement on sale of project power,
secure financing commitments, consult
with Federal, State, and local
government agencies concerning the
potential environmental effects of the
project, and prepare an application for
FERC license, including an )
environmental report. Applicants
estimate the cost of the studies under
the permit would be $19,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before April 5,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981)].

, The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 5, 1982 and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
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Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than June
3, 1982.

Agency Commenis—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Pelitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION ",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1950 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 um|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5704-000]

James H. Stephens; Application for
Preliminary Permit
January 22, 1982.

Take notice that James H. Stephens
(Applicant) filed on December 1, 1981,
an application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project No. 5704
to be known as the Stephens Project
located on Sweetwater Creek, in
Garfield County, Colorado. The
application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. Eric
Reus Jacobsen, Hydro-West/Colorado,
Box 2162, Grand Junction, Colorado
81502,

Project Description—The proposed
project would occupy lands
administered by the Bureau of Land
Management and would consist of: (1)
The existing Stephens diversion, 12 feet
long and 4 feet high, formed by a loose
fill rock weir and headgates; (2) a new"
21-inch, 1,200-foot long steel penstock;
(3) a new 8- by 10-foot powerhouse

containing one 90-kW turbine/generator

unit operating under an effective head of
92 feet; (4) a 600-foot long, 4.4-kV
transmission line; and (5) appurtenant
facilities.

The average annual generation of 1.2
million kWh would be sold to the Holy
Cross Electric Association.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of three
years, during which time it would
perform surveys and geological
investigations, determine the economic
feasibility of the project, reach final
agreement on sale of project power,
secure financing commitments, consult
with Federal, State and local
government agencies concerning the
potential environmental effects of the
project, and prepare an application for
FERC license, including an
environmental report. Applicant
estimates the cost of studies under the
permit would be $27,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before May 10,
1982, the competing application itself
[see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to

submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before April 9, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Application for licensing or
exemption from licensing must be filed
in accordance with the Commission’s
regulations [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. or
4.101 et seq. (1981), as appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 9, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE ,
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1960 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Project No. 5244-000]

Western Hydro Electric Inc.;
Application for Short-Form License
(Minor)

January 22, 1982.

Take notice that Western Hydro
Electric Incorporated (Applicant) filed
on August 18, 1981, an application for
license [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for
construction and operation of a water
power project to be known as Causey
Hydro Project No. 5244, The project
would be located on the South Fork of
the Ogden River in Weber County, Utah.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: J. Kirk Rector,
Attorney at Law, 4832 Colony Circle,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84117.

Project Description—The proposed
project would utilize the existing Bureau
of Reclamation’s Causey Dam and
Reservoir, operated and maintained by
the Weber Basin Water Conservation
District, and would consist of: (1) A 42-
inch diameter steel penstock utilizing
the existing outlet works near the left
dam abutment and leading to (2) a new
powerhouse containing two generating
units having a rated capacity of 300 kW
and 1,100 kW, respectively, for a total
rated capacity of 1,400 kW; (3) a
tailrace; (4) new and replacement 12.5-
kV transmission lines; (5) a switchyard;
and (6) appurtenant facilities. The
Applicant estimates that the average
inn}t}ml energy output would be 5,393,760

Wh.

Purpose of Project—Project energy
would be sold to the Utah Power and
Light Company. -

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are requested to provide
comments pursuant to the Federal
Power Act, the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, the Endangered
Species Act, the National Historic
Preservation Act, the Historical and
Archeological Preservation Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub.
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable
statutes. No other formal requests for
comments will be made.

Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
issuance of a license. A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file comments within the time set
below, if will be presumed to have no
comments.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before April 2, 1982, either the

competing application itself [See 18 CFR
4.33(a) and (d)] or a notice of intent [See
18 CFR 4.33(b) and (c]] to file a
competing application. Submission of a
timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file an acceptable
competing application no later than the
time specified in § 4.33(c) or § 4.101 et
seq. (1981).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 2, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory °
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1981 Filed 1-26-82 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-229-000]

Alabama Power Co.; Proposed Taritf
Change

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that Alabama Power
Company (Alabama) on January 18,
1982, tendered for filing the proposed
changes in its FERC Electric Tariff,
Original Volume No. 1. The proposed

changes would increase revenues from
jurisdictional sales and service by
$9,430,610 based on the calendar year
1982.

Alabama states that the rate increase
is necessary to cover the increased cost
of providing service to its distribution
cooperative and municipal customers.
Alabama cites increased expenses,
increased utility plant investment and
increased cost of capital, as the major
reasons for the requested increase.
Alabama requests an effective date of
March 19, 1982,

Copies of the filing were served upon
the affected distribution cooperatives
and municipalities, Alabama Public
Service Commission and Southeastern
Power Administration.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D;C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 12,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. B2-2034 Filed 1-26-82; 5:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-228-000]

Allegheny Power Service Corp.; Filing

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that Allegheny Power
Service Corporation, (Allegheny) on
January 15, 1982, tendered for filing on
behalf of Monongahela Power Company,
the Potomac Edison Company and West
Penn Power Company, the electric
utilities which make the integrated
Allegheny Power System, Amendment
No. 5 dated January 1, 1982, to the Power
Supply Agreement dated January 1, 1968
between Monongahela Power Company,
the Potomac Edison Company and West
Penn Power Company, designated
Monongahela Rate Schedule FERC No,
27, Potomac Edison Rate Schedule FERC
No. 29 and West Penn Rate Schedule
FERC No. 25.
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Allegheny states that Amendment No.
5 increases the rates, after provision for
federal and state income taxes, so as to
provide an overall rate of return of 10.7%
rather than the 9.1% factor presently
included in the Agreement.

Allegheny further states that since
capacity equalization charges depend
upon the load capacity situations of
each of the parties from time to time, it
is impossible to estimate the increase in
revenue of each of them which would
result from Amendment No. 5.

Allegheny requests an effective date
of January 1, 1982, and therefore
requests waiver of the Commission’s
notice requirements.

According to Allegheny the change
proposed is for the purpose of reflecting
increased costs of financing incurred by
the companies.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 12,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing fo
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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-2035 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am| »
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER80-592]

Allegheny Power Service Corp.;
~ Compliance Filing

January 21, 1982,

The filing company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 11, 1982,
Allegheny Power Service Corporation
filed a revised Schedule-A Emergency
Service in compliance with the
Commission's order of December 18,
1981.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file comments
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or
before February 12, 1982. Comments will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken. Copies of this filing are on file

with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretaty.

[FR Doc. 82-2036 Flled 1-26-82: 8:45 umi

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-227-000]

Central lllinois Light Co.; Filing

lanuary 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 15, 1982,
Central Illinois Light Company (CILCO)
tendered for filing Modification No. 3,
dated December 15, 1981 to the
Interconnection Agreement between
CILCO and the City of Springfield,
Illinois (Springfield) (CILCO Rate
Schedule FERC No. 21).

Modification No. 3 increases the
demand rates for Scheduled
Maintenance, Short-Term Firm and
Short-Term Non-Firm Power in Service
Schedules C, E and F to the
Interconnection Agreement,

CILCO requests waiver on the
Commission’s notice requirements in
order to allow for an effective date of
March 15, 1982. :

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 12,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parlies 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-2087 Filed 1-26-82; :45 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82~224-000]

Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co.;
Proposed Tariff Change

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that The Cincinnati Gas &
Electric Company {Cincinnati) tendered
for filing on January 12, 1982, a Fourth
Supplemental Agreement dated as of

October 1, 1981 to the Interconnection -
Agreement dated September 15, 1969,
between Cincinnati and the City of
Hamilton, Ohio designated Cincinnati’s
Rate Schedule FPC No. 32.

Cincinnati states that the Fourth
Supplemental Agreement increases the
Demand Charge for Short-Term Power
from $0.70 per kilowatt per week to $1.05
per kilowatt per week, increases the
Capacity Charge for Capacity
Reservation Power Service from $3.75
per kilowatt per month to $5.50 per
kilowatt per month and adds a provision
that the costs of Capacity Reservation
Energy purchased by Cincinnati from a
third party shall be Cincinnati's out-of-
pocket costs for such purchased Energy
plus 1 mill per kilowatt-hour. There is no
estimate of increased revenues from the
proposed charges since Short-Term
Power and Capacity Reservation Power
Service transactions will occur only as
load and capacity conditions dictate.

Cincinnati further states that the
reason for the increase is to establish
equitable rates for Short-Term Power
and Capacity Reservation Power
Service for the City of Hamilton.

Cincinnati requests an effective date
of October 1, 1981, and therefore
requests waiver of the Commission's
notice requirements.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Streel, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 12,
1982, Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82~2038 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 5641-000]

Hydro Resource Co.; Application for
Preliminary Permit

January 22, 1882.

Take notice that Hydro Resource
Company (Applicant) filed on November
12, 1981, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project
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No. 5641 to be known as the Harlan
Creek Project located on Harlan Creek,
near Skykomish, within the lands of
Snoqualmie National Forest in King
County, Washington. The application is
on file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Jerry L.
Johnson, Hydro Resource Company, P.O.
Box 485, Lynden, Washington 98264.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) An 8-foot
high, 50-foot long concrete gravity dam;
(2) a reservoir with no active storage
and less than 1-acre surface area; (3) a
3,800-foot long, 24-inch diameter
pipeline; (4)a 1,850-foot long, 24-inch
diameter penstock, (5) a powerhouse
with total installed capacity of 2,000 kW
and (8) a 20,000-foot long, 345-kV
transmission line from the powerhouse
to an existing powerline. The Applicant
estimates that the average annual
energy production would be 17.5 million
kWh,

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 24
months during which it would conduct
technical, environmental and economic
analysis; and prepare an FERC license
application. No new roads would be
required for conducting these studies.
The Applicant estimates that the cost of
undertaking these studies would be
$150,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commisison, on or before April 5,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
9,1981.] :

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an applicatjon for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commisison on
or before April 5, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq, or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application

for preliminary permit no later than June
3, 1982,

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980),
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's rules may become a party
to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before April 5, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “"PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secrelry.

[FR Doc. 82-203 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-210-000]

Mid-Continent Area Power Pool; Filing

January-21, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 7, 1982,
Mid-Continent Area Power Pool (MAPP)
tendered for filing Amendment No. 14 to
the Mid-Continent Area Power Pool

Agreement.

MAPP states that this filing is on
behalf of the following who are the
jurisdictional parties of the subject
Agreement:

Interstate Power Company

Iowa Electric Light and Power Company
Iowa-Illinois Gas and Electric Company
Iowa Power and Light Company

lowa Public Service Company

lowa Southern Utilities Company

Lake Superior District Power Company
Minnesota Power and Light Company
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company
Northwestern Public Service Company
Otter Tail Power Company

MAPP further states that Amendment
No. 14 is the result of review of Pool
Service Schedules by the Rates
Subcommittee of the Pool
Administrative Committee. Specifically
Agreement Amendment No. 14 revisions
can be summarized as follows:

1, Increase the demand charge rate for
Service Schedule B.

2. Increase demand charge rates for
Service Schedule K.

MAPP proposes an effective date of
May 1, 1982.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 8,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secrelary.

|FR Doc. 82-2040 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER81-779-000]

Pennsylvania Power Co.; Order
Accepting for Filing and Suspending
Revised Rates, Waiving Regulations,
Denying Motions for Summary
Disposition, Granting Intervention and
Establishing Price Squeeze and
Hearing Procedures

January 21, 1982.

On October 7, 1981, Pennsylvania
Power Company (Penn Power) tendered
for filing a proposed two-step increase
in wholesale rates, comprised of Rate
Level A and Rate Level B, for service to




3852

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

five customers.! The proposed Level A
rates would result in increased revenues
of approximately $1,671,950 (40.1%) for
the twelve-month period ending
December 31, 1981, The proposed Level
B rates would result in an additional
increase in revenues of approximately
$652,870. Penn Power requests that the
Level A rates be permitted to become
effective, subject to refund, on January
23, 1982. The company further requests
waiver of the requirements of
§ 35.13(d)(3){ii)(A) of the Commission’s
regulations since the proposed effective
date is more than nine months from the
commencement of Period II. The
company, however, seeks to implement
the Level B increase prospectively only,
with that increase of any other increase
above Level A found to be justified on
the basis of an Initial Decision in this
proceeding, to become effective from the
date of such Initial Decision and subject
to refund pending Commission
determination of the just and reasonable
rate level. The stated purpose of this
bifurcated rate request is to reduce Penn
Power's potential refund liability.
Notice of the filing was issued on
October 19, 1981, with responses due on
or before November 9, 1981. On
November 9, 1981, the Boroughs of
Ellwood City, Grove City, Wampum,
New Wilmington and Zelienople
(Boroughs) filed a petition to intervene,
protest and motion to reject the filing as
patently discriminatory and
anticompetitive.? Boroughs allege price
squeeze and move for summary
disposition of certain issues.® In
addition, Boroughs requests a five
month suspension and an order
compelling the company to file complete
justification and explanation of the

'See Attachment A for rate sehedule designations,

*1n support of the motion 1o reject, Boroughs state
that the proposed rates exacerbate the price
squeeze found to exist by the initial Decision in
Docket No. ER77-277 which is currently before the
Commission for decision.

*The requests for summary disposition address
Penn Power’s: (1) Use of a rate tilt in the rate design;
{2) inclusion of a tax adjustment clause in the
proposed rates; (3) a rate schedule provision which
allows Penn Power sole discretion to refuse to
increase the capacity of service [acilities in order to
furnish off-peak demands; (4) a rate schedule
provision which allows Penn Power sole discretion
to change peak periods for billing demand purposes;
(5) a rute schedule provision which requires that
Penn Power only attempl and not guarantee to
supply continuous service 10 Boroughs: (6) inclusion
of permanent and interim nuclear fuel disposal
costs in the cost of service; (7) inclusion of
decommissioning costs (reflecting a total
dismantiemen! method of decommissioning) in the
cos! of service; (8) inclusion of amortization costs
for cancelled nuclear units in the cost of service: [9)
the recovery of above-market coal costs in the fuel
adjustment clause; and (10) the recavery of
replacement power costs due to outages of Beaver
Valley Unit No. 1.

claims presented by its filing. Also,
Boroughs request that the price squeeze
issue not be phased.

Penn Power filed an answer on
December 8, 1881, in which the company
challenges Boroughs' motions for
summary disposition, disputes the claim
of price squeeze, and states that the
issues raised by Boroughs are proper for
consideration at hearing.

Discussion

Initially, we find that participation in
this proceeding by Boroughs is in the

_ public interest. Therefore, we shall grant

the petition to intervene.

We decline to grant Boroughs' motion
to require the filing of additional
information of their motion to reject the
filing as anticompetitive and
discriminatory because the submittal
substantially complies with the -+ *
Commission’s filing requirements *and
because the issues which have been
identified present questions of fact
which should be addressed on the basis
of an evidentiary record. Further, we
shall deny the motions for summary
disposition inasmuch as each of the
issues raised requires analysis of a
hearing record. However, with respect
to the tax adjustment clause which has
been challenged by the Boroughs, we
note that implementation of this
provision will require timely notice and
filing pursuant to § 35.13 of the
Commission's regulations.

As noted, Penn Power has requested
waiver of that portion of § 85.13 which
provides that the test period shall begin
no earlier than nine months prior to a
utility's proposed effective date.
Accprding to the company, it has
selected a calendar year 1981 test period
and a January 23, 1982 proposed
effective date so that both the test year
and the effective date would correspond
precisely to those proposed for purposes
of its retail rates. The intent of the
company is to thereby alleviate
concerns which have previously arisen
regarding anticompetitive effects
stemming from disparite effective dates.
Under these limited circumstances, we
find that good cause exists to grant the
request for waiver.

QOur analysis indicates that Penn
Power's proposed rates have not been
shown to be just and reasonable and
that they may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory or preferential, or
otherwise unlawful. Accordingly, we

{ See Municipal Light Boards of Reading and
Wakefield. Massachuseits v. FPC. 450 F2d 1341
(D.C. Cir. 1871).

shall accept the rates for filing and
suspend them as ordered below.

In a number of suspension orders,® we
have addressed the considerations
underlying the Commission’s policy
regarding rate suspensions. For the
reasons given there, we have concluded
that rate filings should generally be
suspended for the maximum period
permitted by statute where preliminary
study leads the Commission to believe
that the filing may be unjust and
unreasonable or that it may run afoul of
other statutory standards. We have
acknowledged, however, that shorter
suspensions may be warranted in
circumstances where suspension for the
maximum period may lead to harsh and
inequitable results. Such circumstances
are presented here. While the
intervenors have raised issues
warranting further inquiry at hearing,
our preliminary review of the filing
suggests that Penn Power's Level A
rates may not produce excessive
revenues. The company has agreed to
collect these rates subject to refund and
has proposed to collect the Level B rates
only after a hearing. Accordingly, we
shall suspend the Level A rates for one
day, to become effective on January 24,
1982, subject to refund. In accordance
with Penn Power's request, the Level B
rates will be set for hearing along with
the Level A rates, with the rates found
by an Initial Decision in this proceeding
to be just and reasonable to become
effective from the date of such Initial
Decision, subject to refund pending final
Commission order.

We shall deny the Boroughs' request
not to phase the price squeeze issue and,
in accordance with the Commission's
policy established in Arkansas Power .
and Light Company, Docket No. ER79-
339 (August 6, 1979), we shall.phase the
proceeding so that the matter of price
squeeze may be considered following a
determination of the otherwise just and
reasonable rates. As we have previously
noted, we believe that the proper rates
to be analyzed for purposes of cost-
revenue price squeeze comparisons are
those rates which would be considered
just and reasonable in the absence of a
price squeeze. Thus, it is necessary for a
decision first to be reached on-the cost
of service, capitalization, and rate of
return issues.¢If, in the view of the

3 E.g.. Bostan Edison Co.. Docket No. ERB0-508
(August 29.1980) {five month suspension): Alabama
Power Co., Dockel Nos. ERB0-506, e! a/. [August 29,
1980) (one day suspension); Cleveland Electric
lHuminating Co., Docket No. ER80-488, (August 22,
1980) (one day suspension).

#This is true notwithstanding the Boroughs'
reliance on the earlier Initial Decision in Docket No.
ER77-277. That decision remains under

Continued
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intervenors or staff, a price squeeze
persists following the preliminary

portion of this proceeding, a second
phase of the proceeding may follow.

The Commission Orders

(A) The Boroughs' motions for
rejection or summary disposition are
hereby denied.

(B) Penn Power's reqest for waiver of
§ 35.13(d)(3)(ii)(A) of the Commission's
regulations is hereby granted.

(C) Penn Power's proposed Level A
rates are hereby accepted for filing and
are suspended for one day, to become
effective on January 24, 1982, subject to
refund.

(D) Penn Power's proposed Level B
rate increase is hereby accepted for
filing, with the rates found by an Initial
Decision in this docket to be just and
reasonable to become effective from the
date of that Initial Decision, subject to
refund pending final Commission order
in this proceeding,

(E) Pursuant to the authority
contained in and subject to the
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
section 402(a) of the DOE Act, and by
the Federal Power Act, particularly
sections 205 and 206 thereof, and
pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of

Practice and Procedure and the
regulations under the Federal Power Act
[18 CFR Chapter I}, a public hearing
shall be held concerning the justness
and reasonableness of Penn Power's
rates and rate schedule provisions.

(F) Boroughs are hereby permitted to
intervene in this proceeding subject to
the rules and regulations of the
Commission; Provided, however, That
participation by the intervenors shall be
limited to matters set forth in their
petitions to intervene; and Provided,
further, That the admission of any
intervenor shall not be construed as
recognition by the Commission that it
might be aggrieved by any order of the
Commission in this proceeding,

(G) The Commission staff shall serve
top sheets in this proceeding on or
before January 22, 1982.

(H) A presiding administrative law
judge to be designated by the Chief
Administrative Law Judge shall convene
a conference in this proceeding to be
held within approximately fifteen {15)
days after the service of top sheets in a
hearing room of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C.
20426. The designated law judge is
authorized to establish procedural dates
and to rule on all motions (except

motions to consolidate or sever and
motions to dismiss), as provided forin
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure.

(I) Penn Power is hereby informed that
implementation of its tax adjustment
clause will require timely notice and
filing with the Commission pursuant to
section 35.13 of the regulations, together
with appropriate cost data to support

_ such change.

(J) We hereby order initiation of price
squeeze procedures and further order
that this proceeding shall be phased so
that the price squeeze procedures begin
after issuance of a Commission opinion
establishing the rate which, but for a
consideration price squeeze, would be
just and reasonable. The presiding judge
may order a change in this schedule for
good cause. The price squeeze portion of
this case shall be governed by the
procedures set forth in § 2.17 of the
Commisson's regulations as they may be
modified prior to the initiation of the
price squeeze phase of this proceeding.

(K) The Secretary shall promptly
publish this order in the Federal
Register.

By the Commission.
Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.,

Attachment A—Pennsylvania Power Co. Rate Schedule Designations

[Docket No. ER81-7798-0001
Filed: October 7, 1981

Designation Other party Description
Suppiement No. 2 1o rate schedule FPC No. 30 (supersed pp 1t No. 1) New Wilmington Rate level A,
Supplement No. 2 10 rate schedule FPC No. 31 (sup o No. 1) Wamp Rate level A,
Supplement No. 2 to rate scheduie FPC No. 32 (supersed PP No. 1) Zelienopk Rate lavel A,
Supplement No. 2 to rate schedule FPC No. 33 (sup PP No. 1) BT CHY e erermie o e Rate level A.
Supplement No. 2 to rate schedule FPC No. 34 (supersedes supp No. 1) Grove City Rate level A.
Suppiement No. 3 to rate schedule FPC No. 30 (sup PP No. 2) New WIlminglon. ...................cowsiores ‘
Supplement No. 3 to rate schedule FPC No. 31 (supersedes supp No. 2)
Supplement No. 3 1o rate schedule FPC No. 32 (supersed PP No. 2) Zellenople .
Suppiement No. 3 1o rate schedule FPC No, 33 (supersedes supp No. 2) e T TR e S Ndoetei v A
Supplement No. 3 to rate schedule FPC No. 34 (sup PP No. 2) Grove City i

IFR Doc. 82-2041 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-225-000]

Resources Recovery (Dade County),
Inc.; Filing

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 12, 1982,
Resources Recovery (Dade County), Inc.,
(RRD) tendered for filing pursuant to 18
CFR 35.1 and 35.12 proposed FERC Rate

consideration by the Commission and, in any event,
will pertain to a locked-in period. Penn Power has

Schedule No. 1, applicable to sales of
energy and capacity to Florida Power
and Light Company (FPL) from a solid
waste resource recovery facility
operated by RRD in Dade County,
Florida.

RRD proposes that the rates under its
rate schedule shall be the full avoided
costs as determined by the Florida
Public Service Commission for FPL
purchases from qualifying facilities in
Florida under Orders 8970, 10198 and
10331 of the Florida Public Service
Commission, and generally applicable

since filed to increase both its wholesale and retail
rates, thus necessitating renewed rate comparisons.

orders amending those orders. For the
period from October 1, 1981 through
March 31, 1982, the Florida Public
Service Commission mandates the
following rates for purchases of energy
by FPL from qualifying facilities with
installed capacity of 0.1 megawatts or
more: (1) on peak at 6.492¢ per kWh, (2)
off peak at 5.093¢ per kWh, and (3)
average at 5.443¢ per kWh. Under
Florida Public Service Commission
orders, those are minimum payment
rates, subject to upward true-revisions
to reflect the hourly actual decremental

We note. however, that the procedures adopted in
Arkansas Power & Light Company permit the
presiding judge to exercise scheduling discretion
where good cause exists.
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costs. These true-ups are to be
determined every six months in
conjunction with FPL's semiannual fuel
adjustment hearing,

RRD requests waiver of the
Commission’s notice requirements so
that the rate schedule may take effect as
of the date of RRD's initial delivery to
FPL.

Additionally, RRD seeks waiver of the
Commission's regulations regarding cost
of service documentation, accounting
practices, reporting requirements, and
annual charges, as well as waiver as to
property dispositions and
consolidations, securities issuances or
assumptions of liability, the holding of
interlocking positions and such other
matters as the Commission deems
appropriate,

Copies of the filing were served upon
the Florida Power & Light Company.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 12,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-2042 Filed 1-268-82; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. CP82-38]

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co,; Informal
Conference

January 21, 1982,

On October 23, 1981, Tennessee filed
an application pursuant to Section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity
authorizing interruptible sales of excess
natural gas to Tennessee's existing on-
system customers. On November 13,
1981, Equitable Gas Company filed a
petition for leave to intervene and
requested a hearing be held in this
proceeding. On December 17, 1981, New
England Customer Group filed a petition
for leave to intervene, a protest, and a
request for an informal conference. In an
answer filed December 23, 1981,
Tennessee requested an informal

conference be convened for the purpose
of discussing the issues raised by the
petitions to intervene.

Take notice that an informal
conference in the above-captioned
docket will be convened at 10:00 a.m.,
on February 3, 1982, at the offices of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, NE.,
Washington, D.C. 20426.

Customers and other interested
persons will be permitted to attend, but
if such persons have not previously been
permitted to intervene by order of the
Commission, attendance at the
conference will not be deemed to
authorize intervention as a party in the
proceeding.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-2043 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-223-000]

Washington Water Power Co.;
Proposed Tariff Change

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that The Washington
Water Power Company (WWP) on
January 12, 1982, tendered for filing
proposed changes in its FERC Electric
Service Tariff, Schedule 61. The
proposed changes would increase
revenues from jurisdictional sales and
service by approximately $997,000 based
on the 12-month period ending
September 30, 1981.

WWP states that the proposed rate
change is submitted for the purpose of
compensating The Washington Water
Power Company for increases in its cost
of capital, labor, materials, supplies and
taxes.

WWP requests an effective date of
March 13, 1982.

Copies of the filing have been served
upon the five WWP wholesale
customers affected by this filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 12,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to

intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashen.

Acting Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 82-2047 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No, ER82-23-001]

West Texas Utilities Co.; Compliance
Filing

January 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 13, 1982,
West Texas Utilities Company filed
revised rate schedules in compliance
with the Commission's December 15,
1981 order.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file comments
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or
before February 12, 1982, Comments will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

{FR Doc. 82-2048 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-222-000]

Wisconsin Power and Light Co.; Filing

January 21, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 12, 1982,
Wisconsin Power and Light Company
(WPL) tendered for filing supplements
and amendments to Service Schedules B
and D (Emergency Energy and Short
Term Power respectively) dated
December 1, 1981 between the
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation
and WPL. WPL states that this filing
constitutes an amendment and
supplement to the Service Schedules
between the parties on file with the
Commission.

WPL requests an effective date of
December 1, 1982, and therefore
requests waiver of the Commission's
notice requirements.

WPL further states that copies of the
filing were sent to the Wisconsin Public
Service Corporation and the Public
Service Commission of Wisconsin.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a petition to
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intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure. All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before February 10, 1982. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a petition to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public _
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-2044 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-221-000]

Wisconsin Power and Light Co.; Filing

January 21, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on January 12, 1982,
Wisconsin Power and Light Company
(WPL) tendered for filing supplements
and amendments to Service Schedules B
and D (Emergency Energy and Short
Term Power respectively) dated
December 1, 1981 between the
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation,
Madison Gas and Electric Company and
WPL. WPL states that this filing
constitutes an amendment and
supplement to the Service Schedules
between the parties on file with the

Commission.

WPL requests an effective date of
December 1, 1981, and therefore
requests waiver of the Commission's
notice of requirements.

WPL further states that copies of the
filing were sent to the Wisconsin Public
Service Corporation, Madison Gas and
Electric Company and the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a petition to
intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426. In accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure. All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before February 10, 1982, Protests will
be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a petition to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. B2-2045 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-220-000]
Wisconsin Power and Light Co.; Filing

January 21, 1982,

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that onfanuary 12, 1982,
Wisconsin Power and Light Company

| (WPL) tendered for filing supplements
and amendments to Service Schedules B
and D (Emergency Energy and Short
Term Power respectively) dated
December 1, 1981 between the Madison
Gas and Electric Company and WPL.
WPL states that this filing constitutes an
amendment and supplement to the
Service Schedules between the parties
on file with the Commission.

WPL requests an effective date of
December 1, 1981, and therefore
requests waiver of the Commission's
notice requirements.

WPL further states that copies of the
filing were sent to the Madison Gas and
Electric Company and the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before February 10,
1982, Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,
Acling Secretary.
|FR Doc. 82-2046 Filod 1-26-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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The above notices of determination
were received from the indicated
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative
determinations are indicated by a “D"
before the section code. Estimated
annual production (PROD) is in million
cubic feet (MMCF). An (*) before the
Control (JD) number denotes additional
purchasers listed at the end of the
notice.

The applications for determination are
available for inspection except to the
extent such material is confidential

under 18 CFR 275.208, at the
Commission's Division of Public
Information, Room 1000, 825 North
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons
objecting to any of these determinations
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203
and 275.204, file a protest with the
Commission on or before February 11,
1982.

Categories within each NGPA section
are indicated by thé following codes:
Section 102-1: New OCS lease

102-2: New well (2.5 mile rule)

102-3: New well (1000 ft rule)

102-4: New onshore reservoir

102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease

Section 107-DP: 15.000 feet or deeper
107-GB: Geopressured brine
107-CS: Coal seams
107-DV: Devonian shale
107-PE: Production enhancement
107-TF: New tight formation
107-RT: Recompletion tight formation

Section 108: Stripper well
108-SA: Seasonally affected
108-ER: Enhanced recovery
108-PB: Pressure buildup

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-1967 Filed 1-26-82; 6:45 wm)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M




»IC0¥0-0T-4 O0B2C2IZE
INI NVIIN3IWY OONINWOD-
0BSOELTITIZy LHTI6S0-10-4 &G22128

INI 9NIJNAON¥d VIIN¥3IWY G3INIGWOI=-
260TEST2Ch $SB86E0-%0-4 oOL22128
ANVdHOD SNIDONAO¥d 9NI-

(43ddN AOYUOW) AGYT 0T# HONVY L¥VNIS s-201
XL Svfh  T8/€2/2T 2Q3AI333¥
€% ¥39307d €01 2-20T
X1 S¥P  T8/€2/2T 2Q3AIII3N.
T# TTYNGNK S P ¥=-201
X1 VP 18/£2/2T 20Q3AI3D3N

AVUNLIYN NY3HLYON 0°0 00000S622Y
d¥00 A¥YVYY¥3IddILl 0°S28T TVHI NILSNV) S3ITVZNOS

JLIVISH3ILINI O¥ITVA 0°006 HINYY QV3IHAOYYY

ISSIWSNVYL
ISSIWSNYYL
ISSIWSNVYL
ISSIWSNYYL
ISSIWSNVYL
ISSIWSNVYL

0¥3TVA
O¥3TIVA
0¥3TVA
0¥3IVA
O¥3TVA
0¥3TVA

0°0 TVHI NILSNV) SONIQAID
0°0 TIVHI NILASAV) SONIQCID
0°o AVHI NILSNV) SONICQAI9
0°0 IVHI NILSNV) SONIQAI9
U} SONIQOI9
0°0 AVHI NILSNV) SONIQQID

T® ANSAONVEYN VWI3A

C# N30NOH A3INVIS

€# ¥V WYHVY¥9 SIOT

T# 8 LINN LNVAYE Q¥VNO3IT
T# LINN LNVAY¥E OG¥VNO3T
T# =¥= LNYAYE QY¥YYNOIT

¢=-201
¢=201
2=201
Z=201
¢=201
¢=201

00000TS0CY
00000TS0CY
00000TS02Y
00000TS02CY
000001S02y
00000TS02Y

$6ST40-€0~-4
$100%0=-50~-4
G9ST40-C0~-4
T1L€0%0-€0=4
9€L880~-£0~4
910040-S0~4

L1228
vLzziee
sigzize
£82212e
gsectes
sLzcies

9260£0-10-4 ¢£8I2128
19¢0%0-50-4 LB22128
¥F SWYITTIA A NOLAVID-
6150%0-%0-4 8822128
8¥2L£0=-J0L=-4 2g22128
000001502y ¢€£866£0-50~-4 2L22128
TISICTIG02y 8LL920-50-4 L222128
ANVAHOI WN3T0¥L13d NITdNYHI=-
9L02£6%02% Q6EVC0-8L-4 T022128
SGI1c600Cy T6CHL0-8L-d4 2022128
0881C6¥02e CBEVEO0-8L-4 0022128
03 710 713SSVI-
L2GLE0-20~-4 B8BE22128
0J NOILVY¥0TdX3 ¥3L¥VI~-
L026£0-£0~-4 GG22128
d¥0) WN3T0¥L3d 9VI-
g2lcv0-8L~-4 O0£g2128
0) NOILV¥01dX3 NOSIE-
8628¢0~-60=-4 Lb22128
INI WN3T0¥134d N 3 8-
TLL0%0-0T-4 9622128
NOILVY¥04¥0D 3IHIVLY=-
9602%0-80~-3 82£2128
v602%0-80~-4 L2E2128
03 NOILINAOY¥d 0JOWY=-
9660%0-£0~-4 0O0C2128
INI HWN3T0¥13d X3IWWV=-

I# 017 AWE
V=T LINN VZNVY¥VHI-NN38 ¢=201
X1 ve  T8/€2/2T 303AI3J3Y
negsrveaealseryvs 801
, E€# MY¥VID A H €0T 2-20T
T# @ AVEV9Z NIRQ3 £0T .2-20T
T# Ul AXNSAOPYH ¥ £€0T ¢2=20T
X1 VP 18/€2/21 203AI3)3¥
(¥344n0) SIAVQ 0Vd c# Q¥A8 8 0 £0T =201
(¥344n0) SIAVA 07vd I% Q¥A8 8 0 £0T =201
(¥344n0) 1130 T# HO00¥NW €0T  +=20T1
X1 Svh  TI8/f€2/21 :Q3AI323¥
Z# HISNYES ¥ ¥=20T1
XL Svh  I8/%€2/21 :203AI3D3¥
T# 3dWV7 ¢=201
18/€2/21 $Q3AI303¥
T# ¥OSONIA ot
18/7€2/21 :G3AI323Y
I# SNIXNJOH €0t
t8/€2/21 2Q3AI323y
T8 A3 d1=101
X1 Ve  T8/€2/2T 3Q3AI3J3M
64S# LINN SWH¥Vd ONVIOQIW €0t
84G# LINN SWYV4 ONVIQINW €0t
X1 vf  18/€2/21 2Q3AI3D3Y
I# AV9 V¥SIT €0T ¢=-201
X1 3vyr  18/€2/21 :Q3AI303¥
T# A3ISNY¥VE JILNVILY €0T 160620-80~-4 6412128
X1 2vr T8/€2/2T :Q3AI323¥ YVdSYH 9 ¥IANVYX3TV-
LR R R R e R R R S A R R R S R S R R
: NOISSIWKWOD QVO¥TIVY SVX3l

L R R R R R R R R R R R R S R R RS

HINOS ¥3Q73VA ¢=201

IVHD NILSNV) SONIQAID

gooo00LLIZY
00000TS02CY

ISSIWSNVY¥L 0¥3TIVA 8°GES
ISSIWSNYY¥L 0¥3TVA 0°0

00000ESECYy
L2LTESGECCY

dId SV9 33SS3NN3L 0°22
0°L9

ONISSON¥I NOSN9¥34 0°0

ONISSO¥) NOSN9¥34 0°0

NOLLVYLS
NYS NOANYVI) Y¥v1d A H

SONICQOI9
139¥039) 3 N 173ACI¥D

03 IV¥NLYN VSS300 8°99
03 Tv¥NLVYN V¥SS300 S°*60T
03 v¥NLYN ¥SS3Q0 8°02
TLE1E6€22Y

IVANINIINOISNYYL 0°02T (0192) 3730302

03 SV9 NOrv1d 0°0 VHD NILlSNV = SONIQQI9 . 62STETIS02y
00 3JIA¥3S S3IL1IJ 0°8T J GN38) A¥01S G0 M N 2 “<1 00000SEHCy
13dId SY9 V¥NLVYN 0°0 TINOD SONI¥AS MNivd * ”<1 00000L6%2CY
IWSNVY¥L SV9 AN¥3d 0°00S¢E 3NN 31vViS Ay 00000S884CH
L6¥2CE00CH

LS92EC002

NOILINOOM¥d OJ0WY %°%
NOILINAOY¥d O0J0WY 0°%

ShiYd ONVIQIW
SWY¥Vd ONYIQIW

03 SV9 NOMVYID 0°0€S TVYHI NILSNV) SONIQAI9 TevICTISOCY

9 TVY¥NLYN OSVd 13 0°Ce6l CSNINANM)Y STTIH ONVS 6L6TES0TICY

(2]
Q
O
=
=}
Z
-
N
@
(=2]
L)
B
N
>
—
[}
=]
=
)
—
>
o
=
]
£
=
~
@
)
o
Z
N
by
—_
o
=
~
e
e
-
-s
8o
)
=4
—
e
4]
-
o
&N

ON IdvV

I¥C wvp

ON ar

Y3ISYHI¥N

s eeom moe -

3WVYN T73M (2)23S (1)J33s @

3WVN Q1314

‘z861 ‘Iz Aenue| :panssy
8261 10 19y Ad1j0d sey |einjeN ay} Japuf salouaby jeuonaipsunp Agq suoijeuiuialaqg
[285 awnjoA]




3867

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 /| Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

03 710 NNS
NV¥1 S¥YX31 Q3L1INN
NY¥1 SYX3L Q31INN
ISSIWSNYY¥L 0¥3TVA
7 341d SY9 Q3LINN
SY9 N¥31S3AHINOS
N370¥13d SAITTIHd
9 IVYNLYN OSVd 13
9 TIVHNLYN OSvd 13
9 TVUNLYN OSYd 13

ISSIWSNYYL 0¥3TVA
03 A9¥3N3 nvavovd

03 SV9 ¥VYLIS 3NOT
0J SV9 ¥VLS 3NOT
0J SV9 ¥YLIS 3NOT

9 TV¥NLYN OSvd 13
9 TVENLYN OSVd 13

ONISSONI NOSN9¥34
ONISSO0¥) NOSN9¥34

INI vi¥d
INI vi¥d

02 SY9 ¥¥iS 3NOY

S¥3IN00Y¥d S¥YX3L3
AVENLIYN NYIHLINON

NIT3dId SY9 IH13Q
9 IVUNLYN OSYd 13
03 SY9 ¥v1iS 3INOT

03 Sv9 NOrYId
N370¥13d SAITIIHd
IVININIINOISNYYL

03 SV9 NOPYID

HISVYHIUNG

200

0o

g°0s9¢
0*0s¢
0°26%
sezetl
o°o

12

Rl 4 4
0°1z
0*ct

s*9¢
0°StT
0*262
'R 8+
g0z

0°8e
oete

0*39¢
0°s9¢

2°S1t
e°stt

0°2

g®0
0°0

0°pzz
0°s9
e°0
0°¢
g°001
9*01¢
g*002

ao¥d

39vd

NAYYLS) HLI¥ON NOS3MWVPR

(«0086) X33¥J 01Y9
(T 0807) %33¥J 0OL1VI
GSHIIA) HONVY N3TTVIW
L%) 1S3A 3A0¥9 39NVHO
1V ¥3d4dN) N O¥OESNIVP

HONY NYS) N HLIIWSOT09

€88N1) ST1IKH ONVS
CIHOINXIW) STTIH ONVS
(88n1) SITIH ANVS

€4G202) LIIR-JIA
0SA¥E8 HINOS 3A0¥93N78

3771ASNOOS
¥¥I13d0
37171ASNOOE

1S3A 31ONVHNVd
¥3ddNl NOANYD VYONOS

TYHD NILSNY) SONIGQI9
IVHI NILSNY) SSNIQQI

NOANYD) #S ALIS¥IAINN
NOANYI) &S ALISH3IAINN
(SYI9N00) AN VLIOQN3NW

IN93¥ ALNNOIY SN3H4ILS
(v 3INOZ T9N0D) W¥ LId

C1VIATIA) TIH 13dVHD
(¥39¥3GN3TT13) VYNO20

TIVA NOLL0ID TTIH NYO
C(NOANYD) NVYIIN3WY

YT vy

AVHY NILSNV) SINIQAI9
IVHI NILSNY) SONIQOIS
A) 300 TVNId IYHINID
AVHI NILSNY) TI3ACIVI

3WVN 07314

28Ss 3WrTI0A

(L€992) T# 30I¥d S ¥31S04
X1 vh  18/f£2/21

8% G117 0J HINVY SYVININOVA
TT® Q17 03 HONVY SVYITINBYA
€C% N3TIVOW V ¥

X1 vr  18/%2/21
NAZIYVId

XL svyr  18/%2/721

I® V SOYVAQ3-NOLINIHINOA
XL vk 18/82721

LSH € D/V ¥3NY¥Vd 3 P

62k J ga8nl 8

nse¥Z# 2 J/v 88n1L 8 P
1S¥2% 2 J/v 8801 8 P

X1 vpr  IB/S2/21
2E€¥98 I# LINN SO¥VAQI
Z# dWN¥I

X1 Jve 18/f2/721

¥# T2 NN Q¥V08 ¥ILVA 14V¥I
1-T# 8 A3TH0D A 2
1-C# HLIIKS Vv 8

XL vr  18/%2/721
I# ¥ S304

I8 3 NOSHWOKL

X1 2vr  18/£2/721
T# SMoous

I# ANOHINV

X1 ver  18/82/21

T# QO ALISY3AINN
I# O ALISY3AINN

X1 ve  1@/f2/21
£8=-b# 863N SIO0T
X1 vh  18/%2/21

TTSTH 9 31VLIS3 S¥3I%08 W ¥
©B8I# J¥Y vV AQO0D ¥ P

XL vr  18/82/21

T# w8« NOSNHOPM 8 0

SII6T 1-T# ¥ OGNII¥4

X4 vr  18/82721

T# LINN SV9 3343N3KW T3IINVA
X1 vyr  I8/f£2/21

VITOEH H3IA00H 4 A

X1 ve  18/82/721

VI AVY

X1 vr 18/82/21

I# LINN NINW3IIA

XL ¥r  18/82/21

$6E9TI# 3ISVIT W LOYYHNI3Y
XL IvP  1B/S2/21

9LL98% QI T8 X1 TVIN3INILNOD
XL ve 18/%£2/721

T# ¥VIIvE AY¥VM
X1 svr  18/82/21

InYN T73AM (22235 (1)23s @

g0t
s03A1303y

d1-201T 2-201

d1-L40T 2-20T

di1-L01 g0t
SQ3AI303¥

®-201
S03AI303¥

¥=-201
S03AI303y

801

€0t

€01

0T
2G3AI323y

¥=-201

$-201
SO3AI303N

ot

3d=101

€01
203AI333y

801

g0t
S03AI323¥

g=201

¢=-201
s03AI323y

di=L01

€0T ¢2-201
SO3AI303y

€01
203AI303y

got

€01
sQ3AX323Y

€0t

B80T
SO3AI3D3Y

€0t
SO3AI33

d1-40T 2=-20T
S03AT333¥

=201
SQ3AI32Y

¢=201
s03AI323¥

Z=-201
S03A1323¥

€01
S03AI3N

¢=201
SO3AI323y

8860E£LGE2y €L08£0-80-4 922128
03 3 39v9~-

B8982C6L %2y 9269£0-40~-3 6222128
Te0EE6L92y 9.804v0-40-4 8622128
BITTIEST22y 9SBTIv0-40-3 0252128
NOILV¥Od¥0D TI0 1S3¥04~-
B2CTC6H22¢ 69LLE0~-40~d GH22128
HLIN¥OAS08 3 NOSN9¥3I4~-

8092€L€22y 0£2L20-60-4 6912128
d¥0J3 A9¥3N3 nvavovi-

00000£002% 66S000-80-4 6822128
2092EC01Cy L22000-8B0-4 TB22128
6092€€0TCy 9STIS0-80~-4 GOE£2128
6092CE0ICy GSSTTV¥0-80~-4 #OS2128
NOILV¥0d¥0D NOXX3~

000006962% 924vc0-20-4 gO022128
$S8TICLLO0CY 6492100-60-4 BTIE2128
0J 7I0 OONVdX3~-

BITIZEL60CY LLSTVO0-60-4 GIS21I28
00000ST2ey LFTIT¥0-S0-34 902128

CEITELEW2Y SO02200-60-4 TEC2128
INI NOILVYX0TdX3 HIY¥3ISN3-
€ILET6LIZY H6LZ40-0T~-J GSE2128

CE2Z6TISEoCy WLT2£0-2L~-4 1612128
ANVdWOD S¥Y9 TTYNNIVN OSYd 13-

BOZICTISO2y 6Wv650-£0~-4 6522128

LCHIETIS02Y 0Sv6€0-€0~-4 0922128
INI NOILINQOY¥d JIWVYNAQ-

FeDTICCT®2y LL2650-IL=-4 9522128

IP0TIECTHCy LL12650-2L-4 9622128
INI SNILV¥3IHO AN3A0ISIC-

6980EC6ECh B8¥GCH0=-0T=4 HHCZIZH
NOILVY0d¥0D NIONMVHS ONONVIQ-

2L02E6202y  9EH240-8L-4 THE21I28

2LBISE6ZHCY 2E61v0-8L-3 1282128
0J) S¥9 3 110 vVil3Q-

00000£252% B6LTH0=-90=4 672128

000005012y TI9€040-JL~4 2822128
02 SNITTIING V1730~

00000T0%Z% 9Le6E0-90-4 1922128
NOILYY¥04¥02 TI0 NOSKYQO~

$LE2RG0T2y LTGEL0-JL-d4 L6T2128
d¥0) WN3T0¥L13d NONIWYO-

00000£SE2s 962240-8L-4 GEE£2128
03 NOILY¥0TdX3 NRON¥I~

LTOTE6HTI2y 2vG6C0-50-4 £922128
INI SY9 3 110 8¥)-

T00TE6 T2y 6L9200-50-4 L¥E2T28
INI NCOTLV¥01dX3 JdI-

2220ST0€2y .L2v0-80~4 #SE2128
JNI 030NOJ-

8E9TCTS02y £02000-S0-4 BL22128
JINI S¥Y9 T 110 3JINNOD-

ON Idv ixQ vr ON ar

il




" Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

3868

LA A -

YIHLIVY JLVISVYINI
NIT3dId SY9 IHI3Q
AVYNLYN NY¥IHLYON

d¥0J NVIW¥1d
d¥02 NYIWY¥3d

ONIY3IHLYY VYIVAOD
0¥13d SYX31 NOINN
WN3T70%13d N3IYNvA

N370¥13d SAITTINHd
N370¥13d S4ITTIHd

03 SV9 X3LVYINI
02 SY9 Svx3l

00 SY9 X3LIVYINI
V¥l N¥31SV3 Svx3l

1INB3 S3LViS 47N9

03 SY9 ¥VIS 3NOT
dId SVY9 33SS3INN3L
W3dId SVY9 IVHNLYN
T3dId SY9 TVANLVYN
7 3dId SY9 Q3LINN

ONISSO0¥I NOSNO¥34
ONISSO¥I NOSN9¥3J
ONISSO¥I NOSN9¥34
ONISSO¥I NOSN9¥3d
ONISSO¥) NOSN9¥3d
ONISSO¥D NOSN9¥34
ONISSOY¥) NOSN9Y¥3d
ONISSO¥I NOSNO¥3S
ONISSO¥) NOSN9¥3d

S3ANIT3dId A3TVA

43SVYHI¥Nd

€00

e

0°0
0°68T
0°02

L°1s
L°Th

g*0o0¢
o0°o¢
g°s2

g*0sSt
geote

0°G9¢
0°0s2
se2zt
0°8ge
00
0°z8l
8°01
0°06
0°9+%1
0°Hs1
0*ds2
0°L9S
0*29%6
0°621
0°o0
g°0
0°es
0o
0°0L%
0°0

0°9¢%1

00 ¥d

39vd

— o e D P Al b

€00eL) 0717IN¥9 13
(I9N0J) M Q
(NY3Q) 44VIVT

ANYD) AVHQ ¥V3d SHIId
ANVI) AVHO ¥V3d S3INIM

(00TI2) S 0¥3AND
(NV30) NIATYD

IN93¥ ALNNOI SN3IHCILS

NAVY¥LIS) 62 ALISHIAINN
NAYY¥LS) 62 ALISHIAINN

NOANYD YIAAVS
11113d) 3ISINAYILNT AW

(SILVAD AITIVA S033d
314 €0SE9 ¥N9IA) VOVN
(vang) 3xsnyd

€0L6S) NHOP 371417
QAVWHINOS 3 N

). N VI¥OLDIIA 03S0d0¥d
Se OI¥4) LSIA NOLYVHA
(0012) 3S09¥VWY

(a0S€2) ALID 3QVA

TYHD NILSAV)Y SINIQQI9
AVHI NILSNY) SONIQAI9
AVHI NILSNY) SONIQAI9
IVHD NILSNY) SIONICAI9
IVHI NILSNY) SONIQAI9
AVHI NILSNY) SONIQOI9
AVHI NILSNY) SONIQOQI9
TYHD NILSNY) SONICOCIO
IVHI NILSNY) SONICQQIS

€0029) AVPAQIW

IWYN 07314

285 3WNI0A

X1 svr T8/f2/21

2# SOZVAYD VI3A V1id3e
X1 vr  18/7g£2/21
(G266G) TI# 173SNVId 8 A
X1 vr  18/g2/21

T# 2 HONVY 338VH

X1 ve  18/f2/721

I# 0 Nv3g 4 3or
T# 0 NV3E8 4 301

X1 svr  1B/g2/21
I# N3d9IHL

X1 vr 18/%2/21
i#® 99ns

X1 :vr  18/f£2/21
T 8 ¥3NOLS X

X1 3vr  I8/£C/s2T

T# S=62 ALISY3AINN
28 30€-62 ALISY3AINN

X1 Ve 18/€2/21

€% «1Se NONNVHS

X1 vy 18782721

T# NOSMIVR 3JLLI¥INOMUVM
X1 vr  I8/£2/21

I# 62. 1 ¥ 1

X1 sVr  18/R2/21

Z® TIYAOLS AN9

X1 yr 18/%2/21

T# ¥ 3INSNY¥d

XL ¥r  I8/£2721

T# N33R VSSINYID
X1 sV 18/%2/21

€# SNINJIId H ¥

X1 vh  I8sg2/21
V-T# 37v3S 3 NOLTIW
X1 Jve 18/f£2/721

I# 31ViS3 1SnNY 8 9
X1 ver  IB/SZ/2T

6% NVWINYIAZ 912731S
X1 vr  18/£2/2%

T# 1031S¥318 4 L¥3890Y
X1 ¥ I8/g2/721

T# V SNOILV¥3dO 1SV93113S
T# HLIIWS 378YM

I# SIA3Y T W

T# v ¥31304 3SINOT
I# XNYAPVA H

T# ST33X 3 3Iv¥9

T# NOSN3H ¥ 2

T# ¥V ¥F V1S383S r D
T# 8 ¥3xnve

X1 ve 18/%2/21

T# SIYYOW NATIYVM
X1 svr 18/%2/21

e m—-——--- -

JWYN I73M (2)23S (1)33S @

S03AI333y
»=201
S03A1323¥
b=201
S03AI3J3¥
€01
SU3AI333¥
41-401
€0T &-201
SO3AIIN
€01
sQ3AT3J23¥
1) §
$G3AI323%
£o01
s03AI323¥
y=-201
¥=-201
S03AI323y
41=-101
SA3AI3Y
¥=-201
SO3AI303¥
€01
SG3AI323Y
#=-201
SO3AI323y
2=201
S03AX3J3¥
. =201
SO3AI323¥
$=201
SQ3AI303Y
€01
SO3AI323Y
¥=-201
SQ3AI3J3¥
ot
SG3AI303¥
=201
S03AI333¥
2=-201
2=20t1
¢=201
¢=201
¢=-201
2=201
2=201
2=201
¢=201
S03AI303Y
€01
SQ3AI323¥

€01

017 G¥NH 3 WYITIN=-

SOSTSG0G2y 960Te0=40-4 2052128
017 HEN-

00000LT42¢ TTLLE0-0L-4 S$e22128
03 sawnor-

00000LTS2y L26S50-80-4 8612128
. X039 7 NHOP=-
28ECESOTZY  L99240-01~4 94£2128
ZBEEESOTZY  L99280-3L-4 9eE2T28
IYIN9IN 30P-

#080££2T2¢ 208T10-20-4 L9T2128
INI HYr=-

0£02SEBE2y 22TTV0-3L-4 £OS2T28
INI NOILY¥O0TdX3 NOSNIVP=
1282S6%22¢ 089LS0-8L-34 1Tv22128
¥3INNOD 3 P=

OSYECCOT2y IBZH0-IL-4 BSE2128
SYVEESOTZY STB240-JL-4 6552128

SdHOHL 037) S3IWVM 2 NOSJWOHL 037) Pr=-

$2STESEVSY 9I¥L20-D0L~-4 E£SE212E
ANVdUWO0I TI0 SNH-

BETICTIObCe 968240-90-4 09£2128
ANVdHOI NOILONGOYd NOLNIK-
6ISECTLECY 68C2240-80~-4 &EC2128
03 NOILJNAOY¥d NITTIH=-

0L21E6802y LLBOVO-£0-3 6622128

INI 02 Sv9 3 710 0J13H~-

00000c€6 %2y »964€0-10-4 6022128
d¥0) WN3IT0¥L3d AYN3IH~-

TI21¢G202% 0£SLE0-20-3 6£22128
03 710 SAONYS 47N9-

GLOCTBIZ2Y 9TvLL0-60-4 9g22128
NOILVY0d¥0D TI0 47N9=-

0000069%2% SHLO0¥0=-20-4 HE22128

STIVYININ 3 110 LISV0D 47N9~-

6STICETIBHCY CCBOVO-CO0-4 Le22128
0J NOILINQO¥d MYHVYY¥9=-

0S60€60v2cy LCB6E0-00-4 L922128
NOILVY¥0d¥0J HN3T0¥13d 3JV¥9~-

LI21C6v22y 2S6980-40-4 O0£22128
03 SvS % 110 X31-09-

000001S0C® 0L02%0-50-4 #2E2128

CvbICIG02y SIBBEO~-CO0-4 £G22128
00000TS02% LL20%0-50-d4 6L22128

00000TS02% S0€T®¥0-£0-4 TIL2TI28

000001502 B8600%0-£0-4 9122128

00000TS02% TevIcO0-£0-4 88T2TIZE

00000TG02y »0CT®0-C0-4 6052128

00000TS02y TL0Z2v0-£0-4 G2E2128

00000TS02» SOETHO-€0-d OTE2128
ANYdWOD TI0 ALl139-

LOSTS6042% 904240-40~-4 ObE2T2H
0) TI0 OWINO¥3S~-

ON IdV i%a v oN ar




3869

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

N370¥13d SHITVIHd
I¥3H1V9 A¥V¥3IddIL
N370¥13d SdITIHd
TY¥3H1V9 A¥VN3ddIL

03 SY9 NOPrVYId

IVANLYN NY¥IHLNON
9 IYHNLIYN OS¥d 13

dId SV9 33SS3NN3L
13dId SV9 TVENLYN
SY9 N¥3LIS3IAHLINOS

TF3dId SV9 IVYNLVN
SY9 NY3LS3IAHLNOS

SY9 N¥3L1SIAHLNOS

02 SY9 ¥viS 3INOT

SY9 NY¥3LISIAHLINOS

INISSO¥I NOSNO¥34
IVANLYN NYIHLUON

AVINLYN NYIHL¥ON

03 SY9 ¥VIS 3INOT

TVANINTINOISNY YL

03 SVY9 ¥v1sS 3INOT

4 SIILINILN SyX3L
SIVIIK3IHI 0J3NN3L
SNYY¥L NOBYVIONOAH
ONISSO¥) NOSN9Y¥3Y
d¥03 SvY9 Svyr3l

03 SVY9 ¥vis 3INOT

03 SY9 ¥v1iS 3INOT

ISSIMSNYY¥L O¥3TVA
3ANIT 3dId NOLSNOH
¥3SVYHO¥Nd

»00

0°L€9
0°ST
0°21
0°gse
0°s1
g®at

0°0
0°0

scoss
g*szt
0*2
0*0z¢
g*ozzt
o*zt
L
0°GeT
00
0°0
£°8
0°06
0°91e
0° LS
gL
ge2Zset
0o
g*o0se
0*0
0°ss
0°s
§°6S1T
00
0°o0

70%d

39vd

TIVA NOLL1OD)

(2056%8) SN113d
V3NV ON3¥1) AY¥38V¥dS
NIVHI NILSNY) WI¥91Id
AVHI NILSNY) SONIQOIS
NIVYHD NILSNY) WINOTId
IVHI NILSNY) SONICQI9

V3IYV ON3¥1) A¥¥3EVY¥dS
Y3WV ON3¥1) AN¥3IGVHdS

t00v8) 217
9NO03 ON3I8) I1TIASNOOE
€00LS YXOLV) ViLIANYM
9N0J ON3E) ITTIASNOOE
9N0J ON3S) 311IASNOOS

€SSIND LSV WYHSI¥9
9N0J GN3E) 311IASNOOS
A37IVA NO1103) NOTIV4
(vang) SON1QAI9

IYHI NILSAY) 173NATVI
CONYS NOANYI) ¥NOZ0
€dWYI470R) 29nS ¥I3
93¥ AINNOI ONVILSYI
0S N311VIW

€ST1IV3 378uVN) ITLLIN
(19N03 ON3E) QN0 4VHS
SS¥d 3NV 1S3A

TTIH XNVO

"TIYHI NILSAY) 113IAATVI

0QIGN0JIS3) N 3IGNT 13
07 1NJSSO¥I) WYHNIINL
H3W0T9NOI 000VI) 0101
J NILSNY) XN3I3¥I HIV3d

(08071) ViINVAP

3WYN Q7314

28S 3WNT0A

Te# AVY V 9

XL v~ 18/g2/21

I# 9 NINSYVI

X1 vy~ I8/82/721
89890#% Ve ININ SN4NY
T# %32vdsS 9

22890#% NVWY3INIIILS VKV
XL vyr  18/82/21

T4 HS3HVW A 3

X1 vr 1B/82/721

T8 ¥-8 ¥3INJ0N

I8 NNVWJIIVH

X1 3vr 18/f€2/721
I# 33 QY¥386NH
X1 svr  18/82721

CT# C(OYVNAVH) ¥3INO9IVA
€8 ¥3INTIVA S A

S# AJNOVW 1 A

V=2# SYI3H QV3y

0L A-AS T# JISSVYW H ¥

B¥Se8 o2 3JV¥9 W 4

T# 140¥0 A W

T# ¥3INJ38

X1 ve  18s82/21

T# LINA T7IH HLI3S

XL 2vr  18/82/721

(2£88L0) 2# BT 9NIBI3H

XL iy 1I8/f82/21

¢k 12 99ns 3

XL 3vr  18/82/21

£480L0% LWd ONITTINQ T# S3NINGS P
X1 3vr  18/%2/21

) nts S3INOP
X1 vr  18/22/21

T# LINA S$3TIJd-S¥3900¥
XL Jve 18/82/721

A3N TI® NOLAVTI

X1 ve  18/€2/21

2# NOLI3HS N38

X1 ¥yr  I8/82/2%

Y% LINN SVY9 A3INOTIVM

X1 vh  18/€2/21
T# SINOP-HLIINS

X1 Ve 18/82721
2% 8¢ 39v) J ¥

XL Ve, T8/£2/721
(£25S6) T# NVWI3NY V
X1 ve  18/%2/21
€8 SN3AVYI

X1 vr  18/fC2/2T
T# 0A074

XL Jve  18/g£2/21
€8 0 TVY3INIW INNNE

*=201
S03A1323y
£071
303A1323Y
(Y}
2=201
£01
203A1303y
2-201
203A1323Y
g0t
sot
$03A1323y
®=201
203A1303y
€0t
801
co1
£0T
801
80T
€oT
€01
$Q3A1323Yy
=201
$03AI323y
‘8ot
S03AI323
2-201
203A1323Y
€01
$03AI323y
=201
$03AI323y
€07
$Q3AI303y
3d=-10T
$A3AI323y
, fot
S03AI333Y
41-20T 2-20T
203A1323y
. 2-201
SO3AI303N
3d=L0T1
$03AI303N
=201
$03A1323y
sot
SO3AI3ON
£0T 2-20T
$03AI303¥
41-10% &=201

di1=L0%

Jk¥YN T73A (2)23S (1)23s @

PSHIESLIZY

20L2%0~-20~4 64£2128
ANVdWOD ONIJNQO¥d TI0ZNN3d-
SE60£6252y 2ICIS0-80-4 9812128
INI A3TSY¥Vd 3 ¥IN¥Vd~

€8GOCLLTICY B806240-T0~-4 29582128
8060€L822% 026240-£0~-4 8952128
Y6S0ELLT2h 606200-T0-4 £9£2128
INI A9¥3N3 JHOINN~

FLHPILTS02Y €BSTISO0-£0~d 9182128
0J NOILINQO¥d ¥3IHIVESOMW=-
8SSIE6E22y GGL950-2L-4 9222128
COTISSLICY #SL9F£0-80-4 S222128
. "INI NOILVY0TdX3 NVUON-
896256L%2% £92140-40-4 LOS2128
d¥0) SY9 7 TI0 NIVWNO0JIIW 3I¥0OW~-
SSBICLE 02y 228L50-60-4 ££22128
000004£22¢ €2€820-60~-4 LLT2128
%66TICL60CH 6L51£0~-60-4 LBT2128
CT02EL64CY #61TR0-60~4 GBIZTZH
00000L822% L2S¥S0-60-4 022128
000004822% LSECH0-60-4 BEE21T28
9660€€622¢ 60SL£0-S0~-4 LS22128
00000L822% #L2620-50-4 08T2128
NOILYN¥0J¥0D A9¥3N3 TIIHILIN-
00000TS02% SIST#0-£0-4 2152128
d¥03 TI0 AVAROIN-

0T8ZSS0T2% +£6620-2L~-4 1BI2TI28
d¥03 110 49W=-

19G61€6€220 ©880T®0-JL-4 1052128
S311¥3d40¥d 02QV3n~-

98T2ECEETSy ¢£oL820-8L~-4 BLIZIZ8
INI W3ILSAS ININIHIYY ANUNWIN-
0SO0TEST22e C6vEE0-b0~-d4 6422128
0J NOILVYOTdX3 NVNOWIN=
B¥805E£602% 69C200-8L-4 6£82128
0J INILVY¥3dO NYITIWIW=-

09T1IEL€220 0L0S50-8L~-4 O0T22128
00 9740 NOLONITINE=-NOHVYWIN=-
00000T652e 29LvE0-20-4 9022128
INI 02 TI0 3INVINVIIN=-

O¢TISTO®2Y GSSL6S0-90-4 S922128
0J ONILVY¥ILO NIIWNOIIW~-
00000TS02% 9EELE0-£0-4 &E22128+
03 SV9 7 710 NILYVH~-

HET0EC2ECy BSTHEO0-T0-4 6612128
INI X3l-M~

S962€CB0Cy 12T060-84-4 LL22128
03 NOILINAON¥d NVO3IAIT=-

I€618L9¢€20 20€240-9L-4 9€£2128
NOILVY0dY¥0D WN3T0¥L13d AQ¥1-
L690SLLTCy T19S9£0-10-4 8T22128
INI SyX3al V-

968286L%2% 089SE0-4v0-4 2T22128
CN Ic¢v 10 vr Cchn ar




Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 /| Wednesday, January 27, 1982 | Notices

3870

4 S3ILITILN SYX3L
IWSNVY¥L VYZNY¥3dS3
IVENLYN NY3HLINOS

v9 33IA¥3S S3ILID

ONIY¥3HLIY9 SV9 NNS

9NIY¥3IHLIVI SV NNS
ONIY3IHLY9 SVI NNS

9 IVY¥NLVN OSYd 13
NIT3dId SY9 IHT30
NVISINOT SVSNVXuY

N370¥13d S4ITTIHd

03 SV9 3NIT MNNN¥L

13dId SY9 TIVHNLVN
dId SV9 3I3ISS3NN3L

T3d1d SV9 VANLVYN

ISSIWSNVYL 0¥3VA

N3710¥13d S4ITTIHd
ISSIWSNYYL O¥3TVA

q3dId SV9 VANLVN

03 SVY9 NOPVY1)
u:amzm SV¥X3il1L 1Sv3
9 IVYNLVN OSVd 13
9 IV¥NLIYN OSYd 13

0J SV9 S¥3INA0YHd

N370¥13d SdITTIHd

‘9 IVUNLVN OSvVd 13

9 TIVYNLVYN 0SYd 13
73dId SV9 TIVUNLIVN

¥3ISVYHIUNd

so00

0°00t
0°891
0°08S
[ Al A9
£°81

£°L
1°1SY

0°0SET

0°oe
g*o0z2t
0°t

0°S9¢
0°S81

0°96¢
g£°81
0°0
0°s9¢
0°9
0°g
0°s9+%l
0*0
0*9s2
0°o
0°0
0°*9
0°gL
e°Le
0°0
0°SL

0°98
g°gst

q0¥d

39vd

INOLS-HSTTIIN
084S) N ALID VITONIVH
SIAV¥1) Q1314 NINOYOF
SYA JLINVY9) TIIHIWIH

t00av2) 1332v¥8
¥¥IN93¥ AINNOD 9INNOA
¥¥IN93Y ALNNOI XIVP
0I¥d NVOIWYS

(0208) 3300 VNI
N3008) SONI¥dS AOITIA
VM) NILSNY) SONIQOI9

4731 035040¥d=-1VIOTIA
iv3Q7IA

IAVYL) HLINOS 39VHLIN¥YID
(D0SE) HLIHON VI¥OLODIA
9NOJ ON38) 37T7IASNOOS
IVHI NILSNY) SONIQOI9
AVHI NILSNY) SONIQQI9
TVHI NILSNV) SSNIOAI9
9NOJI=ON38) 3ITTIASNOOS
HD NILSNV) S N¥O08TI3A
IAVEL) 3N TTIH T13dVYHI
3TTONVHNYd 1S3A

AVY¥9 3ITONVHNVd
(N¥034¥V3TI) HLIINSOT09
(NOANYI) JLVISHIINI

) %33¥J 377IA0L137703
V3Y¥Y ON3¥1) A¥¥3IEVY¥dS
LHOINX JW) STTIH ONVS
LHIINXY JH) STITIH ONVS
ON38 3T1IASNOOE

3WYN Q7314

28S 3WNT0A

T# NOLSNHOP

X1 svr  T8/SC/21
L=-T# ¥3ONIT 3 3¥OWITNVI
X1 svh 18782721
¢ AN 1 O

X1 v IB/f2/2l
0L8% HONVY L¥VEOH
X1 ve 18/82/21
T# ONVI9VY

TT# Xuny 1 ¥v3d
T# NOSY3ION3H

XL 3vr 18/%2/21

€-8 ON 7=-818 1J0V¥l 31VIS
XL 3vr  18/82721

T# ¥3Z1INNT8 O ¥

X1 :vr  T8/£2/21

G# LINM A3¥d443r

X1 sve 18782721

T# LINA ZINHIS NILMVHW
X4 svr  18/£2/21

T# NVHI3ISSNNW

I# 9NOT 3

X1 3vh  18/f£2/21

G® 2 LINN 3N00J A P
XL v 18/8£2/721

I# 71VE N3IWYVA

X1 Ve 18/f£2/21
AVAYNNO

X1 vr  18/%cC/21

T8 LINN 3JINIIA SSIW
(899+6T# 3SV3T) I# LINN ¥3¥OCO
(LS2ZL0# 3ISYIT) T# LINN VI¥VI

X1 svr  18/f2/21
2=V LINN AVAVYYD
X1 vr  18/%2/21
T# NVWHIV3T O 1¥380¥
X1 vyr  18/82/721
T# SHIIH NOLTIVA

X1 svr  1I8/82/721
2# 3NIOOW

0T# JJ3 NOSNHOP
T0-r# YOLI3IANV S9
XL svr 18/82/721
¥# Z1INHIS

XL Ve 18/%2/21
T# 1321310 ¥317VA
X1 syr  18/f2/21
#J4¥) €# NOSHO0 9 H
XL svr  t8/%2/21

LT# 31V1S €8nL 8
ST# 31visS €8nL 8 P
Z2# Ny¥ng

X1 :ver  1B/S2/2T

JWYN 1738 (232338 (1)I3S @

¥=201
S03A1333y

€0T  +=201
203A1333y

<ot
S03AI323¥

g0t
$03AI323Y

£0t

ot

g0t
$03AI323¥

2=201
$03AI323¥

§0T  4=-20T1
S03AI303y

g0t
S03AI333Y

g£0T
SO3AI323¥

$=-201

v=-201
$03A1323y

ot
$Q3A1323y

801
SG3AI333Y

€0t
SO3AI33Y

2=-201

=201

Zg=201
SG3AI323¥

€01
SG3AI323¥

€0T +-201
$G3A1323¥

¥-201
SQ3A13233%

ot

80T

801

$Q3AI333Y

dl=401

$G3AI3I3Y

2=201
S03AI333¥

ot
$03A1323%

g0t

ot

€01
$Q3AI303¥

€0t

LEETEEIECH

0266£0-9L-4 2922128

03 SY9 3 110 d0137TONIdS~

000006%cCH

1220861420

88£6£0~-%0-4 LS22128
03 9NIJINAON¥d NVMIYVES~
#564£0-90-4 SO022128

ANVdWOD SY9 TV¥NLVYN NY3HLINOS~-

96TISTIIZ2H
699+££052Y
666£C80G52h
£SoEELE2CY

be10€20L2Y

9091£0-01-4 6812128
03 710 T13KS~-

2v.920-60-4 €222128

6989£0-60-4 8222128

»9L950-60-d4 ®222128
0J TI¥ANYIS~-
GE2LE0-40-4 TE22128

NOILYY¥0dH0D TI0 NVO3WVS=-

L¥9TESSE2Y

NOILVYOJY¥0D SVYO %

£6v0EEBICY
SLe0E6VICY

9GLTIEETvCY
2902cI842Y

0OCTIESIECY
LIvIEE94CH
6002cL9¢5Cy
TL0TISLLI2Y
2901c6evicy
290TELLIZY
0022cLEvCYy
ESTICTIGO0CY
88v0EETHCH

INI 00¥d
611085022¢%

000006L1C%
681S0€002H

GZH0v0-%0-4 GSBZ2128
110 vAOY¥-
16€140-90-4 €£IS2I2E
TII9¥Y) L1¥3804~
0E2v0-€0=-4 LEE2I28
INI 0JWV1iIY¥-
T16240-20~-4 ®952128
1498£0-80-4 1522128
d¥0J A9¥3N3 SOLITV3IY~
1vG2v0-90-3 E£oE21C8
INI AJV Y-
1000£0-20-4 28BI2128
3NT39N3 H ¥~
9v¥9£0-60~-4 9122128
d¥0) ASYH3INI A ¥V ¥-
916240-10-4 992128
LT6240-50-4 L9E2128
Gl62¥0-10-4 G9C2128
03 371117 NILNIND=-
1222%0-60-4 28c2128
INI WN370¥13d 1S3ne-

186L80-80-4 0%22128
INI SNOILV¥3dO 9 W B~
L06240-90=-4 19g£2128

SY17va 3 0J 110 Silild-
6L02¢0-0T-4 O06721cC8
601S£0-0T=-4 1122128
08¢£2£0-80-4 2612128

ANYdWOI HN3IT0¥L13d SAITTIHd=

0S42ECEHCh

6¥£9€0=-JL-4 SlZetues

d¥0J S3ILING3 WN3T0¥Ll3d=

28ETESL T2y

8802v0-20-4 9252128

S¥YX3L 40 NOILVY0J¥0I HN3ITN0W¥L3d-

gIEeeLTIE2Y

6L2140-80-4 8082128

d¥02 SNOILISINBIV WN3IN0WL3d=

BEH2EC0TI2y
1S4 T43 4 R ¢4
T18TIELE4CY

LOL2¥0=-80~-4 2S5E2128
G0L2Z%0-80-4 TSE2128
200950-€60-4 ¢€122128

NOILV¥0dY¥0D SIA3T-0¥13d~-

ON IdV

ON ar

1% ve




3871

i

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 /| Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

N370¥13d4 SdI
NV¥l Sv9 vis
IVENLYVN NY¥3
NIT3dId SY9
3dId N¥3L1S3A
3dId N¥31S3A
3dId N¥31S3A

NIT3dId Sv9

V¥l N¥31Sv3

NIT3dId SV9
NIT3dId SV9

NIT3dId SY9
1 9NIJNQO¥d
NOILINCOY¥d

IWSNY¥L YZNY

b

NIT3dId 0¥NnQ
NIN3did
NIT3dId
NIT3d1d
NIT3dI1d

o¥Na
o¥na
oy¥na
o¥na

N310¥13d SdI

17341d Sv9 @
173d1d Sv9 @

43Sy

T1IHd 0°8
WN103 0°00¢
HLI¥ON 0°O0%
IH130 0°0%%
SNVML 0°T
SNY¥L 0°ST
SNYY¥L 0°%
IH130 0°GL2
0°0
SYX3L 0°0
0°0
IHI30 0°0
IH730 0°0
0°0
0°e
0°0
0°09+%1
IH130 0°89
9180W 0°SL
030KV £°9
g*tgs
0°Lg
0°0
¥3dS3 0°00T
0°0
0°0
0°000T
01vd 8°0T
01vd 8°0T
0vd 8°0T
01vd 8°0T
0vd 8°0T
q7IHd 0°0
JLINN 0°0
3LINN 0°0
H¥Nd a034d
So0 39vd

AVHI NILASNY) SONIQQIO

€3 NOANVI) X33¥J3 3A00
VINOL) 3N N33¥J VAOIM
3A07T MONNOW) QHOJSNVH

3TONYHNYd LSV3
JTONYHNYd 1SY3
3TONVHNYd 1SV3

AVY¥L) X33¥I XNVO 3ILIHA

3AVE) 3IHIVNd SUINI3C
(s08T2) SHV3IAS A S
AONIVYHS) HINOS SN3¥3IN
(3TTIAS3NAYH) 033y
(NAVYLS) LS3A GT¥0A
N01103) 3N SSVY¥9 ¥uv3s

TIVA NOL110J) TTIH NVO
1VIQIIA
4v¥3Q1IN

A377VA NOL110J) NISNIOQ

ISSISSIW) A S ONVIOINM

ANVTII3ATT

(NN3d) RS ¥39N0D
(0S28) 327In0 vNov
IVHD NILSNY) SONIOQQIS
(09€S 0INd) IN3IS3IWI
AVHI NILSNV) SONIQQIS
AYHD NILSNY) S9NIQAI9
SS3¥443r

VS NOANVI) A N 37000N

S NOANYI) N33¥J N3AVY
(433¥) 1S3A 37000N

S NOANYI) X¥33¥) NIAVY
S NOANVI) XN33¥I N3AVY
A NO1103) T7INH T3dVHI
A NO1103) TTIH T3d4VHI
JWYN 07314

€8S 3IWNTI0A

X1 vr  18/£2/721

V/N QI J¥¥ T# LINN ¥3IHIV3H
XL Y 18782721

TI# P WYHLIO08Y3ILINIA

I# 9 SAITTIH4d

I=-I# v 11390078

X1 vyr  18/%2/21

Y6188 T# M¥VIOW

82E£L8 2# V NYSINNG

$S9.8 T# 3 MILINIJHVI

X1 3vr  1I8/82721

T# LINN SV9 SNIH99NH O P
X1 2vyr .18/82/721

Z# 0 ¥3INTVA
I® 0 TIYAOLS
T# wB8a NONWNI
I# 9 11IH

28 XJ0717n8

I# ¥Iive

T# L13NN3E

T# MJOO0JAY

¥r 1IB/sEC/CT
T# ¥IINVI SN9
I# LINN V38
SV t8/s£2/21
I# ONVIAQIW A S

X1

X1

® X1 sve I8/82/21
LL# 2=1IJN SIIAVO 1S3 AU3IHOSLINOM
c# 3400 8 3

X1 v 18/ge/2t

I# 13908 A A

X1 ve  18/ge/2t

T# 0JSIN¥VA

X1 svr 18/f2s21

T# SILLIA

XL 2¥r  18/g£2/21

T# Vv SOYVYRQ3 A ¥

T# ANIING3T W3

X1 3vyr 18/%2/21

TI# SS3¥443r a P

X1 ¥yr 18/f£2/21

£2H9T v=-1I# SQT3I4
X1 3vyr  T8/8C/2T
GB6ST T# M3NIL
LISST I# ¥V 3I3HJYNKH
986ST T# 33HJ¥NKW
Sv6ST 2# SAN3I4

XL v 18sg2/21
28 S3AVYH9 ASIVO
X1 v 18/82/721

Z# LINN SV9 H3IANJOHS T A-HLY¥OATIVIS
I# LINN SV9 A3TT0H=HLY¥OANIVIS

X4 ¥yr  I8/g2s21

SO3AI33Y
¢=201
SO03AI33M
1) ¢
€01
€01
S03AI303Y
801
801
801
SO03AI323%
€01
SG3AT303N
€0t
=201
¥-201
€0t
ot
£o01
€01
(4 R ¢

41=-101
di1-201

d41-101
41=-401
di-L01
S03A1323¥
dd-L01
41-101 £01T
SO3AI303Y
¥=201
S03A1303y
g0t
€07
S03AI323
ot
SO3AI3O3N
2=201
SQ3AI3I3N
¥=-201
SG3AI3J33y
£0T ¢2-201
£0T gZ-201
S03AI33N
€01
s03AI303¥
€01
SA3AI323Y
€0t
€0t
o1
£01
SG3AI33Y
£0T1
S03AI323¥
41=40T &=-201
41=-40T #-20T1
s03AI3I3N

JWVN T73M (2)23s (1)23s @

HN3T0¥13d SYX3IL NOINN-

SISICTISO02y LT09€0-£0-4 &T22128
INI SNILV¥3d40 S N=-

00000S€22y <CHTIEO0-JL~-d +BIZIZE
€L90E5622y SISCH0~-01-d 2hE2TI2E
BELOES6IZy 90£820-0T~-4 9LT2128
d¥0J NOILONGOY¥d OXl~

000006LT2% 2592€0-0T=-4 g£612128
000006LT2y £S92£0-01-4 SG6l21I28
000006LTCy #S92C0-01-4 b6T2I2E
03 TI0 S¥3IT3AVYL-

92H0ECL02Y $EI2H0-90-4 GhE2T28
ANVdKOD TVIIW3IHI ROQ 3ML-
$611IST022% O0TS040-S0~-d4 1622128
IBCIESB22Y GH62E0-20-4 9612128
8Y9TC6HECy BI9L040-S0~d Ge22128
000001912y 6090%40-G0~4 0622128
I92€CS0ICy 6£8650-2L-4 8922128
»50£TI91Ce <2vBEL0-S0-4 6922128
CHOTSTO®CHY 4CHBE0-90-4 8BH221I2E
SPI0ETIITICe B¥965£0~-S0-4 #922128
d¥0) Sv9 3 110 SvXx3l-

06€0£6822¢ 6£59€0-50-4 LT22128
99TICTOVSY L¥¥650-90-4 8G22T28

d¥0J 13d TYNOILVNYILINI SVYX3l-

896086282y

£L1650~80-4 9922128

d¥0J TI0 NVIIN¥3IWY SVYX3i-

80TCCAT2Cy 2G2240-vB-d €EC21I28
6¥60STEVCY 0V5040-80-4 €622128
INI 0JVX3l-

C6CTESSECy 220820~-%0-4 OLIZTIZH
ANVdHOD TI0 0J3NN3L~

6GG0ET¥02» 2298C0-£0-4 0622128
03 SNILV¥3Id0 331~

000007842y 669L80-£0-d4 Zo22128
. X SVY9 3 110 NViuvi-
9991€1S02 L66650-E0~-4 €£222128
0E9TIEIS0Cy 8986£0-£0-4 TL22128
03 7I0 ¥OI¥3dNS~

00000ST22y 29LLSO0-%0-3 Hb22I28
C3YYAVI3A) ANVJHOI TI0 NNS=-
IS0TICToICy 6S1820-8L-4 TLIZ2I28
INI NOILVEOTdX3 3EN0YLS~
19cTEES2ey 091820-8L-4 2L12128
9861€€G2Cy #91820-8L-4 GLTI2TZ8
8SEIEES22e 291820-8L-4 €LI2128
LSOTSISTICY ¢€£91820-8L-4 &LTIZ2TIZE
441I3¥ 3 38N0YLS~-

CY60£G622y $0LZH0-0T-4 0OSE2ICE
INI NYIIN¥3IQ 3A3LS-

62605C242h 0€8¥C0-90-4 BO22T28
SHH0EECHZY 6284£0-90-4 LO221I2B
INI SV9 % 710 HI¥OATTVLS-

ON IdvV 1%a vr OoN ar




Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

3872

INI SY9 0JKW3S

INI SVY9 0JHW3S
INI SV9 0JKW3S

S13Nn00¥d SY9 d9d
INI S1ONQ0¥d SV9

9 TIVN¥NLYN OSYd 13

9 TV¥NLYN OSYd 13
9 IVYNLYN OSVd 13

3INIT 3dTd NOLSNOH
SY9 N¥3IL1SIAHINGS
dId Sv9 33SSINN3L

ISSIWSNY¥L O¥3VA
ISSINSNYYL 0¥3TVA

INI Vi)

¥3ISVHIN¥NG

L00

0°o0
0°00tT
g°o001
0°o

g*9¢
s*9¢

0°Sé

8°LS
(347

0°sse
o°o
0°st
a°sL
0°SL
ce60t

a0¥d

39vd

tyssiaoy)
(v¥ss3aoy)
(¥sSs3aoy)
(V¥SS3a0¥)

INIHSNNS
INIHSNNS
INIHSNNS
INIHSNAS

TIVHI NILSNV)
vans

S9NIQOI9
SONIQOI9

NOANVI) HIONVYE ATIYNHS

CLHOINXIW) STTIH ONYVS
LHIINX JH) STTIH QNVS

VIAON YHOT) S YNVJHYD
9N0J) S STT3A TVY3NINW
CYINOHVLVI) NOLXNIOLS

¥33¥I) HIV3d
¥33¥I) HIVid

tvangd
CNOANVI) V¥V A3 YANV
3WYN Q7314

28S 3WNT0A

X1

T# NIY¥YVA 3AA
1-8 NVWN3Q

o# NVWN3Q
T=-3% NVWN3Q
Ve t18/ges2t

T# LINN ONVWWIS

#
X1
T¥6S8 1-60T
X1

Y334 SNIWWNI

Ve 1s/gesct
NYOHLAVD MOVHW
Ve IB/g2/21

T12T 173COYA N A

8027 1130QYA N A

X1

vr 18/g82/21

v=-18 LINN SV9 1¥363

X1

vr 18/g2/21

(L6S¥6) T# I LINN SNIMNIF NO3T

X1

X1

Ve 18/g2/21
T# NOLXIOLS
T# SN113d

T# QUVHI¥NG
vr 18sg2/21
I# o2Te 990NS

03 3NI] 3dId wS3W veeceies
S¥3ISVHI:ENd ¥3HLO
e J

»=201 *L40EC202y £969€0-90-d4 Q222128

¥=201 6vb05E2¥2y 295950-90-4 6122128

¥=201 TICH0CETHCY $9659€0-90-4 1222128

¥=201 LSe0SECHCY G95980-90-4 2222128
S03AI323y NOILVYO4¥0D A9¥3INI 3I0QIACTIHOA-

€01 2-201 LL60EL822Y BOTIZv0-C0-d4 62EC1ICE

€0T 2=20T €660€.822¢ 929040-£0-4 2622128
SO3AI33N 03 9NIJNOCOY¥d ¥OSONIA=-

€ot 60T2ESEvSy 901S20-JL-d 8912128
S03AI3I3N NVNTI¥3d WYITIA-

€01 9092¢C012y» SO08CH0-80-4 LSE2ITE

] ot 1192¢E0Tey L6L2%0-80-4 9Ss2i28
S03AI3J3¥ 10 47N9 40 AIQ V 0J ¥13d N3IWYVA-.

€0t T9GICTIESy 1Sv000-10-4 9822128
SQ3AI3Y NO110J 7 A-

=201 924288982 8eE£LC0-8L-4 SE22128
S03A1333y ONI 03 NOILIVY¥0TdX3 LIi¥OA-

801 02STIETI84CH B692¥0-£0-4 8BHESITE

£0T +=-20T $GB0ELLTICY 166T4#0-10 4 g2g2128

£0T =201 6860€LLT2y LE6TY0-T10-4 22CC1C8
SO3AI323¥ NOILVNOdY0D S3J¥NOS3Y LIIG¥IANVA-

€0t LELTIESE2Cy O0T40%0-2L-4 ¥B22IZE

TI3A (23238 (1)I3s @ ON Idv LX%0 wpr ON ar

IWVYN

0-10-4149 3002 ONITTIE




Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

3873

The above notices of determination
were received from the indicated
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative
determinations are indicated by a “D"
before the section code. Estimated
annual production (PROD) is in million
cubic feet (MMCF). An (*) before the
Control (JD) number denotes additional
purchasers listed at the end of the
notice,

The applications for determination are
available for inspection except to the
extent such material is confidential
under 18 CFR 275.206, at the
Commission's Division of Public
Information, Room 1000, 825 North
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons
objecting to any of these determinations
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203
and 275.204, file a protest with the
Commission on or before February 11,
1982.

Categories within each NGPA section
are indicated by the following codes:

Section 102-1: New OCS lease

102-2: New Well {2.5 mile rule)

102-3: New well (1000 ft rule)

102-4: New onshore reservoir

102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease
Section 107-Dp: 15,000 feet or deeper

107-GB: Geopressured brine

107-CS: Coal seams

107-DV: Devonian shale

107-PE: Production enhancement

107-TF: New tight formation

107-RT: Recompletion tight formation
Section 108: Stripper well

108-SA: Seasonally affected

108-ER: Enhanced recovery

108-PB: Pressure buildup

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-1968 Filed 1-25-82: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

Office of Energy Research

Conservation Panel, Energy Research
Advisory Board; Meeting

Notice is hereby given of the following
meeting: -

Name: Conservation Panel of the Energy
Research Advisory Board (ERAB). ERAB is
a Committee constituted under the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86
Stat. 770).

Date and time: February 26, 1962, 9 a.m. to 5

p.m,

Place: Department of Energy, Forrestal
Building, Room 4A-110, 1000 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20585

Contact: Mary Gant, Energy Research
{tdvisory Board, Department of Energy,
Forrestal Building, ER-8, 1000
Independence Avenue SW., Washington,
DC 20585, Telephone: 202/252-8933

Purpose of the parent board: To advise the
Department of Energy on the overall
research and development conducted in
DOE and to provide long-range guidance in
these areas to the Department.

Tentative agenda: Discussion of draft report
of Conservation Panel

Public participation: The meeting is open to
the public. Written statements may be filed
with the Panel either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who wish
to make oral statements pertaining to
agenda items should contact the Energy
Research Advisory Board at the address or
telephone number listed above. Requests
must be received five days prior to the
meeting and reasonable provision will be
made to include the presentation on the
agenda. The Chairperson of the Panel is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business. {

Transcripts: Available for public review and
copying at the Freedom of Information
Public Reading Room, 1E-190, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC, between 8:30 a.m. and 4
p.m. Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

Issued at Washington, DC, on January 21,
1982,
J. Ronald Young,

Associate Director for Management, Office of
Energy Research.

[FR Doc. 82-2011 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Muitiprogram Lab Panel, Energy
Research Advisory Board; Meeting

Notice is hereby given of the following

meeting:

Name: Multiprogram Lab Panel of the Energy
Research Advisory Board (ERAB). ERAB is
a Committee constituted under the Federal
Adivsory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 88
Stat, 770)

Date and Time: February 17, 1982, 9 am. to 5
p.m.

Place: Department of Energy, Forrestal
Building, Room 4A-110, 1000 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20585

. Contact: Mary Gant, Energy Research

Advisory Board, Department of Energy,
Forrestal Building, ER-6, 1000
Independence Avenue SW., Washington,
DC 20585, Telephone: 202/252-9833

Purpose of the parent board: To advise the
Department of Energy on the overall
research and development conducted in
DOE and to provide long range guidance in
these areas to the Department.

Tentative agenda: Discussion of draft report
of Multiprogram Lab Panel

Public participation: The meeting is open to
the public. Written statements may be filed
with the Panel either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who wish
to make oral statements pertaining to
agenda items should contact the Energy
Research Advisory Board at the address or
telephone number listed above. Requests
must be received five days prior to the
meeting and reasonable provision will be

made to include the presentation on the
agenda. The Chairperson of the Panel is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business.

Transcripts: Available for public review and
copying at the Freedom of Information
Public Reading Room, 1E-180, Forrestal
Building. 1000 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC, between 8:30 a.m. and 4
p.m. Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

Issued at Washington, DC, on January 21,
1982,
J. Ronald Young,
Office of Energy Research.
[FR Doc, 82-2010 Filed 1-26-82; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Office of Fossil Energy

Implementation of the Advisory
Committee on Federal Assistance for
Alternative Fuel Demonstration
Facilities

The Federal Nonnuclear Energy
Research and Development Act (the
Act) (Pub. L. 93-577), as amended by
Pub. L. 95-238, established an advisory
panel to advise the Secretary of Energy
on matters relating to the development
of alternative fuels.

As required by Pub. L. 95-238, the
Committee will include Governors or
their designees which are designated by
the Chairman of the National Governors
Conference; and representatives of
Indian tribes, industry, environmental
organizations, and the general public
designated by the Secretary of Energy.

Further information concerning this
Advisory Committee may be obtained
by contacting the DOE Advisory
Committee Management Office at (202)
252-5187,

Issued at Washington, D.C. on January 28,
1982.

James B. Edwards,

Secretary of Energy.

[FR Doc. 82-2280 Filed 1-26-82; 10:50 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP 55000 PH-10-FRL~-2032-2]

Idaho; Intent To Approve State Plan
for Issuance of Experimental Use
Permits

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA),
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Section 5(f) of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide




3874

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 18 / Wednesday, January 27, 1982 / Notices

Act (FIFRA), as amended (Pub. L. 95~
396, 92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.) and
the implementing regulations of 40 CFR
Part 172, Subpart B, require each State
desiring to issue experimental use
permits to submit a plan to EPA for its
experimental use permit program. Any
State experimental use program under
this section shall be maintained in
accordance with the State Plan
approved under this section. This is a
notice of intent to approve such a plan
for the State of Idaho.

pDATE: Comments should be received on
or before February 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Written comments should be
submitted to: Document Control Officer
(TS-793), Office of Pesticides and Toxic
Substances, Environmental Protection
Agency, Rm. E-401, 401 M St,, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20460.

Comments should bear the identifying
notation OPP 55000. The administrative
record supporting this action is
available for public inspection in Rm. E-
107 at the address noted above from 8:00
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday through Friday,
except legal holidays. Complete copies
of the Idaho State Plan are available for
public inspection at:

Idaho Department of Agriculture, 120
Klotz Lane, Boise, Idaho 83701;

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region X, 1200 6th Avenue, Seattle,
Washington 98101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lyn Frandsen, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region X, 1200 6th
Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98101,
(206-442-1090).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
5(f) of FIFRA as amended, and the
implementing regulations at 40 CFR Part
172 Subpart B, require each State
desiring to issue experimental use
permits to submit a plan for its
experimental use permit program to EPA
for approval. Any State experimental
use permit program shall be maintained
in accordance with the State Plan
approved under this section.

On September 19, 1980, EPA received
such a plan from the State of Idaho. EPA
finds that the Idaho State Plan satisfies
the requirements of section 5(f) of the
amended FIFRA and 40 CFR Part 172,
Subpart B, and EPA intends to approve
the Idaho State Plan.

Complete copies of the Idaho State
Plan are available for public inspection,
and public comment is solicited.
Accordingly, this intent to approve shall
become effective immediately.

Dated: December 8, 1981.
John R. Spencer,
Regional Administrator, Region X.
|FR Doc. 82-1444 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

[OPP 55001; A-1-FRL-1991-3]

Vermont; Intent To Approve State Plan
for Issuance of Experimental Use
Permits

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Section 5(f) of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (Pub. L. 95-
396, 92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.) and
the implementing regulations of 40 CFR
Part 172, Subpart B, require each State
desiring to issue experimental use
permits to submit a plan to EPA for its
experimental use permit program. Any
State experimental use program
authorized under this section of FIFRA
shall be maintained in accordance with
the State Plan as approved. This is a
notice of intent to approve such a plan
for the State of Vermont.

DATE: Comments should be received on

or before February 26, 1982,

ADDRESS: Written comments should be

submitted to: Document Control Officer

(TS-793), Office of Pesticides and Toxic

Substances, Environmental Protection

Agency, Rm, E-401, 401 M Street SW,,

Washington, D.C. 20460.

Comments should bear the identifying
notation OPP 55001. The administrative
record supporting this action is
available for public inspection in Rm. E-
107 at the address noted above from 8:00
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday through Friday,
except legal holidays. Complete copies
of the Vermont State Plan are available
for public inspection at:

Vermont Department of Agriculture, 116
State Street, Montpelier, Vermont
05602;

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region I, John F. Kennedy Federal
Building, Boston, Massachusetts
02203.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Dr. Harold E. Kazmaier, U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency,

Region I, John F. Kennedy Federal

Building, Boston, Massachusetts 02203,

(617) 223-5126.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section

5(f) of FIFRA as amended, and the

implementing regulations at 40 CFR Part

172 Subpart B, require each State

desiring to issue experimental use

permits to submit a plan for its
experimental use permit program to EPA

for approval, Any State experimental
use permit program shall be maintained
in accordance with the State Plan
approved under this section.

On March 23, 1981, EPA received such
a plan from the State of Vermont, EPA
finds that the Vermont State Plan
satisfies the requirements of section 5(f)
of the amended FIFRA and 40 CFR Part
172, Subpart B, and EPA intends to
approve the Vermont State Plan.

Complete copies of the Vermont State
Plan are available for public inspection,
and public comment is solicited. The
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has granted EPA an exemption
from OMB Review [under the authority
of Executive Order 12291, section 8(b))
of notice of intent to approve [and final
approval] State Plans for issuing state
experimental use permits. Accordingly,
this intent to approve shall become
effective upon publication. ’

Dated: November 4, 1981.
Lester A. Sulton,
Regional Administrator, Region L.
{FR Doc. 82-1443 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

[OPP-C30210; PH-FRL-2036-3]

Certain Companies; Applications to
Conditionally Register Pesticide
Products Containing New Active
Ingredients

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces receip!
of applications to conditionally register
pesticide products containing active
ingredients not included in any
previously registered pesticide product
pursuant to the provisions of section
3(c)(4) of the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA),
as amended.

DATE: Comments by January 26, 1982.

ADDRESS: Written comments, identified
by the document control number [OPP-
C30210] and the file number, should be
submitted to: William Miller, Product
Manager (PM-16), Registration Division
(TS-767C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
St., SW., Washington, DC 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William Miller (PM-16), (703-557-2600).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA
received applications to conditionally
register the following pesticide products
containing active ingredients not
included in any previously registered
pesticide product in accordance with the

- o et tond
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provisions of section 3(c)(4) of FIFRA.
Notice of receipt of these applications
does not imply a decision by the Agency
on the applications.

Applications Received

1. File Symbol: 46693-E.

Applicant: Borregaard Industries Ltd., ¢c/o
International Pheromones Ltd., 21-24
Cockspur St., London, England. Agent:
Henley and Co., Inc., 750 3rd Ave., New York,
NY 10017,

Product name: Methyl Eugenol.

Active ingredient: Methyl eugenol 95%.

Proposed classification: Insecticide.
General use for formulation of methyl
eugenol malathion combinations.

2. File Symbol: 46693-L.

Applicant: Borregaard Industries Ltd.

Product name: Dorsalurmal/IPL Blocks.

Active ingredients: Methyl eugenol 62%;
malathion 19.1%.

Proposed classification: Insecticide. For
general use to control oriental fruit fly on
noncropland (rural and urban).

3. File Symbol: 46693-R.

Applicant: Borregaard Industries Ltd.

Product name: Dorsalurmal/IPL Tips.

Active ingredients: Methyl eugenol 62%;
malathion 19.1%.

Proposed classification: Insecticide.
General use to control oriental fruit fly on
cropland (fural).

4. File Symbol: 46693-U.

Applicant: Borregaard Industries Ltd.

Active Ingredients: Methy| eugenol 62%;
malathion 19.1%.

Proposed classification: Insecticide.
General use to control oriental fruit fly on
cropland (rural).

5, File Symbol: 46693-GC.

Applicant; Borregaard Industries Ltd.

Product name: Dorsalurmal/IPL Jel.

Aclive ingredients: Methyl eugenol 62%;
malathion 21%.
~ Proposed classification: Insecticide.
General use to control oriental fruit fly on
cropland and noncropland (urban and rural).

Notice of approval or denial of an
application to register a pesticide
product will be announced in the
Federal Register. Except for such
material protected by section 10 of
FIFRA, the test data and other scientific
information deemed relevant to the
registration decision may be made
available after approval under the
provisions of the Freedom of
Information Act, The procedure for
requesting such data will be given in the
Federal Register if an application is
approved.

Comments received within the
specified time period will be considered
before a final decision is made;
comments received after the time
specified will be considered only to the
extent possible without delaying
Processing of the application.

The label furnished by the applicant,
as well as all written comments filed
Pursuant to this notice, will be available
in the product manager's office between

8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except legal holidays. It is
suggested that persons interested in
reviewing the application file, telephone
the product manager's office to ensure
that the file is available on the date of
intended visit.
{Sec. 3(c)(4) of FIFRA, as amended)

Dated: January 12, 1982,
Douglas D. Campt,

Director, Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. B2-1831 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

[OPP-301078; PH-FRL-2036-4]

Roussel Corp,; Approval of Application
To Register a Pesticide Product
Containing New Active Ingredient

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: EPA has approved the
application by Roussel Corp. to register
the pesticide product Paraclox Slimicide
containing an active ingredient not
included in any previously registered
pesticide product pursuant to the
provisions of section 3(c)(4) of the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Arturo Castillo, Product Manager (PM)
32, Registration Division (TS-767C),
Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environment Protection Agency, CM#2
Rm. 303, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, VA 22202, (703-557-7170).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA
issued a notice published in the Federal
Register of March 1, 1976 (41 FR 8823)
that Roussel Corp., 155 E. 44th St., New
York, NY 10017, had submitted an
application to register the pesticide
product PIROR R80 Slimicide containing
15 percent of the active ingredient
paraclox (parahydroxy-2-
oxophenylacethy-droxymic acid
chloride).

The application was approved on
November 17, 1981 under the name
“Paraclox Slimicide.” The active
ingredient was redesignated as (V,4-
dihydroxy-alpha-oxobenzene-
ethanimidoy! chloride). The product was
assigned EPA registration No. 5086-11.

A copy of the approved label and the
list of data references used to support
regisfration are available for public
inspection in the office of the product
manager. The data and other scientific
information used to support registration,
except for the material specifically
protected by section 10 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide

Act (FIFRA), as amended (92 Stat. 819; 7
U.S.C. 138), will be available for public
inspection in accordance with section
3(c)(2) of FIFRA within 30 days after
registration date. Requests for data must
be made in accordance with the
provisions of the Freedom of
Information Act and must be addressed
to the Freedom of Information Office
(A-101), EPA, 401 M St.,, SW,,
Washington, D.C. 20460. Such requests
should: (1) identify the product name
and registration number and (2) specify
the data or information desired.
(Sec. 3(c)(2) FIFRA, as amended)

Dated: January 11, 1982.
Edwin L. Johnson,
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. 82-1830 Filod 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

[PH-FRL-2036-2; PF-254]
Certain Companies; Notice of Filing of
pesticide Petitions

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces that
certain companies have filed pesticide
petitions with the EPA proposing that
tolerances be established for certain
pesticide chemicals in or on certain raw
agricultural commodities.

ADDRESS: Written comments to the
product manager (PM) cited in each
petition at the address below:
Registration Division (TS-767C), Office
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460.

Written comments may be submitted
while the petitions are pending before
the agency. The comments are to be
identified by the document control
number “[PF-254]" and the specific
petition number. All written comments
filed in response to this notice will be
available for public inspection in the
product manager's office from 8:00 a.m.
to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except legal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
The product manager cited in each
specific petition at the telephone number
provided.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA
gives notice that the following pesticide
petitions have been submitted to the
agency proposing establishment of
tolerances for certain pesticide
chemicals in or on certain raw
agricultural commodities in accordance
with the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act. The analytical method for
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determining residues, where required, is
given in each petition.

PP 2F2607. The Upjohn Co., 7171
Portage Rd., Kalamazoo, M1 49001.
Proposes amending 40 CFR 180.200 by
establishing tolerances for the combined
residues of the fungicide 2,6-dichloro-4-
nitroaniline in or on peanuts at 0.5 part
per million (ppm); peanut hulls at 5.0
ppm; peanut hay (vines) at 50.0 ppm; fat,
meat, and meat byproducts of cattle,
goats, hogs; horses, and sheep at 0.06
ppm; and milk at 0.01 ppm. The
proposed analytical method for
determining residues is mass
spectrometry in combination with gas
chromatograpy. (PM 21, Henry M.
Jacoby, 703-557-1900).

PP 8E2100. Janssen R&D, Inc., 501
George St., New Brunswick, NJ 08903,
Proposes amending 40 CFR Part 180 by
establishing tolerances for the combined
residues of the fungicide 1-[2-(2,4-
dichlorophenyl)-2-(2-propenyloxy)ethyl]-
|H-imidazole and its metabolites a-(2,4-
dichlorophenyl)-1H-imidazole-1-ethanol
and 3((1-(2,4-dichlorophenyl-2-(1H-
imidazole-1-y1) ethoxy!))-1,2-propanediol
in or on bananas (whole) at 2.0 ppm of
which no more than 0.2 ppm is in the
edible pulp. The proposed analytical
method for determining residues is high-
pressure liquid chromatography with a
reverse phase system using an
ultraviolet detector. (PM 21, Henry M.
Jacoby, 703-557-1900).

PP 2F2608. American Cyanamid Co.,
P.O. Box 400, Princeton, NJ 08540.
Proposes amending 40 CFR 180.352 by
establishing a tolerance for the
combined residues of the insecticide
terbufos (S-[[(1,1-dimethylethyl)
thio]jmethyl] O,O-diethyl-
phosphorodithioate) and its
cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolites in
or.on the raw agricultural commodity
soybean grain at 0.05 ppm. The
proposed analytical method for
determining residues is a gas
chromatographic procedure equipped
with a flame photometric detector in the
phosphorus mode. (PM 18, William H.
Miller, 703-557-2600).

PP 2F2609. American Cyanamid Co.
Proposes amending 180.395 by
establishing tolerances for residues of
the insecticide tetrahydro-5,5-dimethyl-
2(1H)-pyrimidinone (3-[4-
(trifluoromethyl)phenyl]-1-(2-[4-
(trifluoromethyl)phenyl]-ethenyl)-2-
propenylidene)hydrazone in or on the
raw agriculture commodities pineapple
and sugarcane at 0.05 ppm. The
proposed analytical method for
determining residues is high pressure
liquid chromatography (HPLC) utilizing
an electron capture detector. (PM 15,
Georgia LaRocca, 703-557-2400).

(Sec. 408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512, (7 U.S.C. 136)
Dated: January 11, 1982.

Douglas D. Campt,

Director, Registration Division, Office of

Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 82-1832 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

National Industry Advisory Committee,
Domestic and International Common
Carrier Communications Services
Subcommittee; Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of Pub. L.
92-463, announcement is made of a
public meeting of the Domestic and
International Common Carrier
Communications Services Subcommittee
of the National Industry Advisory
Committee (NIAC) to be held
Wednesday, February 10, 1982. The
Subcommittee will meet in Commission
Meeting Room 8586, at the Federal
Communications Commission, 1919 M
Street, NW.. Washington, D.C. at 10:00
a.m.

Purpose: To consider emergency
communications matters.

Agenda: As follows:

Items: 1. Opening remarks by Chairman.

2. Establishment of a Mutual Aid system
for domestic communications common
carrier companies.

a. Report by satellite carriers of procedures
used in the event of a major satellite
failure by any cause.

b. Present and proposed safeguards to
protect facilities from terrorist activities.

c. Identification of requirements needed to
develop and implement a domestic
mutual aid system.

3. Subcommittee and NCS/FEMA report on
progress and actions necessary to
develop a survivable communications
network as stated in Presidential
Directive # 53.

a. On a voluntary basis by carriers.

b. On a reimbursable basis.

Note: All subcommittee members should
come prepared to comment regarding the
above on behalf of their companies,

4. Update of RP's certified by FCC.

5. Report by representatives of the
Broadcast Services Subcommittee
regarding problems associated with
reconfiguration of the National level
Emergency Broadcast System.

6. Other business.

7. Adjournment,

Any member of the general public
may attend or file a written statement
with the Committee either before or
after the meeting. Any member of the
public wishing to make an oral
statement must consult with the
Committee prior to the meeting. Those
desiring more specific information about
the meeting may telephone the

Emergency Communications Division,
FCC, (202) 632-7232.

The Commission's Advisory
Committee Management Officer has
reviewed this notice and agrees that the
desirability of holding this meeting on
the assigned date requires this notice be
given with less than the usual 15-day
advance.

William J. Tricarico,
ecretary, Federal Communications
Jommission,

[FR Doc. 82-2012 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

[Report Na, 1329]

Petitions for Reconsideration and
Applications for Review of Actions in
Rule Making Proceedings

January 21, 1982,

The following listings of petitions for
reconsideration and applications for
review filed in Commission rulemaking
proceedings is published pursuant to
CFR § 429(e). Oppositions to such
petitions for reconsideration and
applications for review must be filed
within 15 days after publication of this
Public Notice in the Federal Register.
Replies to an opposition must be filed
within 10 days after the time for filing
oppositions has expired.

Subject: Amendment of Section 64.702 of the
Commission's Rules and Regulations
(Second Computer Inquiry). (Docket No.
20828)

Filed by: Thomas J. O'Reilly, Attorney for
United States Independent Telephone
Association on 1-8-82. Thomas L. Jones,
Attorney for Continental Telephone
Corporation, James R. Hobson, Attorney
for GTE Service Corporation and John M.
Lothschuetz, Attorney for United
Telephone Systems, Inc., on 1-8-82

Subject: Amendment of Policies and
Procedures for Amending the FM Table of
Assignments, Section 73.202(b) of the
Commission's Rules (BC Docket No. 80-
130)

Filed by: Jonathan D. Blake & Jonathan L.
Wiener, Attorneys for Association of
Maximum Service Telecasters, Inc., on 1-7-
82

Subject: Amendment of Section 73.202(b)
Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast
Stations. (Natchitoches, Louisiana) (BC
Docket No, 81-436, RM-3772)

Filed by: Arthur Stambler, Attorney for
Natchitoches Broadcasting Company, Inc.
(KNOC/KDBH-FM) on 1-15-82.

-(Application for Review).

William ]. Tricarico,

Secretary, Federal Communications
Commission.

|FR Doc. 82-2013 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

[FEMA-651-DR]

California; Amendment to Notice of
Major Disaster Declaration

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency.

ACTION: Notice

SUMMARY: This notice amends the
Notice of a major disaster for the State
of California (FEMA-651-DR), dated
January 7, 1982, and related
determinations.
DATED: January 15, 1982
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sewall H. E. Johnson, Disaster
Assistance Programs, Federal
Emergency Management Agency,
Washington, D.C, 20472, (202) 287-0501.
Notice: The Notice of a major disaster
for the State of California dated January
7,1982, is hereby amended to include
the following areas among those areas
determined to have been adversely
affected by the catastrophe declared a
major disaster by the President in his
declaration of January 7, 1982:
Alameda County for Individual Assistance
and Public Assistance. \
San Joaquin and Santa Clara Counties for
Public Assistance only.
{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
83.300, Disaster Assistance)
Lee M. Thomas,
Associate Director, State and Local Programs
and Support, Federal Emergency
Manaogement Agency.
[FR Doc. 82-1986 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Docket No. 82-8]

Compliance With General Order 7,
gevlsed, Self-Policing; Order To Show
ause

Section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916,
(Act) (46 U.S.C. 814) requires the
disapproval of conference and
ratemaking agreements which are not
adequately self-policed. In 1963, the
Commission promulgated rules which
prescribed general reporting
requirements and directed conferences
and ratemaking groups to include in
their agreements a general description
of the methods used to police their
activities under these agreements (46
CFR 528 et seq.). Subsequent trade
investigations conducted by the
Commission over a ten-year period,
however, revealed that malpractices
remained a major problem in some
trades. Consequently, the Commission

determined that greater guidance should
be given to the industry concerning the
scope and type of self-policing required
to fulfill the obligations of conference
and ratemaking groups under the Act.

Accordingly, on February 23, 1973, the
Commission issued a notice of Proposed
Rulemaking to revise regulations
governing section 15 agreements and to
specifically amend those portions of
General Order 7 dealing with self-
policing systems.! This Proposed Rule
required: (1) conferences to engage a
policing body independent of the
conference; (2) policing bodies to inspect
conferences’ books and records; and (3)
availability of all self-policing records
for Commission inspection. After receipt
of comments, the Commission issued a
further notice of Proposed Rulemaking
on October 17, 1973 to amend the self-
policing regulations.? These
amendments basically proposed to
broaden the original reporting
requirements set forth in General Order
7.

After permitting interested parties an
opportunity to comment on these
proposed rules, the Commission
promulgated its “Final Rules” relating to
General Order 7 on April 28, 1978.3
However, the Commission subsequently
entertained nineteen petitions for
reconsideration. After evaluating these
petitions, the Commission issued its
“Reconsideration and Modification of
Final Rules” on September 14, 1978.* The
Commission denied petitioners’ Request
for Reconsideration of the September
Rules and affirmed these rules on
December 18, 1978.

General Order 7, revised (46 CFR 528),
was intended to establish minimum
standards for judging the adequacy of
self-policing activities, assist ocean
carriers in obtaining expeditious
approval of the self-policing aspects of
their section 15 agreements, provide the
Commission with access to reliable
information concerning the nature and
performance of self-policing systems,
and curtail rebating and other
malpractices by ocean carriers (46 CFR
528.0(a)). It requires that every section
15 ratemaking agreement filed with the
Commission contain provisions
establishing and describing a system for
self-policing its members, that these
provisions establish a policing authority
and an impartial “arbitrator” or
“adjudicator” and describe their
functions, and that the conferences be
prohibited from inserting provisions in
their Agreement which deny the

138 FR 4982 (1973),

238 FR 26,841 (1973).
%43 FR 18.175 (1978).
*43 FR 42,757 (1978).

Commission access to self-pelicing
records. (46 CFR Part 528)

Many conferences challenged these
revisions to General Order 7 on both
substantive and procedural grounds,
appealing to the United States Court of
Appeals, District of Columbia Circuit.
Their appeal challenged those
provisions of General Order 7 requiring
Agreement members to engage an
independent self-policing body, granting
self-policing entities certain
investigative authority, and prohibiting
Agreement members from denying the
Commission access to self-policing
records or documents. On September 11,
1980, the court upheld the Commission's
neutral body self-policing rules in 7rans-
Pacific Freight Conference of Japan/
Koreaa v. FMC, —F. 2d —, 15 SRR 775
(D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, — U.S. —,

May 20, 1981. The court stated that:

Commission regulations prescribing the
kind of self-policing body that the
conferences must employ, as well as dictating
to that body the procedures that must be
followed for investigating and adjudicating
breaches of conference agreements, the type
of reports that must be submitted to the
Commission, were not taken as a whole,
contrary to congressional intent that the
conferences engage in self-regulation. In view
of the widespread failure on the part of the
conferences to secure their members’
adherence to the obligations in the
conference agreements and to the Shipping
Act, the Commission was authorized to adopt
as a general rule more detailed and
comprehensive provisions concerning the
type and scope of the self-policing systems
that the Commission deemed necessary to
ensure that malpractices in the industry were
curtailed.

Since the date of this final decision,
the conferences listed in Appendix A
have taken no action whatsoever to
comply with the requirements of
General Order 7. Because section 15 of
the Shipping Act, 1916, requires the
disapproval of agreements which are not
adequately self-policed, it is therefore
necessary to institute formal
proceedings and require the conferences
listed in Appendix A to show cause why
their agreements should not be
disapproved for failure to comply with
the requirements of General Order 7.

Therefore, it is ordered, That pursuant
to sections 15 and 22 of the Shipping
Act, 1916, the Respondents listed in
Appendix A, and their member lines, are
ordered to show cause why their
Agreements should not be disapproved
for failure to comply with General Order
7 (46 CFR Part 528);

It is further ordered, That in
accordance with Rule 42 of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (46 CFR 502.42), the Bureau of
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Hearings and Field Operations shall be
a party to this proceeding;

It is further ordered, That this
proceeding shall be limited to the
submission of affidavits of fact and
memoranda of law and replies thereto
pursuant to the following schedule:

By the close of business March 10,
1982, affidavits of fact and memoranda
of law shall be filed by Respondents and
served upon all parties.

By the close of business April 9, 1982,
reply affidavits and memoranda shall be
filed by the Commission’s Bureau of
Hearings and Field Operations and
served upon all parties.

By the close of business April 16, 1982,
all parties must file requests for
evidentiary hearing and/or discovery, if
desired, which requests must be
accompanied by a statement setting
forth in detail the facts to be proven or
developed, their relevance to the issues
in this proceeding and why such proof
cannot be submitted through further
affidavit.

Oral argument will be scheduled at a
later date if requested and/or deemed
necessary by the Commission.

It is further ordered, That notice of
this Order be published in the Federal
Register and that a copy thereof be
served upon Respondents;

It is further ordered, That persons
other than those already parties to this
proceeding who desire to become
parties to this proceeding and to
participate therein shall file a petition to
intervene pursuant to Rule 72 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (46 CFR 502.72) no later than
close of business February 19, 1982.

It is further ordered, That persons
permitted to intervene in support of
Respondents’ position shall conform to
the filing schedule assigned to
Respondents; and, that persons
permitted to intervene in opposition to
Respondents' position shall conform to
the filing schedule assigned to the
Commission's Bureau of Hearings and
Field Operations.

It is further ordered, That all
documents submitted by any party of
record in this proceeding shall be
directed to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, in an original and fifteen copies
as well as being mailed directly to all
other parties of record.

By the Commission.
Francis C. Hurney,
Secretary.

Appendix A

International Household Goods Rate
Agreement (No. 8470), Household Goods
Carriers' Bureau, Agent, Francis L. Wyche,

Executive Secretary, 2425 Wilson
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22201

U.S. Hawaii/Puerto Rico/Guam Household
Goods Rate Agreement (No. 8480),
Household Goods Carriers' Bureau, Agent,
Francis L. Wyche, Executive Secretary,
2425 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia
22201

U.S. Alaska Household Goods Rate
Agreement (No. 8490), Household Goods
Carriers' Bureau, Agent, Francis L. Wyche,
Executive Secretary, 2425 Wilson
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22201

Pacific India Rate Agreement (No. 8760), H.
P. Blok, Secretary, 417 Montgomery Street,
San Francisco, California 94104

Pacific India Rate Agreement (No. 9247), H.
P. Blok, Secretary, 417 Montgomery Street,
San Francisco, California 94104

[FR Doc. 82-1965 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License Applicants

Notice is hereby given that the
following applicants have filed with the
Federal Maritime Commission
applications for licenses as independent
ocean freight forwarders pursuant to
section 44(a) of the Shipping Act, 1916
(75 Stat. 522 and 46 U.S.C. 841(c)).

Persons knowing of any reason why
any of the following applicants should
not receive a license are requested to
communicate with the Director, Bureau
of Certification and Licensing, Federal

Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.

20573.

James Robert McDermott, P.O. Box 2871,
El Cajon, CA 92021 :

Logistics International, Inc., 8508 Cedar
Street, Silver Spring, MD 20910,
Officers: Quang Luong Phan,
President, Arnold Davidson,
Secretary/Treasurer, David Mayer,
Director

Mighal International, Inc., 223 Sunshine
Drive, Pacifica, CA 94044, Officers:
Miguel W. Heras, President/Director,
Halford M. Kekuewa, Executive Vice
President/Director, Fiordelis B.
Kekuewa, Secretary, Rosalinda S.
Sapinoso, Treasurer, Lee Ann K.
Certeza, Assistant Treasurer, Brian K.
Shih, Director/Vice President of
Administration.

By the Federal Maritime Commission.
Dated: January 22, 1982,

Francis C. Hurney,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-2016 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

[Independent Ocean Freight License No.
221])

Intercontinental Transport; Order of
Revocation

On January 8, 1982, Intercontinental
Transport, 1650 Pacific Coast Highway,
P.O. Box 65, Redondo Beach, CA 80277
requested the Commission to revoke its
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 221.

Therefore, by virtue of authority
vested in me by the Federal Maritime
Commission as set forth in Manual of
Orders, Commission Order No. 1
(revised), § 10.01(e) dated November 12,
1981;

It is ordered, that Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License No. 221
issued to Intercontinental Transport, be
revoked effective January 8, 1982
without prejudice to reapplication for a
license in the future.

It is further ordered, that Independent
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No.
221 issued to Intercontinental Transport
be returned to the Commission for
cancellation.

It is further ordered, that a copy of
this Order be published in the Federal
Register and served upon
Intercontinental Transport.

Albert J. Klingel, Jr.,

Director Bureau of Certification and
Licensing.

{FR Doc. 82-2015 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 2191]

R. P. C. Shipping Co.; Order of
Revocation

On January 21, 1982, R. P. C, Shipping
Company, 2401 N.W. 33rd Avenue,
Miami, FL 33142 requested the
Commission to revoke its Independent
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No.
2191.

Therefore, by virtue of authority
vested in me by the Federal Maritime
Commission as set forth in Manual of
Orders, Commission Order No. 1
(revised), § 10.01(e) dated November 12,
1981;

It is ordered, that Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License No. 2191
issued to R. P. C. Shipping Company, be
rovoked effective January 21, 1982.

It is further ordered, that Independent
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No.
2191 issued to R. P. C. Shipping
Company be returned to the
Commission for cancellation.

It is further ordered, that a copy of
this Order be published in the Federal
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Register and served upon R. P. C.
Shipping Company.

Albert J. Klingel, Jr.,

Director, Bureau of Certification and
Licensing.

[FR Dot. 82-2018 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 1870-R])

Sea Cargo, Inc.; Order of Revocation

On January 15, 1982, Sea Cargo, Inc.,
4302 East St. Joseph Way, Phoenix, AZ
85018 surrendered its Independent
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No.
1870-R for revocation.

Therefore, by virtue of authority
vested in me by the Federal Maritime
Commission as set forth in Manual of
Orders, Commission Order No. 1
(revised), § 10.01(e) dated November 12,
1981;

It is ordered, that Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License No. 1870-R
issued to Sea Cargo, Inc. be revoked
effective January 15, 1982, without
prejudice to reapplication for a license
in the future.

It is further ordered, that a copy of
this Order be published in the Federal
Register and served upon Sea Cargo,
Inc.

Albert J. Klingel, Jr.,

Director, Bureau of Certification and
Licensing.

|FR Doc. 82-2017 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 2236]

Mary Y. Upton, d.b.a. Houston
Expeditors; Order of Revocation

Section 44(c}, Shipping Act, 1916,
provides that no independent ocean
freight forwarder license shall remain in
force unless a valid bond is in effect and
on file with the Commission. Rule
510.15(d) of Federal Maritime
Commission General Order 4 further
provides that a license shall be
aulomatically revoked for failure of a

licensee to maintain a valid bond on file.

The bond issued in favor of Mary Y.
Upton d.b.a. Houston Expeditors, 8144
Niles, Houston, TX 77017 was cancelled
effective January 15, 1982.

By letter dated December 21, 1981,
Mary Y. Upton d.b.a. Houston
Expeditors was advised by the Federal
Marilime Commission that Independent
Ocean Freight Forarder License No. 2236
would be automatically revoked unless
a valid surety bond was filed with the
Commission.

Mary Y. Upton d.b.a. Houston ~
Expeditors has failed to furnish a valid
bond.

By virtue of authority vested in me by
the Federal Maritime Commission as set
forth in Manual of Orders, Commission
Order No. 1 (revised), section 10.01(f)
dated November 12, 1981;

Notice is hereby given, that
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 2236 be and is hereby
revoked effective January 15, 1982.

It is ordered, that Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License No. 2236
issued to Mary Y. Upton d.b.a. Houston
Expeditors be returned to the
Commission for cancellation.

It is further ordered, that a copy of
this Order be published in the Federal
Register and served upon Mary Y. Upton
d.b.a. Houston Expeditors.

Albert J. Klingel, Jr.,

Director, Bureau of Certification and
Licensing.

|FR Doc. 82-2014 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 2033]

W. F. Whelan & Co.; Order of
Revocation

Section 44(c), Shipping Act, 1916,
provides that no independent ocean
freight forwarder license shall remain in
force unless a valid bond is in effect and
on file with the Commission. Rule
510.15(d) of Federal Maritime
Commission General Order 4 further
provides that a license shall be
automatically revoked for failure of a
licensee to maintain a valid bond on file.

The bond issued in favor of W. F.
Whelan & Co., P.O. Box 484222
International Terminal, Room 241,
Metropolitan Airport, Detroit, MI 48242
was cancelled effective January 15, 1982.

By letter dated December 21, 1981,

W. F. Whelan & Co. was advised by the
Federal Maritime Commission that
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 2033 would be automatically
revoked unless a valid surety bond was
filed with the Commission.

W. F. Whelan & Co. has failed to
furnish a valid bond.

By virtue of authority vested in me by
the Federal Maritime Commission as set
forth in Manual of Orders, Commission
Order No. 1 (revised), § 10.01(f) dated
November 12, 1981;

Notice is hereby given, that
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License No. 2033 be and is hereby
revoked effective January 15, 1982.

It is ordered, that Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License No. 2033
issued to W. F. Whelan & Co. be

returned to the Commission for
cancellation.

It is further ordered, that a copy of
this Order be published in the Federal
Register and served upon W, F Whelan
& Co,

Albert |. Klingel Jr.,

Director, Bureau of Certification & Licensing.
|FR Doc. 82-200 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

BSD Bancorp, Inc.; Acquisition of Bank

BSD Bancorp, Inc., San Diego,
California, has applied for the-Board's
approval under section 3(a)(3) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 percent of the
voting shares of the successor by merger
to American Valley Bank, El Cajon,
California. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors ar
at the Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank to be received not later than
February 12, 1882. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
{FR Doc. 82-2163 Piled 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Buffalo Bancorporation, Inc.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Buffalo Bancorporation, Inc., Buffalo,
South Dakota, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(1) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 67
percent or more of the voling shares of
First State Bank, Buffalo, South Dakota.
The factors that are considered in acting
on the application are set forth in
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)). 3

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis. Any person wishing to
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comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank, to be received not later than
February 19, 1982. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82~2178 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Carolina BanCorp, Inc.; Acjuisition of
Bank

Carolina BanCorp, Inc., Sanford,
North Carolina, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(3) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 percent
of the voting shares of the successor by
merger to Bank of Alamance, Graham,
North Carolina. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Richmond. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank, to be received not later than
February 19, 1982. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing,

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982,

Theodore E. Downing, |r.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2179 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Central Bancorporation; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Central Bancorporation, Wichita,
Kansas, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of CENAR Corporation,
Wichita, Kansas, thereby indirectly
acquiring 90 percent of the voting shares
of Central Bank and Trust Company,

Wichita, Kansas. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, January 22, 1982.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 82-2164 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Central Bancorporation, Inc., Central
Colorado Co., C.C.B., Inc.; Acquisition
of Bank

Central Bancorporation, Inc., Central
Colorado Company, and C.C.B., Inc,, all
located in Denver, Colorado, have
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3(a)(3) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to
acquire 100 percent of the voting shares
of Central Bank of Chapel Hills, N.A.,
Colorado Springs, Colorado, a proposed
new bank. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would nbt suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Covernors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 82-2165 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Central Counties Bancorp, Inc.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Central Counties Bancorp, Inc., State
College, Pennsylvania, has applied for
the Board's approval under section
3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding Company
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a
bank holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares of Central
Counties Bank, State College,
Pennsylvania. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Philadelphia. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank, to be received not later than
February 16, 1982. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in disptite and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1882.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2180 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

First Alsip Bancorp, Inc.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

First Alsip Bancorp, Inc., Alsip,
Illinois, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 80.0 percent or
more of the voting shares of First State
Bank of Alsip, Alsip, lllinois. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3(c)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). :

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
writing to the Reserve Bank to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.
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Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2166 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

First Bancorp of Belleville, Inc.;
Acquisition of Bank

First Bancorp of Belleville, Inc,,
Belleville, Illinois, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(5) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(5)) to merge with First
United Bancshares, Inc., Belleville,
Illinois. The factors that are considered
in acting on the application are set forth
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982, Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.,
|FR Doc. 82-2167 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

First Massachusetts Management
Corp.; Formation of Bank Holding
Company

First Massachusetts Management
Corporation, Boston, Massachusetts, has
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to
become a bank holding company by
acquiring 80 percent or more of the
voting shares of First Massachusetts
Financial Corporation, Boston,
Massachusetts. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, D.C. 20551 to be
received no later than February 19, 1982.

Any comment on an application that
requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2182 Filed 1-26-82 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

First Texas Financial Corp.; Formation
of Bank Holding Company

First Texas Financial Corporation,
Dallas, Texas, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(1) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 80 per-
cent or more of the voting shares of First
Texas Bank, Dallas, Texas. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3(c)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982,

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2168 Filed 1-26-82; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

F&M Financial Services Corp.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

F&M Financial Services Corporation,
Menomonee Falls, Wisconsin, has
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to
become a bank holding company by
acquiring 80 percent or more of the
voting shares of Farmers & Merchants
Bank, Menomonee Falls, Wisconsin. The
factors that are considered in acting on
the application are set forth in section
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 17,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982,

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2181 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Fulton Bancshares, Inc.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Fulton Bancshares, Inc. Alpharetta,
Georgia, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 80 percent or
more of the voling shares of Fulton
County Bank, Alpharetta, Georgia, The
factors that are considered in acting on
the application are set forth in section
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a writlen presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2169 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

GRP, Inc.; Acquisition of Bank

GRP, Inc., Atlanta, Georgia, has
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3(a)(3) of the Bank Holding .
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to
acquire 100 percent (less directors’
qualifying shares) of the voting shares of
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The National Bank of Georgia, Atlanta,
Georgia; First Commercial Bank, Buford,
Georgia; and Clayton County Bank,
Riverdale, Georgia. The factors that are
considered in acting on the applications
are sel forth in section 3{c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The applications may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta,
Any person wishing to comment on the
applications should submit views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2170 Riled 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING TODE 6210-01-M

Island American Bancshares, Inc.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Island American Bancshares, Inc.,
Galveston, Texas, has applied for the
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares of American
Bank, Galveston, Texas. The factors that
are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3(c)
of the Act {12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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
applications should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982, Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing,

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. B2-2171 Filed 1-26~82: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Keene Bancorp, Inc.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Keene Bancorp, Inc., Keene, Texas,
has applied for the Board's approval
under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 80 percent or
more of the voting shares of First State
Bank, Keene, Texas. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3{c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System. January 22, 1982,

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2172 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8210-01-M

Lyon County State Bancshares, Inc.}
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Lyon County State Bancshares, Inc.,
Emporia, Kansas, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 8(a)(1) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 80
percent or more of the voting shares of
The Lyon County State Bank, Emporia,
Kansas. The factors that are considered
in acting on the application are set forth
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982,
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. B2-2173 Filed 1-26-82; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Maryland National Corp.; Acquisition
of Bank

Maryland National Corporation,
Baltimore, Maryland, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3{a)(3) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. #42(a)(3)) to acquire 100 percent
of the voting shares of Central Atlantic
Bank, National Association, Newark,
Delaware, a de novo bank. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3{c)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Richmond. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Secretary,
Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, Washington, D.C.
20551, to be received not later than
February 12, 1982. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. #82-2174 Filed 1-26-82; B:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Minnehaha Bancshares, Inc.;
Acquisition of Bank

Minnehaha Bancshares, Inc. Sioux
Falls, South Dakota, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(3) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 84 percent
or more of the voting shares of Farmers
State Bank, Flandreau, South Dakota.
The factors that are considered in acting
on the application are set forth in
section 3(c) of the Act [12LU.S.C.
1842(c)). .

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank, to be received not later than
February 12, 1982. Any comment on an
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application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2175 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Merchants Bancorp, Inc.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Merchants Bancorp, Inc., Aurora,
Illinois, has applied for the Board’s
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of the successor by merger
to The Merchants National Bank of
Aurora, Aurora, lllinois. The factors that
are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3(c)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982, Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. 82-2183 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

National Bancshares Corporation of -
Texas; Acquisition of Bank

National Bancshares Corporation of
Texas, San Antonio, Texas, has applied
for the Board’s approval under Section
3(a)(3) of the Bank Holding Company
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100
percent of the voting shares of First
State Bank, of Corpus Christi, Corpus
Christi, Texas, and substantially all of
the assets of Corpus Christi,
Bankshares, Inc., Corpus Christi, Texas.
The factors that are considered in acting
on the application are set forth in

Section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

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
applicafion should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 19,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2184 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Pan American Banks, Inc.; Acquisition
of Bank

Pan American Banks Inc., Miami,
Florida, has applied for the Board’s
approval under section 3(a)(3) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(3)) to acquire 66 per cent or more
of the voting shares of People American
National Bank of North Miami, North
Miami, Florida; Peoples Downtown
National Bank, Miami, Florida; Peoples
First National Bank of Miami Shores,
Miami Shores, Florida; Peoples First
National Bank of North Miami Beach,
North Miami Beach, Florida; Peoples
Hialeah National Bank, Hialeah, Florida;
Peoples Liberty National Bank of North
Miami, North Miami, Florida; and
Peoples National Bank of Commerce,
Miami, Florida. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1982,
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2176 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Peoples Capital Corp; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Peoples Capital Corporation, Union,
Mississippi, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of Peoples Bank of
Mississippi, N.A., Union, Mississippi.
The factors that are considered in acting
on the application are set forth in
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 17,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982,

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
{FR Doc. 82-2185 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Quad Cities First Co.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Quad Cities First Company, Rock
Island, Illinois, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(1) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares, less
directors’ qualifying shares, of the
successor by merger to First National
Bank of the Quad Cities, Rock Island,
Illinois. The factors that are considered
in acting on the applications are set
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The applications 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
applications should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
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received not later than February 19,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982,
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2186Filed 1-26-62; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Texas American Bancshares, Inc;;
Acquisition of Bank

Texas American Bancshares, Inc., Fort
Worth, Texas, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a)(3) of
the BanK Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 percent
of the voting shares of First National
Bank in Breckenridge, Breckenridge,
Texas. The factors that are considered
in acting on the application are set forth
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

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
writing to the Secretary, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be
received not later than February 12,
1982, Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 22, 1962. i
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,

Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. B2-2177 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Trabanc; Formation of Bank Holding
Company

Trabanc, Salt Lake City, Utah, has
applied for the Board's approval under
section 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to
become a bank holding company by
acquiring 100 percent of the voting
shares of Tracy Collins Bank & Trust,
Salt Lake City, Utah. The factors that
are considered in acting on the

application are set forth in section 3{c)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Secretary,
Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 20551
to be received not later than February
18, 1982. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
{FR Doc. 82-2187 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Union Colony Bancorp.; Formation of
Bank Holding Company

Union Colony Bancorp., Greeley,
Colorado, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 80 percent or
more of the voting shares of Union
Colony Bank, Greeley, Colorado. The
factors that are considered in acting on
the application are set forth in section
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 11,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc.82-2186 Filed 1-26-82:8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Wabanc, Inc.; Formation of Bank
Holding Company

Wabangc, Inc., Wabash, Indiana, has
applied for the Board's approval under

section 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to
become a bank holding company by
acquiring 100 percent of the voting
shares of the guccessor by merger to The
First National Bank of Wabash,
Wabash, Indiana. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

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
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 19,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the F ederal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.of the Board.

[FR Doc. 82-2189 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Wabash Valley Bancorporation, Inc.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Wabash Valley Bancorporation, Inc.,
Peru, Indiana, has applied for the
Board's approval under Section 3(a)(1)
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company by acquiring 100 per
cent of the voting shares of Wabash
Valley Bank and Trust Company, Peru,
Indiana. The factors that are considered
in acting on the application are set forth
in Section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C,
1842(c)).

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
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be
received not later than February 17,
1982. Any comment on an application
that requests a hearing must include a
statement of why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute and summarizing
the evidence that would be presented at
a hearing.
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Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-2100 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Welis-Foster Bankshares, Inc.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Wells-Foster Bankshares, Inc,,
Carrington, North Dakota, has applied
for the Board's approval under section
3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding Company
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a
bank holding company by acquiring
97.75 percent or more of the voting
shares of Farmers State Bank,
Carrington, North Dakota. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in section 3(c)
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
Bank, to be received not later than
February 19, 1982. Any comment on an
application that requests a hearing must
include a statement of why a written
presentation would not suffice in lieu of
a hearing, identifying specifically any
questions of fact that are in dispute and
summarizing the evidence that would be
presented at a hearing,

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 20, 1982.

Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.
|FR Doc. B2-2191 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

—_— - S—

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental
Health Administration

Rape Prevention and Control Advisory
Committee; Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. Appendix I), announcement is
made of the following national advisory
body scheduled to assemble during the
month of February 1982. ’

Rape Prevention and Control Advisory
Committee

February 24; 9:00 a.m.—Open—Conference
Room F

February 25; 9:00 a.m.—Open—Conference
Reoom L

5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland
(Parklawn Building)

Contact: Mary Lystad, Ph.D., Executive
Secretary, Room 15-99, Parklawn Building,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857,
(301) 443-1910

Purpose: The Rape Prevention and
Control Advisory Committee advises the
Secretary of Health and Human
Services, the Administrator, Alcehol,
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration, and the Director,
National Institute of Mental Health,
through the National Center for the
Prevention and Control of Rape
(NCPCR), on matters regarding the
needs and concerns associated with
rape in the United States and makes
recommendations pertaining to
activities to be undertaken by the
Department to address the problems of
rape.

Agenda: The entire meeting will be
open to the public. The Committee will
report on research, training, and
prevention activities, the fiscal year 1982

.and 1983 budgets, as well as an in-house

project focusing on exemplary rape
crisis centers. The Committee will report
on recent research on sexual abuse in
the family, rape of adolescents, and
research on sexual abuse, the law and
the criminal justice system.

Substantive information may be
obtained from the contact person listed
above. Mrs. Helen Garrett, Committee
Management Officer, NIMH, Room 9-95,
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, Md. 20857, telephone (301)
443-4333, will furnish upon request
summaries of the meeting and rosters of
the Committee members.

Dated: January 21, 1982,
Elizabeth A. Connolly,

Committee Management Officer, Alcohol,
Drub Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration.

[FR Doc. 82-1964 Filed 1-26-82 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-20-M

Office of Human Development
Services

[Program Announcement No. HDS-82-3]

Discretionary Funds Programs

AGENCY: Office of Human Development
Services, HHS.

SUBJECT: Extension closing date for
submitting applications under Program
Announcement Number 82-1.
SUMMARY: The Office of Human
Development Services (HDS) including
the Administration for Children, Youth
and Families (ACYF), Administration or
Developmental Disabilities (ADD),
Administration on Aging (AcA),
Administration for Native Americans
(ANA), Office of Policy Development

(OPD), and the Office of Policy
Coordination and Review (OPCR)
announced November 16, 1981, 46 FR
56364 that competing preapplications
would be accepted for new research,
demonstration, evaluation and training
and technology transfer grants and
cooperative agreements authorized by
its multiple discretionary funding
program legislation. This announcement
extends the closing date of the
November 16 announcement.

DATE: January 27, 1982.

As a result of national adverse
weather conditions, the closing date for
submission of preapplications is
extended to January 22, 1982. Conditions
for meeting the closing date remain as
stated in the November 16
announcement and the supplemental
announcement published in the Federal
Register on January 13, 1982.

Dated: January 21, 1982.
Dorcas R. Hardy,

Assistant Secretary for Human Development
Services.

[FR Doc. 82-1967 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4130-01-M

[Program Announcement No. HDS-82-4)

Discretionary Funds Programs

AGENCY: Office of Human Development
Services, HHS.

SuBJECT: Extension closing date for
submitting applications under Program
Announcement Number 13612-822,

SUMMARY: The Administration for
Native Americans (ANA) in the Office
of Human Development Services
(OHDS) announced November 12, 1981,
46 FR 55779, that funds were available
for Native American Projects. This
announcement extends the closing date
of the November 12th announcement.

DATE: January 27, 1882.

As a result of national adverse
weather conditions, the closing date for
submission of applications is extended
to January 22, 1982. Conditions for
meeting the closing date remain as
stated in the November 12
announcement,

Dated: January 21, 1982.

Dorcas R, Hardy,

Assistant Secretary for Human Development
Services.

|FR Doc. 82-1988 Filed 1-26-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4130-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Irrigation Operation and Maintenance
Charges; Water Charges and Related
Information on the Blackfeet Irrigation
Project, Montana

This notice of operation and
maintenance rates and related
information is published under the
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Assistant Secretary—
Indian Affairs in 230 DMI and
redelegated by the Assistant
Secretary—Indian Affairs to the Area
Directors in 10 BIAM 3. The authority to
issue regulations is vested in the
Secretary of the Interior by U.S.C. 301
and Sections 463 and 465 of the Revised
Statutes (25 U.S.C. 2 and 9), and also
under 25 CFR 191.1(e).

Pursuant to final rule published on
June 14, 1977, in 42 FR 30361, this notice
sets forth changes to the operation and
maintenance charges and related
information applicable on all lands in
the Blackfeet Irrigation Project. These
charges were proposed pursuant to the
authority contained in the Acts of
August 1, 1914, and March 7, 1928 (38
Stat. 583, 25 U.S.C. 385; 45 Stat. 210, 25
U.S.C. 387).

Interested persons were given 30 days
in which to submit written comments,
views or arguments regarding the
proposed rates and related provisions.
Fourteen writtten comments were
received during the 30-day comment
period. All comments received opposed
the 100% increase as previously
projected. Through the necessity of
negotiation a $2.00 raise was obtained.

In compliance with the above, the
operation and maintenance charges for
the lands under the Blackfeet Irrigation
Project, Montana for the calendar year
1982 and subsequent years until further
notice, are hereby fixed at $6.00 per acre
for the assessable area under the
constructed works on all irrigable lands
within Designated Boundaries of the
Blackfeet Irrigation Project.

221-131. Excess Water Assessment.
Additional water, when available, may
be delivered upon request at the rate of
$3.33 per acre foot or fraction thereof.

Dated: January 11, 1962.

M. A. Fairbanks,
Superintendent, Blackfeet Agency.

|FR Doc. B2-2020 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

Bureau of Land Management
[W-71209]

Realty Action Sale of Public Lands in
Park County, Wyoming

January 18, 1982,

The following described lands have
been determined to be suitable for
disposal by sale pursuant to section 203
of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976, 43 U.S.C. 1713,
atmo less than the fair market value.

Sixth Prinicipal Meridian, Wyoming
T.52N.,R. 104 W,,

Sec. 18, Lot 49.

Containing 0.4 acres,

The land is to be sold
noncompetitively to Lee and Charlotte
Waurst. The purpose of this sale is to
resolve a longstanding occupancy
trespass. The terms and conditions
applicable to the sale are:

1. A reservation to the United States
of the right to construct ditiches or
canals pursuant to the Act of August 30,
1890, 43 U.S.C. 945;

2. All mineral deposits in the lands so
patented; and to it, or persons
authorized by it, the right to prospect,
mine, and remove such deposits from
the same under applicable law and such
regulations as the Secretary of the
Interior may prescribe;

3. Subject to those rights of A. G.
Andrikopolous, his successors and
assigns under oil and gas lease W-69459
issued February 1, 1980, pursuant to the
Act of February 25, 1920 (30 U.S.C. 181,
et seq.).

Detailed information concerning the
sale is available for review at the
Bureau of Land Management, Worland
District Office, 1700 Robertson Avenue,
P.O. Box 119, Worland, Wyoming 82401.

On or before March 4, 1982, interested
parties may submit comments to the
State Director, Bureau of Land
Management, P.O. Box 1828, Cheyenne,
Wyoming 82001, Any adverse comments
will be evaluated by the State Director
who may vacate or modify this realty
action and issue a final determination.
In the absence of any action by the State
Director, this realty action will become a
final determination of the Department of
the Interior.

Harold G. Stinchcomb,

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals
Operations.

[FR Doc. 82-1963 Filed 1-26-82: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[AA-6653-A, AA-6653-B]

On September 4 and November 7,
1974, Chitina Native Corporation for the

Native village of Chitina filed selection
applications AA-6653-A and AA-6653—
B respectively, under the provisions of
Sec. 12 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 (43
"U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (1976)) (ANCSA), for
the surface estate of certain lands in the
vicinity of Chitina, Alaska.

As to the lands described below, the
applications, as amended, are properly
filed and meet the requirements of the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
and of the regulations issued pursuant
thereto. These lands do not include any
lawful entry perfected under or being
maintained in compliance with laws
leading to acquisition of title.

In view of the foregoing, the surface
estate of the following described lands,
selected pursuant to Sec. 12(a) of
ANCSA, aggregating approximately
103,995 acres, is considered proper for
aquisition by Chitina Native
Corporation and is hereby approved for
conveyance pursuant to Sec. 14(a) of
ANCSA:

U.S. Survey No. 1506, Alaska, situated
approximately 2 miles north of Chitina,
on the Edgerton Highway.

Containing 160 acres.

U.S. Survey No. 1875, Indian Cemetery,
situated on the Richardson Highway,
approximately one-half mile north of
Chitina, Alaska.

Containing .025 acre.

U.S. Survey No. 3579, Alaska, Lot 17, situated
along the Edgerton Highway between
mile 23 and 28 from Chitina, Alaska.

Containing 80.20 acres.

U.S. Survey No. 4977, Alaska, Lots 6, 14, 23,
25 and 37, situated along the Edgerton
Highway between mile 18 and mile 24
from Chitina, Alaska.

Containing 605.10 acres.

Mineral Survey No. 905, Alaska, known as
the Empire, Lizzie and Republic lode
claims, in the Chitina (formerly Valdez)
Mining District of Alaska.

Containing 34.189 acres.

Copper River Meridian, Alaska

T. 2 S.. R. 3 E. (Partially Surveyed)

Sec. 1, Lots 1 to 6, inclusive, S%2NW ¥,
SW Y4, W¥SEY;

Sec. 2, Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S¥aN ¥z, S¥%:

Sec. 3, Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, 8%N%, S¥a:

Sec. 4, Lots 