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r THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Volume 40 ■ Number 26 

Pages 5493-5737 

PART I 

HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 
This listing does not affect the legal status 
of any document published in this issue. Detailed 
table of contents appears inside. 

SPECIAL UNEMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE—Labor/Man¬ 
power Administration regulation regarding compensa¬ 
tion for individuals not covered under established laws; 
effective 2-6-75. 5502 

Labor/Manpower Administration regulation extending 
benefits for individuals covered by established compen¬ 
sation programs; effective 2-6-75 .- 5498 

INCOME TAX—Treasury/iRS proposes regulations to 
exempt individual and group insurance contract plans 
from minimum funding standards; comments by 
3-10-75  .- 5535 

SOCIAL SECURITY COVERAGE—HEW proposes to exclude 
certain Farm Rental Income received by Landowners 
and Tenants; comments by 3-10-75. 5540 

DISASTER AID—HUD/FDAA imposes application dead¬ 
line for Governors of affected States; effective 2-5-75- 5507 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION—Workshop on Institu¬ 
tional Problems of Electric Facility Siting, 2-27 and 
2-28-75 .__ 5571 

• (Continued inside) 

PART n: 

COMMUNICABLE DISEASES—HEW/FDA end PHS 
recodifies regulations concerning quarantine 
control and interstate conveyance sanitation (2 
documents); effective 2-6-75__ 5619 

PART III: 

SPECIAL MESSAGE TO CONGRESS—Budget defer¬ 
rals and rescissions for fiscal year 1975_ 5629 



reminders 
(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 

significance. Since this list Is Intended as a reminder, It does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 

Rules Going Into Effect Today 
This list Includes only rules that were 

published in the Federal Register after 
October 1, 1972. 

CAB—Reporting data on freight loss and 
damage. 1039; 1-6-75 

Consumer Product Safety Commission— / 
Test methods for simulating use and 
abuse of toys, games, and other articles 
intended for use by children.... 1480; 

1-7-75 
DOT/CG—Anchorage regulations; Guam. 

1017; 1-6-75 
List of Public Laws 

NOTE: No acts approved by the Presi¬ 
dent were received by the Office of the 
Federal Register for inclusion in today’s 
LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS. 

ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5284. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 
To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022. 

Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 600, as amended; 44 U.S.C., 
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U5. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 

The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. 

The Federal Register will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $45 per year, payable 
in advance. The charge for Individual copies Is 75 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. 
D.C. 20402. 

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the Federal Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 

MEETINGS— 
EPA: Advisory Council on National Drinking Water, 2-26 

and 2-27—75..,...... 5562 
National Endowment for the Humanities: National 

Council on the Humanities Advisory Committee, 
2-27 and 2-28-75.   5570 

National Science Foundation: Advisory Panel for Anthro¬ 
pology, 2-27 and 2-28-75.   5571 

Labor/OSHA: National Advisory Committee on Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health, 2-20 and 2-21-75_ 5574 

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Business Research Ad¬ 
visory Council, 2-26-75...... 5573 

FEA: Coal Industry Advisory Committee, 2-25-75. 5562 
DOT/FRA: Railroad Accident-Incident Reporting, 2-10 

and 2-13-75. 5555 

Commerce/DIBA: Computer Peripherals, Components 
and Related Test Equipment Technical Advisory 
Committee, 2-20-75.  5547 

Electronic Instrumentation Technical Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, 2-25-75... 5547 

CRC/State Advisory Committees: 

Arkansas, 2-22-75 ..... 5574 

District of Columbia, 2-25-75_   5574 

Montana, 2-22-75.   5574 

Pennsylvania, 2-28-75_    5575 

Rhode Island, 3-4-75_  5575 

Texas (2 documents), 2—23, 3-1, and 3-2-75. 5575 

HEW/NIH: Tumor Registry Workshop, 3-14-75. 5554 

Citizens’ Advisory Committee on Environmental Quality, 

2-14-75 . 5556 

CANCELLED MEETINGS— 

CRC/State Advisory Committees: 

Texas, 2-6 and 2-9-75.    5575 

contents 
THE PRESIDENT 

\ Message to Congress 
[ Summary of budget rescissions 

and deferrals_ 5629 

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 
Limitation of handling: 

Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz. 
and Calif_ 5531 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 
See also Agricultural Marketing 

Service; Farmers Home Admin- 
isration; Forest Service; Soil 
Conservation Service. 

Notices 
Hog Cholera Eradication, Advisory 

Committee; establishment_ 5547 

CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Notices 
Meeting_ 5556 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 

American Airlines, Inc., et al_ 5556 
Charter authority of Canadian 

Foreign Air Carriers_ 6561 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 
Notices 
Meetings, State advisory commit¬ 

tees: 
Arkansas _ 5574 
District of Columbia- 5574 
Montana_ 5574 
Pennsylvania__ 5575 
Rhode Island__ 5575 
Texas (3 documents)_ 5575 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Rules 
Excepted service: 

Export-Import Bank of the 
United States_ 5493 

COAST GUARD 
Rules 
Establishment of security zone: 

Governors Island, N.Y_ 5508 

Proposed Rules 
Drawbridge operation: 

Fox River, Wis__ 5541 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 
See also Domestic and Interna¬ 

tional Business Administration; 
National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration. 

Notices 
Organization and functions: 

Economic Development Admin¬ 
istration _ 5549 

National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration_ 5553 

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
Meetings: 

Computer Peripherals, Compo¬ 
nents and Related Test Equip¬ 
ment Technical Advisory 
Committee_ 5547 

Electronic Instrumentation 
Technical Advisory Commit¬ 
tee -- 5547 

EDUCATION OFFICE 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Extension and Continuing Edu¬ 
cation National Advisory 
Council (2 documents)_ 5554 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules 
Air pollution control: 

Technical amendments_ 5524 
Air quality implementation plans: 
Maryland_ 5523 
Nevada_ 5508 

Effluent guidelines, etc.: 
Inorganic chemicals manufac¬ 

turing _j_ 5523 

Notices 
Low emission vehicles; determi¬ 

nation regarding suitability of 
purchase by Federal Govern¬ 
ment _ 5562 

Meetings: 
National Drinking Water Ad¬ 

visory Council_ 5562 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 
Rides 

Deletion of regulations con¬ 
cerning: 

Rural housing loans on leasehold 
interests in nonfarm tracts— 5531 

Servicing of interest credit for 
section 502 RH borrowers_ 5532 

Proposed Rules 
Chattel security; interest rate 

charged an Ineligible transferee. 5539 
Operating loans; reamortization 

and renewing of_ 5538 
Notices 
Disaster areas: 
Indiana_ 5546 
Pennsylvania _ 5546 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Control zones and transition areas 

(6 documents)_ 5493, 5494 
Standard instrument approach 
procedures_ 5494 

Proposed Rules 
Control zone and transition areas 

<4 documents)_ 5542, 5543 
Fixed-wing aircraft; nationality 

and registration marks; exten¬ 
sion of time for comments_ 5542 

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 
Individual and family grants; ap¬ 

plications _ 5507 

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Coal Industry Advisory Commit¬ 
tee _  5562 
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CONTENTS 

FEDERAL FINANCING BANK 
Rules 
Federal financing bank securities; 

book-entry procedure- 5532 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Highway projects, development of; 

D.C. Action Plan- 5555 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 
Rules 
Federal Home Loan Bank System: 

Bank organization; director¬ 
ships _._ 5532 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Rules 
Freight and passenger rates, fares 

and charges; publication, post¬ 
ing, and filing_ 5528 

Notices 
Agreements filed; 

L. A. Parish Co_ 5563 
Casualty and nonperformance, - 

certificates (2 documents)_ 5562 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 
Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 
Certificate of Public Convenience 

and Necessity_ 5563 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co— 5563 
Cities Service Gas Co_- 5563 
Colorado Interstate Gas et al— 5563 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp— 5564 
Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co._ 5564 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. 5564 
El Paso Natural Gas Co_ 5565 
Just and Reasonable National 

Rates _ 5565 
Nantahala Power & Light Co— 5565 
National Fuel Gas Supply Corp. 5565 
Oklahoma Gas & Electric Co_ 5565 
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co_ 5566 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co. (3 

documents)_   5566 
Southwest Gas Corp_ 5567 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 

Co _ 5568 
Upper Peninsula Power Co_ 5567 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Railroad Accident/Incident Re¬ 
porting briefings_ 5555 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Rules 

' Political and numismatic imitation 
items; marking regulations_ 5495 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 
Fishing: 

Sequoyah National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge, Okla- 5530 

Sherbune National Wildlife 
Refuge, Okla_ 5531 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Interstate quarantine; transfer of 
rules_!__ 5620 

Notices 
Food additives: 

AM2-nitrobutyl) morpholine. 5553 

FOREST SERVICE 
Notices 
Environmental statements: 

Gifford Pinchot National 
Forest __ 5546 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
Notices 
Regulatory Reports Review: 

Federal Communications Com¬ 
mission _ 5569 

Federal Trade Commission_ 5569 
Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 

sion (2 documents)_5569, 5570 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Notices 

Outer Continental Shelf oil and 
gas operations; revision of re¬ 
quirements for platforms, struc¬ 
tures, and equipment. Gulf of 
Mexico area; correction_ 5545 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Education Office; Food 
and Drug Administration; Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health; Pub¬ 
lic Health Service; Social and 
Rehabilitation Service; Social 
Security Administration. 

Notices 
Authority delegation: 

Assistant Secretary for Health— 5554 

HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE 

Notices 
Applications, etc.: 

L. & M. Coal Co., Inc., et al_ 5545 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Federal Disaster Assist¬ 
ance Administration. 

Notices 
Disaster areas: 
Mississippi_ 5554 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
See also Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Geological Survey; Hearings 
and Appeals Office. 

Rules 
Contract Appeals Board; revision 

of certain procedural rules_ 5527 
Public contracts and property 

management (3 documents)_ 5525 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 
Minimum funding standards; ex¬ 

ception for certain insurance 
contract plans_ 5535 

INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION 
Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 

Lake Erie Ice Booms_ 5570 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Notices 
Hearing assignments- 5575 
Motor carrier, broker, water car¬ 

rier and freight forwarder ap¬ 
plications _ 5576 

Motor carriers: 
Irregular route property car¬ 

riers; gateway elimination— 5588 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 
See also Land Management Bu¬ 

reau; Manpower Administra¬ 
tion; Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration. 

Rules 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corp.; 

bylaws _ 6507 
Notices 
Labor Research Advisory Commit¬ 

tee; establishment_ 5574 

LABOR STATISTICS BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings: 
Business Research Advisory 
Council_ 5573 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 
Applications, etc.: 
Colorado_ 5545 
Wyoming (2 documents)_ 5545 

MANPOWER ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Unemployment compensation and 

assistance: 
Federal supplemental benefits. _ 5498 
Special unemployment assist¬ 

ance - 5502 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND THE HUMANITIES 

Notices 
Meetings: 

National Council on Humani¬ 
ties Advisory Committee_ 5570 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 
Motor vehicle safety standards: 

Pneumatic tires (new) for pas¬ 
senger cars; amendment of 
“test rim” definition_ 5529 

Notices 
Motor vehicle safety standards; 

petitions for temporary ex¬ 
emption : 

Executive Industries, Inc- 5555 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Tumor Registry Workshop_ 5554 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
Marine mammal permit applica¬ 

tions: 
Cohanzick Zoo_  5548 
Ponganis, Paul J-    5548 
Roe ding Park Zoo_ 5548 
Sea-Arama Marineworld- 5548 
Smalley, Lloyd_ 5548 
Turtleback Zoo_ 5549 
Waikiki Aquarium_ 5549 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notice 
Meetings: 

Anthropology Advisory Panel— 5571 
Workshop on Institutional Prob¬ 

lems of Electric Facility Siting; 
convening _ 5571 
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CONTENTS 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Notices 
Applications: 

Kansas Gas and Electric Co. and 
Kansas City Power and Light 
Co - 5571 

Louisiana Power and Light Co_ 5571 
Omaha Public Power District— 5572 
Tennessee Valley Authority_ 5572 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 
Occupational Safety and Health 

National Advisory Committee. 5574 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

Rules 

Interstate quarantine; transfer of 
rules _ 5620 

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
Notices 
Registrants Processing Manual; 

miscellaneous amendments_ 5572 

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 
Public assistance programs; cost 
allocations_ 5541 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Old-age, survivors, and disability 

insurance: 
Attorney fees; time limit for pe¬ 

titioning for approval_ 5497 
Time extension for reconsidera¬ 

tion or other appeal_ 5497 
Proposed Rules 

Old-age, survivors insurance: 
Farm rental income received by 

landowner or tenant; exclu¬ 
sion _ 5540 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Notices 
Environmental statements: 

Upper Brushy Creek Watershed, 
Ala-- 5547 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Coast Guard; Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration; Federal 
Highway Administration; Fed¬ 
eral Railroad Administration; 
National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See also Federal Financing Bank; 
Internal Revenue Service. 

Notices 

Notes, Treasury: 
Public Debt Series No. 4-75; re¬ 

designation _ 5545 

list of cfr ports affected 
The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 

Issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 
A cumulative guide is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documents published 

Since January 1, 1974, and specifies how they are affected. 

3 CFR 
Message to Congress_ 5629 

5 CFR 
213—__ _ 5493 

7 CFR 

907_ 
1822 

_ 5531 
5531 

1890n_ 

Proposed Rules: 

_ 5532 

1867_ 
1871_ 

.. 5538 
_ 5539 

12 CFR 

522_ 
811_ 

_ 6532 
_ 5532 

14 CFR 

71 ffi documents) _ 5493, 5494 
97___ „:_ 5494 

Proposed Rules: 

45_ 
71 (4 documents)_ 

_ 5542 
_ 5542, 5543 

16 CFR 

304__ . 5495 

20 CFR 
404 <2 documents)_ 5497 
618 _ 5498 
619 .   5502 
Proposed Rules: 
404..r.... 5540 

21 CFR 
1240—... 5620 
1250.  5620 

24 CFR 
2205.  5507 

26 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

1-. 5537 

29 CFR 
2601..   5507 

33 CFR 

127.   5508 
Proposed Rules: 

117.      5541 

40 CFR 
52 (2 documents)_ 5508, 5523 
85_ 5524 
415.-_ 6523 

41 CFR 
114-30__ 5525 
114-38___ 5526 
114-39 (2 documents_ 5525, 5526 
114-40.    5526 
114-42_   5526 
114-45.  5526 
114-46.  5527 
114-47_ 5527 
114-52_ 5527 
114-60_  5527 

42 CFR 
72.   5620 

43 CFR 
4—.   5527 

45 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 

205.5541 

46 CFR 
531. 5528 

49 CFR 
571_     5529 

50 CFR 
28_ 5530 
33 (2 documents)_5530, 5531 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—FEBRUARY 

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

3 CFR 
Proclamations: 
3443#<Amended by Proc. 4346)- 5127 
4313 (Amended by Proc. 4345)- 4893 
4344 _ 4891 
4345 _ 4893 
4346 _ 5127 
4347 _ 5129 
4348 _ 5131 
Executive Orders: 
11837 4895 
11803~(Amended by EO 11837)~— 4895 
Message to Congress_ 5629 

4 CFR 

303_ 

5 CFR 

213_ 
1001—. 

5135 

5493 
5347 

7 CFR 

2_ 
102_ 
354„_. 
724—. 

_5135 
_ 5347 
_ 4897 
_ 5135 

7 CFR—Continued 

Proposed Rules—Continued 

1102_5373 
1104_5373 
11 DC_5373 
1108_5373 
1120 _5373 
1121 _5373 
1124 _  5373 
1125 _5373 
1126 _5373 
1127 _5373 
1128 _  5373 
1129 _5373 
1130 _5373 
1131 _ 5373 
1132 _5373 
1133 _5373 
1134 _5373 
1136 _5373 
1137 _5373 
1138 _ 5373 
1139 _5373 
1844_ 4919 
1867_ 5538 
1871_5539 

17 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 

200_ 
240_ 
250_ 
257_ 

18 CFR 
32... 

_ 4944 
_ 5169 
_ 5372 
_ 5372 

5142 

907_ 4903, 5531 
1822_ 5531 
1890n_ 5532 

Proposed Rules: 

982_5163 
1001 _5373 
1002 _5373 
1004_ 
1006 _5373 
1007 _5373 
1011 _5373 
1012 _5373 
1013 _  5373 
1015_5373 
1030_5373 
1032 _5163, 5373 
1033 _5373 
1036_5373 
1040_5373 
1044_5373 
1046_5373 
1049 _ 5373 
1050 _5373 
1060 _5373 
1061 _ 
1062 _5163, 5373 
1063 _5373 
1064 _  5373 
1065 _5373 
1068 _5373 
1069 _5373 
1070 _5373 
1071 _5373 
1073_5373 
1075 _ 5373 
1076 _ 5373 
1078 _5373 
1079 _5373 
1090_ 5373 
1094_ 5373 
1096 _ 5373 
1097 _5373 
1098 -5373 
1099 _5373 
1101-5373 

8 CFR 
100-_ 

235—. 
299—. 

9 CFR 
94_ 

4904 
5347 
5347 

4904 

10 CFR 
211_ 
Proposed Rules: 

303_ 
305_ 
307_ 

12 CFR 
201_ 
522_ 
811_ 

_ 5139 

19 CFR 
10_ 5146 
171 _ 5146 
172 _ 5146 

20 CFR 
404_fc_ 5497 
618 _ 5498 
619 _ 5502 
Proposed Rules: 

404__ 5163, 5540 

21 CFR 
121_ 5350 
135_ 5147 
310_ 5351 
442_ 5355 
1240_ 5620 
1250_ 5620 

24 CFR 
201_ 5356 
232_ 4908 
570_ 5356 
1914 _ 4908, 4909, 5148 
1915 _5149, 5151 
2205_ 5507 

13 CFR 

104_ 

5452 
5452 

.5452 

4904 
5532 
5532 

5139 

26 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 

1_ 
28 CFR 
2_ 
15_ 

5537 

5357 
4910 

14 CFR 
39_ 5347, 5348 
71_ 4905, 5140, 5348, 5493, 5494 

616 97.   5494 
103_ 5140 
288_  5141 
399_.  4906 
Proposed Rules: 

45_   5542 
71_4937, 5167, 5373, 5542, 5543 
103_ 5168 
207 _ 5371 
208 _   5371 
212_ 5371 
214_ 5371 

29 CFR 
1952_ 4910 
2601_ 5507 
Proposed Rules: 

1910_ 4930, 4932 

31 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 
51_ 5370 

32 CFR 

286_ 
296_ 
881_ 

4911 
4911 
5362 

33 CFR 

117_ 5147 
127_ 5147, 5508 

Proposed Rules: 

15 CFR 
376_ 
804_ 
924_ 

.... 4907 
__ 5003 
_ 5349 

16 CFR 
304_ _ 5495 

no- 
117-. 
128_. 
175- 
252.. 
265_. 
273- 

5164 
5541 
5165 
5167 
5485 
5484 
5489 
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36 CFR 

Proposes Rules: 

603. 

37 CFR 

£1...... 

40 CFR 

35__ 
52___ 5508, 5523 
85__ 
240 . 5159 
241 _  5159 
415.   5523 
Proposed Rules: 

85_.  5169 

41 CFR—Continued 47 CFR—Continued 
114-46.. . 5527 93_ _ 5159, 5367 
114-47.... _ 5527 95_ _ 5367 

4938 114-52... _ 5527 97_ _ 5367 
114-60_ _ 5527 Proposed Rules: 
42 CFR 73_ _ 4939-4942 

5158 72_ _ 5620 76__ _ 5371 

43 CFR 81_ _ 4942 

4_ _ 5527 49 CFR 
5363 Public Land Orders: 1- . _ _ 5159 
5523 5463_ _ 5365 225 53flft 
5524 571 

45 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 
205_ 

46 CFR 
531_ 

41 CFR 
47 
1 

Ch. 3_ _ 4913 5_. 
Ch. 9__ _ 5364 13. 
Ch. 109_ _ 5364 21. 
114-30 _ _ _ 5525 73. 
114-38_ . _ 5526 81. 
114-39_ _ 5525, 5526 83. 
114-40___ __ 5526 87 
114-42_ _ 5526 89. 
114-45. _ 5526 91. 

5541 

5528 

5365 
5366 
5366 
4914 

5366 
5366 

570_ 5159 
582_ 4918 
1033-- 4918, 5161, 5369 

Proposed Rules: 

571_ 4938, 5529 
581_ 4938 
1100_ 4942 
1102- 5374 
1104_.   5374 

50 CFR 

28.. 4917, 5530 
33_  5530, 5531 

Proposed Rules: 

219.    4930 

FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES—FEBRUARY 

Pages 
4891-5125.. 
5127-5345_ 
6347-5492_ 
5493-5737.. 

Date 
Feb. 3 

4 
5 
6 
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rules and regulations 
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 

keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

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

Title 5—Administrative Personnel 
CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Export-Import Bank of the United States 

Section 213.3342 Is amended to show 
that one position of Special Assistant to 
the President and Chairman Is reestab¬ 
lished under Schedule C. 

Effective February 6, 1975, | 213.3342 
(d) Is amended as set out below. 

§ 213.3342 Export-Import Bank of the 
United States. 

a • • • * 

Cd) One Special Assistant to the Pres¬ 
ident and Chairman. 
(5 UJB.O. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-68 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

I seal] James C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

[FB Doc .75-3472 Piled 2-5-75; 8:46 am] 

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

{Airspace Docket No. 75-WE-l) 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tion is to alter the description of the Los 
Angeles, California (Los Angeles Inter¬ 
national Airport); Santa Ana, California 
(Orange County Airport) and Santa 
Ana, California (MCAS) control zones. 

The control zone at Hawthorne, Cali¬ 
fornia, in order to provide controlled air¬ 
space for IFR operations, becomes part 
of the Los Angeles control zone when the 
part-time tower at Hawthorne is not op¬ 
erating. In the same manner the Santa 
Ana, California (MCAS) control zone 
provides controlled airspace for IFR 
procedures to Orange County Airport. 

To provide uniform description of the 
regulation and uniform charting, it is 
necessary to amend the descriptions of 
the Los Angeles, California (Los An¬ 
geles International Airport) and the 
Santa Ana, California (Orange County 
Airport) control zones. The descriptions, 
as amended, will then correspond to the 

description of the Oakland and Hay¬ 
ward, California adjacent control zones 
and their charting notations. 

The Santa Ana, California (MCAS) 
control zone is amended to remove word¬ 
ing that is duplicated in the Orange 
County control zone description. 

Since this amendment is editorial in 
nature, involves no change in airspace 
boundaries, and imposes no additional 
burden on any person, notice and public 
procedure thereon is unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing in 
§ 71.171 (40 FR 354) the description of 
the Los Angeles, Calif. (Los Angeles In¬ 
ternational Airport) control zone is 
amended by adding “• • • when it is 
effective • * following • • the 
Hawthorne Municipal Airport Control 
Zone • • •” 

In consideration of the foregoing in 
S 71.171 (40 FR 354) the description of 
the Santa Ana, Calif. (Orange County 
Airport) control zone is amended in part 
as follows: Delete all after “* • • 
(MCAS) control zone • • •” and sub¬ 
stitute “* * * when it is effective. This 
control zone is effective during the spe¬ 
cific dates and times established in ad¬ 
vance by a Notice to Airmen. The effec¬ 
tive date and time will thereafter be con¬ 
tinuously published in the Airman’s 
Information Manual.” 

In consideration of the foregoing In 
S 71.171 (40 FR 354) the description of 
the Santa Ana, Calif. (MCAS) control 
zone is amended to read as follows: 

Santa Ana, Calif. (MCAS) 

Within a 5-mlls radius at MCAS Santa Ana 
(latitude 83’42'22" N., longitude 117*48 36” 
W.) excluding that portion east and south 
of a line from latitude 88*48'66” N., longi¬ 
tude 117*47’00'' W. to latitude 38 *41'15” 
longitude 117*48' 10” W.. to latitude 
33*42'30” N., longitude 117°8r40” W. This 
control zone is effective during spectfle dates 
and times established In advance by a Notice 
to Airmen. The effective date and time will 
thereafter be continuously published In the 
Airman’s Information Manual. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 Gjn.t. March 27, 1975. 

This amendment is Issued under the 
authority of Sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, (49 
UJ3.C. 1348(a)), and of Section 6(c) of 
the Department of Transportation Act 
(49 UJELC. 1655(c) ). 

Issued in Los Angeles, California, on 
January 28,1975. 

Lynn L. Hink, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 

(FR Doe.75-3348 Filed 2-5-75:8:46 am] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-OL-4S] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Name Change of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

On page 43315 of the Federal Register 
dated December 12, 1974, the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a no¬ 
tice of proposed rule making which would 
amend S§ 71.171 and 71.181 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations so as to change 
the name of the Jefferson, Ohio control 
zone and Jefferson, Ohio transition area 
to Ashtabula, Ohio. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 
0901 Gjn.t., April 24, 1975. 
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act at 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348), and Sec. 6(c) Department 
of Transportation Act (49 UJS.C. 1856(c))) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois cm Jan¬ 
uary 23,1975. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director, Great Lakes Region. 

In 5 71.171 (39 FR 354) and § 71.181 
(39 FR 440) the name of the control 
zone and transition area is changed from 
Jefferson, Ohio to Ashtabula, Ohio. 

[FR Doc.75-3350 Filed 2-6-75:8:46 am] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-38] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On pages 38389 and 38390 of the Fed¬ 
eral Register dated October 31, 1974, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
published a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing which would amend § 71.181 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a transition area at Angola, 
Indiana. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 0901 
Ojn.ti, April 24,1975. 
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(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act ot 1958 
(49 OB.C. 1348), and sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 UJ3.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on Jan¬ 
uary 23,1975. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director, Great Lakes Region. 

In 171.181 (39 FR 440), the follow¬ 
ing transition area is added: 

Angola, Indiana 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile ra¬ 
dius of the Trl-State Airport' (Latitude 41*- 
38*22” N., Longitude 85*05*12” W.), and 
within three miles either side of the 239* 
bearing from the airport extending from the 
7-mUe radius to 8 miles southwest of the 
airport. 

(FR Doc.76-8348 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-44] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On pages 43556 and 43557 of the Fed¬ 
eral Register dated December 16, 1974, 
The Federal Aviation Administration 
published a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing which would amend S 71.181 of Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
so as to designate a transition area at 
Cadiz, Ohio. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 
April 24,1975. 
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1968 
(49 TJS.C. 1348), and Sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on Jan¬ 
uary 23, 1975. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director, Great Lakes Region. 

In s 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is added: 

Cadiz, Ohio 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the Harrison County Airport (Latitude 
40*14*18" N., Longitude 81*00*45” W.); 
within 3 miles each side of the 311* bearing 
from the airport, extending from the 7-mUe 
radius area to 8 miles northwest of the 
airport. 

[FR Doc.76-3346 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-45] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On page 43557 of the Federal Register 

dated December 16, 1974, the Federal 

Aviation Administration published a no¬ 
tice of proposed rule making which would 
amend $ 171.181 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations so as to designate a transi¬ 
tion area at Antlgo, Wisconsin. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 0901 
G.m.t., May 22,1975. 
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348), and sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 XJB.C. 1665(c))) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on Janu¬ 
ary 23, 1975. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director, Great Lakes Region. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is added: 

Antigo, Wisconsin 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile ra¬ 
dius of the Langlade County Airport (Lati¬ 
tude 45*09*20” N„ Longitude 89*06*33” W.); 
within 3 miles each side of the 358* bearing 
from the airport extending from the 5-mUe 
radius area to 8 miles north of the airport. 

[FR Doc.75-3345 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-GD-41] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 
On page 43556 of the Federal Reg¬ 

ister dated December 16. 1974, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration published 
a notice of proposed rule making which 
would amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a transition area at Medford, 
Wisconsin. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

V 

This amendment shall be effective 
April 24,1975. 
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348), and Sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on 
January 23,1975. 

John M. Cyrocki, 
Director, Great Lakes Region. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is added: 

Medford, Wisconsin 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5.5 mile 

radius of the Taylor County Airport (Lati¬ 
tude 45°06'02” N„ Longitude 90*18*18" W.); 
within 3 mUes each side of the 162* bearing 
from the airport extending from the 5.5 
mile radius area to 8 miles Southeast of the 
airport. 

[FR Doc.75-3347 Filed 2-5-75;8:46 ami 

[Docket No. 14300; Amdt. No. 954] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 

Recent Changes and Additions 

This amendment to Part 97 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations incorpo¬ 
rates by reference therein changes and 
additions to the Standard Instrument 
Approach Procedures (SIAPs) that 
were recently adopted by the Adminis¬ 
trator to promote safety at the airports 
concerned. 

The complete SIAPs for the changes 
and additions covered by this amend¬ 
ment are described in FAA Forms 3139, 
8260-3, 8260-4, 8260-5 anci made a part 
of the public rule making dockets of the 
FAA in accordance with the procedures 
set forth in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 
FR 5609). 

SIAPs are available for examination 
at the Rules Docket and at the National 
Flight Data Center, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C. 20591. 
Copies of SIAPs adopted in a particular 
region are also available for examina¬ 
tion at the headquarters of that region. 
Individual copies of SIAPs may be pur¬ 
chased from the FAA Public Document 
Inspection Facility, HQ-405, 800 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue, SW, Washington, 
D.C. 20591 or from the applicable FAA 
regional office in accordance with the 
fee schedule prescribed in 49 CFR 7.85. 
This fee is payable in advance and may 
be paid by check, draft or postal money 
order payable to the Treasurer of the 
United States. A weekly transmittal of 
all SIAP changes and additions may be 
obtained by subscription at an annual 
rate of $150 per annum from the Super¬ 
intendent of Documents, U.S. Govern¬ 
ment Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402. Additional copies mailed to the 
same address may be ordered for $30 
each. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this amendment, 
I find that further notice and public 
procedure hereon is impracticable and 
good cause exists for making it effective 
in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Part 97 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is amended as follows, effective on 
the dates specified: 

1. Section 97.23 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs, effective 
March 20,1975: 
Amarillo, Tex.—Amarillo Air Terminal, VOR 

Rwy 21, Amdt. 19. 
Clearfield, Pa.—Clearfield Lawrence Arpt., 

VOR Rwy 30, Orig. 
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Hutchinson, Kans.—Hutchinson Municipal 

Arpt., VOR Rwy 3, Arndt. 14. 

Hutchinson, Kans.—Hutchinson Municipal 

Arpt., VORTAC Rwy 31, Amdt. 1. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Rosecrans Memorial Arpt., 

VOR Rwy 17, Amdt. 9. 

'Waterloo, Iowa—Waterloo Municipal Arpt., 

VOR Rwy 12, Amdt. 3. 

• • • effective February 27, 1975: 
Decatur, Tex.—Decatur Municipal Arpt., 

VOR-A, Orlg. 

Mt. Pleasant, Tex.—Mt. Pleasant Municipal 

Arpt., VOR/DME-A, Orlg. 

• • • effective January 29, 1975: 
Visalia, Calif.—Visalia Municipal Arpt., VOR 

Rwy 30, Amdt. 2. 

• ° • effective January 27,1975: 
Cron City, Fla.—Cross City Arpt., VOR Rwy 

31. Amdt. 14. 

Saginaw, Mich.—Tri-City Arpt., VOR Rwy 14. 

Amdt. 8. 

• • • effective January 23,1975: 
Elyria, Ohio—Elyria Arpt., VOR-A, Amdt. 4. 

2. Section 97.25 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs, effective 
March 20,1975. 
Amarillo, Tex.—Amarillo Air Terminal, LOC 

(BC) Rwy 21, Amdt. 9. 

Hutchinson, Kans.—Hutchinson Municipal 

Arpt., LOC (BC) Rwy 31, Amdt. 8. 
Moline. Ill.—Quad-Oity Arpt., LOC (BC) 

Rwy 27, Amdt. 18. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Rosecrans Memorial Arpt„ 

LOC (BO) Rwy 17, Amdt. 2. 

Waterloo, Iowa—Waterloo Municipal Arpt., 

LOC (BC) /DM* Rwy 30, Amdt. 1. 

• • * effective February 27,1975: 
Greenville, Miss. — Greenville Municipal 

Arpt., LOC (BC) Rwy 35R. Orig. 

• • • effective January 30, 1975: 
Savannah, Ga—Savannah Municipal Arpt., 

LOC (BC) Rwy 27, Amdt. 8. 

3. Section 97.27 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective 
March 20, 1975: 
Amarillo, Tex.—Tradewind Arpt., NDB-A, 

Amdt. 10. 

Amarillo, Tex.—Amarillo Air Terminal, NDB 

Rwy 3, Amdt. 11. 

Butler, Pa.—Butler-Graham Arpt., NDB Rwy 
Orlg. 

Butler, Pa.—Butler- Graham Arpt., NDB Rwy 

36, Amdt. 9, cancelled. 

Hutchinson, Kans.—Hutchinson Municipal 

Arpt., NDB Rwy 13, Amdt. 7. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Rosecrans Memorial Arpt., 

NDB Rwy 17, Amdt. 2. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Rosecrans Memorial Arpt., 

NDB Rwy 36, Amdt. 22. 

Waterloo, Iowa—Waterloo Municipal Arpt., 

NDB Rwy 12, Amdt. 2. 

* * *effective February 27, 1975: 
Greenville, Miss.—Greenville Municipal 

Arpt., NDB Rwy 35R, Orig. 

• * • effective January 23, 1975: 
Fairmont, W. Va.—Fairmont Municipal Arpt., 

NDB-A, Amdt. 1. 

4. Section 97.29 as amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing QjS SIAPs, effective March 20, 
1975: 
Amarillo, Tax.—Amarillo Air Terminal, ILS 

Rwy 3, Amdt. 14. 

Hutchinson, Kans.—Hutchinson Municipal 

Arpt., ILS Rwy 13, Amdt. 8. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Rosecrans Memorial Arpt., 

BUB Rwy 35, Amdt. 23. 

Waterloo, Iowa—Waterloo Municipal Arpt., 

ZUBRwy 12,Admt. 1. 

• * • effective January 30, 1975: 
Memphis, Tenn.—Memphis Inti. Arpt., ILS 

Rwy 17L, Amdt. 1. 

• * • effective January 22, 1975: 
New Orleans, La.—New Orleans Inti. Arpt, 

(Moisant Field), US Rwy 10, Admt. 27. 

5. Section 97.31 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RADAR SIAPs, effective March 
20, 1975: 
Fort Wayne, Ind.—Fort Wayne Municipal 

Arpt., (Baer Field), RADAR-1, Amdt. 11. 

• • * effective January 27,1975: 
Washington, D.C.—Washington National 

Arpt., RADAR-1, Amdt. 19. 

6. Section 97.33 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RNAV SIAPs, effective March 20, 
1975: 
Amarillo, Tex.—Amarillo Air Terminal, RNAV 

Rwy 21, Amdt. 1. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Rosecrans Memorial Arpt, 

RNAV Rwy 17, Amdt. 1. 

These amendments are made effective 
under the authority of (secs. 307, 313, 
601, 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 1948; 
49 U.S.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510, Sec. 6(0 
Department of Transportation Act, 49 
OJ3.C. 1655(0 and 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 30, 1975. 

James M. Vines, 
Chief, Aircraft 

Programs Division. 

Note: Incorporation by reference pro¬ 
visions in §§ 97.10 and 97.20 approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
May 12, 1969 (35 FR 5610). 

[FR Doc.75-3355 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER C—REGULATIONS UNDER 
SPECIFIC ACTS OF CONGRESS 

PART 304—RULES AND REGULATIONS 
UNDER THE HOBBY PROTECTION ACT 

On July 19, 1974 (39 FR 26429) a no¬ 
tice of proposed regulations to be pro¬ 
mulgated under the Hobby Protection 
Act, 15 U.S.C. 2101, et seq, was published 
in the Federal Register. Promulgation 
of these proposals would regulate the 
manner and form of permanently mark¬ 
ing imitation political and imitation nu¬ 
mismatic items. The proposals afforded 
all interested persons the opportunity 
to submit data, and express views or 
comments. 

The Commission has now considered 
all matters of fact, law and policy, in¬ 
cluding all responses to the published 
proposals, and has determined that the 
proposed regulations, with certain modi¬ 
fications as explained herein, should be 
adopted. 

The Commission received sixty-seven 
(67) comments from Federal and local 
officials, private citizens and Industry 
representatives. Fifty-four (54) of the 
comments objected to the proposal in 
§ 304.1(d) that the term "imitation nu¬ 
mismatic item" shall not include any re¬ 
issue or re-strike of any original numis¬ 
matic item by the United States Mint. 
This exemption is based upon the fact 
that nothing in the Hobby Protection 
Act or its legislative history suggests 
that the Congress intended to subject the 
United States Mint to the marking re¬ 
quirements. In fact, the language of the 
Act makes it clear that governmental 
operations are outside the Act’s purview. 
The general statutory definition of "per¬ 
son” subject to Act, as contained in sec¬ 
tions 3 and 4 of the Act, in 1 U.S.C. 1, 
does not Include the United States Gov¬ 
ernment or its agencies. Further, a re¬ 
quirement that re-issued or re-struck 
United States Mint medals be incused 
with the word "COPY” would impose a 
limitation on the Treasury’s general au¬ 
thority to strike national medals (31 
UJ3.C. 368), which would be incon¬ 
sistent with section 6 of the Hobby 
Protection Act which provides that 
the provisions of the statute are in addi¬ 
tion to, and not in substitution for or 
in limitation of, any other law of the 
United States. Therefore, the specific 
language in the Act and its legislative 
history exempts the United States Mint 
from the marking requirements of the 
Act/ 

The definition of "United 8tates” in 
section 304.1 (j) of the regulation is rede¬ 
fined to conform to the definition con¬ 
tained in the Hobby Protection Act 115 
U.S.C. 2106(7)1 and the Tariff Act of 
1930 [19 U.S.C. 1401 (h) 1 in order to avoid 
conflicts with the enforcement jurisdic¬ 
tion of the United States Customs Service 
under Section 5 of the Hobby Protection 
Act. 

It was suggested that the Commission 
make it clear that the regulations do not 
permit the otherwise unlawful reproduc¬ 
tion of genuine currency simply because 
it is marked with the word "COPY”. This 
suggestion prompted new §304.4 which 
incorporates section 6 of the Hobby Pro¬ 
tection Act and provides, in effect, that 
the regulations are in addition to and 
not in substitution for or limitation of 
the existing statutes and regulations pro¬ 
hibiting the reproduction of genuine 
currency. 

It has been brought to the Commis¬ 
sion’s attention that marking require¬ 
ments for imitation political and imita¬ 
tion numismatic items should be amend¬ 
ed to require that the calendar year or 
the word “COPY”, as appropriate, be 
marked only on either the obverse or re¬ 
verse surface of the items. Such a re¬ 
quirement would prevent any attempt 
to subvert the purpose of the regulations 
by marking the edge of the items, which 
would be inconsistent with the require¬ 
ment that the items be conspicuously 
marked. The Commission considers this 
proposed change to be justified to avoid 
circumvention of the Act’s requirements, 
and therefore has incorporated It in 
§§ 304.5 and 304.6. 
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The remaining substantive comments 
were evaluated and rejected by the Com¬ 
mission as not being within the scope 
of section 2(c) of the Act or as not being 
in the public interest, because they either 
(1) recommended regulations which 
would have exceeded the permissible au¬ 
thority of the Hobby Protection Act, e.g., 
advertisements offering reproductions for 
sale should state the items are being 
sold as reproductions; (2) recommended 
expanding the authority of the Act in 
an area already covered by existing 
statutes, e.g., medals and decorations of 
a military nature which are governed 
by 18 U.S.C. 704; (3) suggested word 
changes inconsistent with the language 
of the Act, e.g., date of manufacture be 
substituted for the word “COPY” as the 
marking requirement on imitation nu¬ 
mismatic items; or (4) recommended a 
size requirement which was not as clear 
and conspicuous as the proposed require¬ 
ment. Since there were only two com¬ 
ments relating to size of the calendar 
year or the word “COPY”, and since 
our initial size proposals were based on 
the expert opinion of twenty representa¬ 
tive consumer, industry and government 
authorities, the size requirements are 
adopted as proposed. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Hobby Protection Act, 15 U.S.C. 
2101 et seq., Subchapter C is amended 
by adding thereto the following new Part 
304: 
Sec. 
304.1 Terms defined. 
304.2 General requirement. 
304.3 AppllcatoUlty. 
304.4 Application of other laws and regu¬ 

lations. 
304.5 Marking requirements for imitation 

political items. 
304.6 Marking requirements for imitation 

numismatic items. 

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 2101 et seq. 

§ 304.1 Terms defined. 

(a) “Act” means the Hobby Protection 
Act (approved November 29, 1973; Pub. 
L. 93-167, 87 Stat. 686, (15 U.S.C. 2101, 
et seq.)). 

(b) “Commerce” has the same mean¬ 
ings as such term has under the Federal 
Trade Commission Act. 

(c) “Commission” means the Federal 
Trade Commission. 

(d) “Imitation numismatic item” 
means an item which purports to be, but 
in fact Is not, an original numismatlo 
item or which is a reproduction, copy, 
or counterfeit of an original numismatic 
item. Such term includes an original 
numismatic item which has been altered 
or modified in such a manner that it 
could reasonably purport to be an origi¬ 
nal numismatic item other than the one 
which was altered or modified. The term 
shall not include any re-issue or re-strike 
of any original numismatic item by the 
United States or any foreign govern¬ 
ment. 

(e) '^Imitation political item” means 
an item which purports to be, but in fact 
is not, an original political item, or which 

is a reproduction, copy or counterfeit of 
an original item. 

(f) “Original numismatic item” means 
anything which has been a part of a 
coinage or issue which has been used in 
exchange or has been used to commemo¬ 
rate a person, object, place, or event. 
Such term includes coins, tokens, paper 
money, and commemorative medals. 

(g) “Original political item” means 
any political button, poster, literature, 
sticker, or any advertisement produced 
for use in any political cause. 

(h) “Person” means any individual, 
group, association, partnership, or any 
other business entity. 

(i) “Regulations” means any or all reg¬ 
ulations prescribed by the Federal Trade 
Commission pursuant to the Act. 

(j) “United States” means the States, 
the District of Columbia, and the Com¬ 
monwealth of Puerto Rico. 

§ 304.2 General requirement. 

Imitation political or numismatic items 
subject to the Act shall be marked in 
conformity with the requirements of the 
Act and the regulations promulgated 
thereunder. Any violation of these regu¬ 
lations shall constitute a violation of the 
Act and of the Federal Trade Commis¬ 
sion Act. 

§ 304.3 Applicability. 

Any person engaged In the manufac¬ 
turing, or importation into the United 
States for introduction into or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce, of imitation political 
or imitation numismatic items shall be 
subject to the requirements of the Act 
and the regulations promulgated there¬ 
under. 

§ 304.4 Application of other law or reg¬ 
ulation. ^ 

The provisions of these regulations are 
in addition to, and not in substitution for 
or limitation of, the provisions of any 
other law or regulation of the United 
States (including the existing statutes 
and regulations prohibiting the repro¬ 
duction of genuine currency) or of the 
law or regulation of any State. 

§ 304.5 Marking requirements for imi¬ 
tation political items. 

(a) An imitation political item which 
is manufactured in the United States, 
or imported into the United States for 
introduction into or distribution in com¬ 
merce, shall be plainly and permanently 
marked with the calendar year in which 
such item was manufactured. 

(b) The calendar year shall be marked 
upon the item legibly, conspicuously and 
nondeceptively, and in accordance with 
the further requirements of these regu¬ 
lations. 

(1) The calendar year shall appear in 
arabic numerals, shall be based upon the 
Gregorian calendar and shall consist of 
four digits. 

(2) The calendar year shall be marked 
on either the obverse or the reverse sur¬ 
face of the item. It shall not be marked 
on the edge of the item. 

(3) An imitation political item of in- 
cusable material shall be incused with 

the calendar year in sans-serif numerals. 
Each numeral shall have a vertical di¬ 
mension of not less than two millimeters 
(2.0 mm) and a minimum depth of three- 
tenths of one millimeter (0.3 mm) or 
one-half (%) the thickness of the re¬ 
production, whichever is the lesser. The 
minimum total horizontal dimension for 
the four numerals composing the calen¬ 
dar year shall be six millimeters (6.0 
mm). 

(4) An imitation political button, post¬ 
er, literature, sticker, or advertisement 
composed of nonincusable material shall 
be imprinted with the calendar year in 
sans-serif numerals. Each numeral shall 
have a vertical dimension of not less than 
two millimeters (2.0 mm). The minimum 
total horizontal dimension of the four 
numerals composing the calendar year 
shall be six millimeters (6.0 mm). 

§ 304.6 Marking requirements for imi¬ 
tation numismatic items. 

(a) An imitation numismatic Item 
which Is manufactured in the United 
States, or imported into the United 
States for introduction into or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce, shall be plainly and 
permanently marked “COPY”. 

(b) The word “COPY” shall be 
marked upon the Item legibly, conspic¬ 
uously, and nondeceptively, and in ac¬ 
cordance with the further requirements 
of these regulations. 

(1) The word “COPY” shall appear in 
capital letters, in the English language. 

(2) The word “COPY” shall be marked 
on either the obverse or the reverse sur¬ 
face of the item. It shall not be marked 
on the edge of the item. 

(3) An imitation numismatic item of 
lncusable material shall be incused with 
the word “COPY” in sans-serif letters 
having a vertical dinJInsion of not less 
than two millimeters (2.0 mm) and a 
minimum depth of three-tenths of one 
millimeter (0.3 mm) or to one-half 
(Vfe) the thickness of the reproduction, 
whichever is the lesser. The minimum 
total horizontal dimension of the word 
“COPY” shall be six millimeters (6.0 
mm). 

(4) An imitation numismatic item 
composed of nonincusable material shall 
be imprinted with the word “COPY” in 
sans-serif letters having a vertical di¬ 
mension of not less than two millimeters 
(2.0 mm). The minimum total horizontal 
dimension of the word “COPY” shall bo 
six millimeters (6.0 mm). 

Effective date. Pursuant to Subpart B 
of the Commission’s Procedures and 
Rules of Practice, 16 CFR 1.16(e) these 
regulations shall be effective March 10, 
1975. 

Dated: February 6, 1975. 

By direction of the Commission. 
[seal] Charles A. Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3403 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 ami 
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Title 20—Employees' Benefits 

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

l Reg. No. 4] 

PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SURVI¬ 
VORS, AND DISABILITY INSURANCE 
1950-.) 

Representation of Parties, Time Limit for 
Petitioning for Approval of Attorney Fees 

On November 7, 1974, there were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
39474), a notice of proposed rule making 
and proposed amendments to Regula¬ 
tions No. 4 of the Social Security Ad¬ 
ministration, providing: (1) For admin¬ 
istrative review of initial approvals of at¬ 
torney fees subsequent to the expira¬ 
tion of the time limitation for requesting 
such review and (2) for the establish¬ 
ment of a time limitation on the filing of 
petitions for approval of fees when past- 
due benefits are being withheld. 

The present regulations preclude any 
administrative review of a fee determi¬ 
nation upon failure on the part of either 
the representative or the claimant to re¬ 
quest such review within the prescribed 
30-day time limit under any circum¬ 
stances. The amendment makes this pro¬ 
vision more flexible and permits review 
upon showing of good cause for not filing 
the request timely. Examples of what 
constitutes “good cause” are also in¬ 
cluded. 

The present regulations do not provide 
a time limitation for filing a petition for 
approval of a fee, so that, technically a 
portion of past-due benefits must be 
withheld indefinitely. In disability cases 
the amount withheld can be a substan¬ 
tial amount. The amendment remedies 
this by providing that if a petition is not 
filed within 60 days of the notice of a 
favorable determination, the attorney 
representing the claimant will be noti¬ 
fied that if he does not file a petition or 
a request for extension of time within 20 
days of the date of such notice, the funds 
withheld will be released to the claimant. 
If no such petition is filed upon the ex¬ 
piration of the 20-day period or the 
period for which an extension of time 
was granted, the Social Security Admin¬ 
istration may release the funds. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
within which to submit their data, views, 
and comments. No comments were re¬ 
ceived. Accordingly, the amendments are 
adopted without change, and are set 
forth below. 
(Secs. 205, 206, and 1102, 63 Stat. 1368, as 
amended, 68 Stat. 1082, as amended, 48 Stat. 
647, as amended; 42 TT.S.C. 405,406, and 1302) 

Effective date: These amendments 
shall be effective on February 6, 1975. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.803, Social Security—Retire¬ 
ment Insurance.) 

Dated: January 20,1975. 

J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: January 31,1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Secretary of Health, 

Education, and Welfare. 

Part 404 of Chapter HI of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 404.975 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (e) to read as follows: 

§ 404.975 Fee for services performed 
for an individual before the Social 
Security Administration. 

• * , * • • 
(e) Administrative review of fee de¬ 

termination. (1) Request timely filed. 
Administrative review of a fee determi¬ 
nation will be granted if either the rep¬ 
resentative or the claimant files a written 
request for such review at an office of 
the Social Security Administration 
within 30 days after the date of the 
notice of the fee determination. The 
party requesting the review shall send 
a copy of the request to the other party. 
An authorized official of the Administra¬ 
tion who did not participate in the fee 
determination in question will review the 
determination. Written notice of the 
decision made on the administrative re¬ 
view shall be mailed to the representative 
and the claimant at their last known 
addresses. 

(2) Request not timely filed. Where 
the representative or the claimant files 
a request for administrative review, in 
accordance with paragraph (e) (1) of this 
section, but more than 30 days after the 
date of the notice of the fee determina¬ 
tion, the person making the request shall 
state in writing the reasons why it was 
not filed within the 30-day period. The 
Social Security Administration will grant 
the review only if it determines that there 
was good cause for not filing the request 
timely. For purposes of this section, 
“good cause” is defined as any circum¬ 
stance or event which would prevent 
the representative or the claimant from 
filing the request for review within such 
30-day period or would impede his efforts 
to do so. Examples of such circumstances 
include the following: 

(i) The representative or claimant was 
seriously ill or had a physical or mental 
impairment and such illness prevented 
him from contacting the Social Security 
Administration in person or in writing; 

(ii) There was a death or serious ill¬ 
ness in the individual’s family; 

(iii) Pertinent records were destroyed 
by fire or other accidental cause; 

(iv) The representative or claimant 
was furnished incorrect or incomplete 
information by the Social Security Ad¬ 
ministration about his right to request 
review; 

(v) The individual failed to receive 
timely notice of the fee determination; 

(vi) The individual transmitted the 
request to another government agency 
in good faith within such 30-day period 
and the request did not reach the Social 
Security Administration until after such 
period had expired. 

The Social Securit" Administration as¬ 
sumes no responsibility for the payment 
of a fee based on a revised determina¬ 
tion where the request for administra¬ 
tive review was not filed timely. (See 
S 404.977(b) for payment of attorney fees 
authorized by the Administration.) 

2. Section 404.977 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (b) (1) and adding para¬ 
graph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 404.977 Payment of fees. 

• * • * • 
(b) Fees authorized by the Adminis¬ 

tration. (1) Attorneys. Except as pro¬ 
vided in paragraph (c) of this section, 
in any case where the Social Security 
Administration makes a determination 
favorable to a claimant who was rep¬ 
resented by an attorney as defined in 
5 404.972(a) in a proceeding before the 
Social Security Administration and as a 
result of such determination past-due 
benefits, as defined in 5 404.975(c), are 
payable, the Social Security Administra¬ 
tion shall certify for direct payment to 
the attorney, out of such benefits, which¬ 
ever of the following is the smallest: 

(i) 25 percent of the total of such 
past-due benefits, 

(ii) The amount of the attorney’s fee 
set by the Administration, or 

(iii) The amount agreed upon between 
the attorney and the claimant. 

• • * • • 

(c) Time limit for filing petition for 
approval of attorney fee. In order for an 
attorney to receive direct payment of a 
fee authorized by the Social Security 
Administration from a claimant’s past- 
due benefits (see paragraph (b) of this 
section), the petition for approval of a 
fee, or written notice of the intent to 
file a petition, should be filed with the 
Social Security Administration within 60 
days of the date the notice of the deter¬ 
mination favorable to the claimant is 
mailed. Where no such petition is filed 
within 60 days after the date such notice 
is mailed, written notice shall be sent 
tb the attorney and the claimant, at 
their last known addresses, that the 
Social Security Administration will cer¬ 
tify for payment to the claimant all the 
past-due benefits unless the attorney 
files within 20 days from the date of such 
notice a written petition for approval of 
a fee pursuant to 5 404.976(a), or a 
written request for an extension of time. 
The attorney shall send to the claimant 
a copy of any request for an extension 
of time. Where the petition is not filed 
within this time, or by the last day of 
any extension approved, the Social Secu¬ 
rity Administration may certify the 
funds for payment to the claimant. Any 
fee charged thereafter remains subject 
to Social Security Administration ap¬ 
proval but collection of any such ap¬ 
proved fee shall be a matter between 
the attorney and his client. 

[FR Doc.75-3423 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Reg. No. 4, further amended] 

PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SURVI¬ 
VORS, AND DISABILITY INSURANCE 
(1950-.) 

Procedures, Payment of Benefits, and 
Representation of Parties 

Good Cause for Failure To File a 
Timely Request 

On September 17,1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
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33377) a Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing with a proposed amendment to Sub¬ 
part J of Regulations No. 4. The proposed 
amendment specified the circumstances 
to be considered in determining whether 
good cause existed for failure to file a re¬ 
quest for reconsideration, hearing, or re¬ 
view or to commence a civil action for 
judicial review timely and gave examples 
of when good cause might be found. 

Interested persons were given a 30-day 
period to submit data, views, or argu¬ 
ments with regard to the proposed 
amendment. 

One letter of comments was received in 
response to the Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. This commenter suggested that 
it be made clear in the regulations that 
the examples of “good cause’’ spelled out 
in paragraphs (a) through (h) of pro¬ 
posed new § 404.954(a) are not exclusive 
and that “good cause” may be established 
by a showing of other circumstances. 
The commenter also indicated that ex¬ 
tensions are frequently needed because 
the claimant did not understand the 
complex procedure of the appellate proc¬ 
ess or the effect of each step. In this re¬ 
gard, the commenter suggested that an 
additional example be added to 5 404.954a 
illustrating that “good cause” may be 
found upon a showing that the claim¬ 
ant did not understand or comprehend 
the procedural steps necessary to pursue 
his claim. 

In response to the commenter’s sug¬ 
gestions we have added a new paragraph 
(i) to 9 404.954a which contains a pro¬ 
vision establishing “good cause" upon 
a showing of unusual or unavoidable cir¬ 
cumstances, the nature of which demon¬ 
strates that the individual could not rea¬ 
sonably be expected to have been aware 
of the need to file timely, or such cir¬ 
cumstances prevented him from filing 
timely. 

The commenter also expressed concern 
over the wording of the first sentence in 
§ 404.954a which states that an exten¬ 
sion “may” be granted if the individual 
establishes good cause for failure to file 
a timely request. The commenter indi¬ 
cated that unless the word “shall” is 
used in this sentence instead of the word 
“may”, an Administrative Law Judge 
could deny a request for extension even 
after “good cause” has been established. 

The wording in the first sentence of 
9 404.954a is not new. It is merely repeti¬ 
tive of the wording in 9 404.954, which 
has been in existence for many years and 
which states: “For good cause shown, 
an Administrative Law Judge or the Ap¬ 
peals Council, as the case may be, may 
extend the time for filing such request 
or action." Similar language is also used 
in 9 405.712 (with respect to reconsidera¬ 
tion under the Hospital Insurance Bene¬ 
fits program), § 410.669 (with respect to 
hearing, Appeals Council review, and 
judicial review under the Black Lung 
Benefits program), and 9 416.1473 (with 
respect to hearing. Appeals Council re¬ 
view. and judicial review under the Sup¬ 
plemental Security Income for the Aged, 
Blind, and Disabled program) of this 
chapter. No objections were received from 

the public with respect to the language 
used in these sections. Under the circum¬ 
stances, a change of language is not 
deemed necessary. 

Accordingly, with the addition of a 
new paragraph (i) to I 404.954a, the pro¬ 
posed amendment to the regulations is 
adopted as set forth below. 

Effective date: This amendment shall 
be effective February 6, 1975. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No. 13.800 Health Insurance for the 
Aged—Hospital Insurance. No. 13.801 Health 
Insurance for the Aged—Supplementary 
Medical Insurance, No. 13.802 Social Secu¬ 
rity—Disability Insurance, No. 13.803 Social 
Security—Retirement Insurance, No. 13.804 
Social Security—Special Benefits for Person 
Aged 72 and Over, No. 13.806 Social Security— 
Survivors Insurance.) 

Dated: January 20,1975. 

J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: January 31, 1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Secretary of Health, 

Education, and Welfare. 

Subpart J of Regulations No. 4 is 
amended by adding 9 404.954a to read 
as follows: 

§ 404.954a “Good cause” for extension 
of time to request reconsideration, 
hearing, or review, or to begin civil 
action. 

With regard to 9§ 404.953 and 404.954, 
an extension of time to request recon¬ 
sideration, hearing, or review, or to begin 
civil action may be granted if the indi¬ 
vidual establishes to the satisfaction of 
the Administrative Law Judge, the Ap¬ 
peals Council, or other component of 
the Social Security Administration, that 
his failure to file a timely request was 
due to good cause. In determining 
whether “good cause” for failure to file 
a timely request has been established by 
the individual, consideration is given to 
whether the failure to file the request 
within the proper time limit was the 
result of circumstances which impeded 
the individual’s efforts to pursue his 
claim, misleading action of the Social 
Security Administration, or misunder¬ 
standing as to the requirements of the 
Act resulting from amendments to the 
Act, other legislation, or court decisions. 
For example, good cause for failure to 
file a timely request may be found where 
such failure resulted from the following 
circumstances: 

(a) The individual was seriously ill 
or had a physical or mental impairment 
and such illness or impairment prevented 
him from contacting the Social Security 
Administration iiv'person, or in writing, 
or through a friend, relative, or other 
person; 

(b) There was a death or serious Ill¬ 
ness in the individual’s immediate 
family; 

(c) Pertinent records were destroyed 
or damaged by fire or other accidental 
cause; 

(d) The individual was actively seek¬ 
ing evidence to perfect his claim and 
his search, though diligent, was not com¬ 
pleted before the time period expired; 

(e) The individual requested addi¬ 
tional explanation concerning the Social 
Security Administration’s decision with¬ 
in the time limit, provided that, within 
60 days after receipt of such explanation, 
he requested reconsideration or hearing, 
or within 30 days after receipt of such 
explanation, he requested review or 
began a civil action; 

(f) The individual was furnished in¬ 
correct or incomplete infermation by the 
Social Security Administration or was 
otherwise misled by a representative of 
the Social Security Administration about 
his right to request reconsideration, 
hearing, or review, or to begin a civil 
action. 

(g) The individual failed to receive 
the notice of initial determination, re¬ 
consideration, decision of an Admin¬ 
istrative Law Judge, or a decision of the 
Appeals Council; 

(h) The individual transmitted the 
request to another Government agency 
in good faith within the time limit and 
the request did not reach the Social 
Security Administration until after the 
time period had expired; or 

(i) Unusual or unavoidable circum¬ 
stances exist, the nature of which demon¬ 
strate that the individual could not 
reasonably be expected to have been 
aware of the need to file timely, or such 
circumstances prevented him from filing 
timely. 
(Secs. 205 and 1102 of the Social Security 
Act, as amended; 53 Stat. 1368 as amended 
and 49 Stat. 647 as amended; 42 U.S.C. (405 
and 1302)) 

{FR Doc.75-3424 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

CHAPTER V—MANPOWER 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 618—FEDERAL SUPPLEMENTAL 
BENEFITS (EMERGENCY UNEMPLOY¬ 
MENT COMPENSATION) 

The “Emergency Unemployment Com¬ 
pensation Act of 1974”, Public Law 93- 
572, 88 Stat. 1869, was approved by the 
President on December 31, 1974. The Act 
creates a new, temporary unemployment 
compensation program, financed from 
Federal funds, to furnish up to thirteen 
additional weeks of supplemental bene¬ 
fits to individuals covered by established 
unemployment compensation programs 
who are unemployed and unable to obtain 
work. Individuals may qualify for the 
supplemental benefits after exhausting 
their rights to regular unemployment 
benefits under State laws which are in¬ 
cluded in the Federal-State Unemploy¬ 
ment Compensation Program, or under 
the Federal unemployment compensation 
laws for Federal employees and for ex- 
servicemen and ex-servicewomen (20 
CFR Parts 609 and 614), and who have 
also exhausted their rights to Federal- 
State Extended Unemployment Compen¬ 
sation (20 CFR Part 615) or, in certain 
situations, have no rights to the extended 
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benefits. The supplemental benefits pay¬ 
able under the new Act (hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as Federal Supplemental Bene¬ 
fits, or in shortened form as FSB) are 
payable through State unemployment 
compensation agencies in those States 
which have entered into an agreement 
under the Act with the Secretary of La¬ 
bor of the United States. The first week 
in which the new program could become 
effective in any State was the first week 
beginning after December 31,1974, which 
was the week beginning on January 5, 
1975. 

Part 618 is issued to effectuate the re¬ 
quired Implementation of the Act, and 
shall take effect February 6, 1975. 

Since the new program of Federal 
Supplemental Benefits became effective 
in some States in the first week of Jan¬ 
uary 1975, it is essential to publish the re¬ 
quired implementing regulation in Part 
618 as quickly as possible. For this rea¬ 
son I, as Secretary of Labor, find that, 
irrespective of 29 CFR 2.7, it is contrary 
to the public interest to publish Part 618 
as a proposal with opportunity for com¬ 
ment, and for the same reason I find that 
it is necessary that it shall become effec¬ 
tive February 6,1975. 

Although Part 618 is being published 
in final form and is made effective as 
stated above, it is the policy of the De¬ 
partment of Labor to solicit and consider 
comments on the regulations it issues. 
Therefore, comments will be received, 
just as though Part 618 were a proposal, 
until March 14, 1975, after which time 
the comments received will be evaluated 
and, if warranted, the regulation will be 
appropriately revised. Meanwhile, in the 
interest of making Part 618 effective as 
soon as possible, it shall remain in force 
until revised. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views, or arguments on 
Part 618, to the U.S. Department of 
Labor, Manpower Administration, Room 
7000, Patrick Henry Building, 601 “D” 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20213, on 
or before March 14, 1975. All material 
received in response to this invitation 
will be available for publie inspection 
during normal business hours at that 
address. 

Part 618 is added to Title 20, Code of 
Federal Regulations. The new Part 618 
reads as follows: 
Sec. 
618.1 Purpose. 
618.2 Definitions. 
618.3 Effective period of the program. 
618.4 Eligibility requirements for Federal 

Supplemental Benefits. 
618.5 Definition of “exhaustee.” 
618.6 Federal Supplemental Benefits: 

weekly amount. 
618.7 Federal Supplemental Benefits: 

maximum amount. 
618.8 Claims for Federal Supplemental 

Benefits. 
618.9 Determination of entitlement; notice 

to individual. 
618.10 Reconsideration and appeal of deter¬ 

mination. 
618.11 Provisions of State law applicable to 

claims. 
618.12 The applicable State for an individ¬ 

ual. 

618.13 Restrictions on entitlement. 
618.14 Overpayments; penal ties. 
618.16 Disclosure of information. 
618.16 Federal Supplemental Benefit Pe¬ 

riod. 
618.17 Determination of “on" and "off” in¬ 

dicators. 
618.18 Announcement of beginning and 

ending of a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period. 

618.19 Payments to States. 
618.20 Information, reports and studies. 

Authority: Pub. L. 93-572 (88 Stat. 1869). 

§ 618.1 Purpose. 
This regulation is promulgated to im¬ 

plement the “Emergency Unemployment 
Compensation Act of 1974”, under which 
a State whose unemployment compensa¬ 
tion law is approved by the Secretary 
under section 3304 of the Internal Reve¬ 
nue Code of 1954, and contains a require¬ 
ment that extended compensation shall 
be payable thereunder as provided by the 
Federal-State Extended Unemployment 
Compensation Act of 1970, title n of Pub¬ 
lic-Law 91-373, as amended, may enter 
into an agreement with the Secretary of 
Labor whereby the unemployment com¬ 
pensation agency of the State will pay 
supplemental benefits to eligible individ¬ 
uals as specified in the Act. The benefits 
provided under the Act are hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as Federal Supplemental Bene¬ 
fits, or FSB. 

§ 618.2 Definitions. 

For the purposes of the Act and this 
regulation: 

(a) “Act” means the Emergency Un¬ 
employment Compensation Act of 1974. 

(b) “Agreement” means the agreement 
• entered into pursuant to 8 102 of the Act, 
between a State and the Secretary of 
Labor of the Unite! States, under which 
the State agency of the State agrees to 
make payments of Federal Supplemental 
Benefits in accordance with the Act and 
the regulations and procedures there¬ 
under prescribed by the Secretary. 

(c) “Applicable State law” means the 
State law of the State which is the appli¬ 
cable State for an individual. 

(d) "Base period” means, with res pest 
to an individual, the base period as deter¬ 
mined under the applicable State law for 
the individual’s benefit year. 

(e) “Benefit year” means the benefit 
year as defined in the applicable State 
law. 

(f) “Extended benefit period” shall 
have the meaning assigned to the term 
by section 203 of the Federal-State Ex¬ 
tended Unemployment Compensation Act 
of 1970. 

(g) “Compensation" means cash bene¬ 
fits payable to individuals with respect 
to their unemployment. 

(h) “Regular compensation” means 
compensation payable to an individual 
(including dependents’ allowances) 
under any State law, including compen¬ 
sation payable pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Ch. 
85, but not including extended compen¬ 
sation or additional compensation. 

(i) “Additional compensation” means 
compensation totally financed by a State 

and payable under a State law by reason 
of conditions of high unemployment or 
by reason of other special factors. 

(J) "Extended compensation” means 
compensation payable to an individual 
for weeks of unemployment in an ex¬ 
tended benefit period, under those provi¬ 
sions of a State law which satisfy the 
requirements of the Federal-State Ex¬ 
tended Unemployment Compensation 
Act of 1970 with respect to the payment 
of extended compensation, and, when 
so payable, includes additional compen¬ 
sation and compensation payable pur¬ 
suant to 5 U.S.C. ch. 85. 

(k) “Federal Supplemental Benefits” 
means the compensation payable under 
the Act to individuals eligible thereunder 
for the payments, and which is referred 
to as FSB. 

(l) “Period of eligibility” means, in the 
case of any individual, the weeks in the 
individual’s benefit year which begin in 
an extended benefit period or a Federal 
Supplemental Benefit Period and, if the 
benefit year ends within the extended 
benefit period; any weeks thereafter 
which begin in the extended benefit pe¬ 
riod or in the Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period. 

(m) “Secretary” means the Secretary 
of Labor of the United States. 

(n) “State” means the States of the 
United States, the District of Columbia, 
and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

(o) “State agency” means the agency 
of the State which administers the ap¬ 
plicable State law. 

(p) “State law” means the unemploy¬ 
ment compensation law of a State, ap¬ 
proved by the Secretary under section 
3304 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. 

(q) “Week” means, for purposes of 
eligibility for and payment of FSB, a 
week as defined in the applicable State 
law, and, for purposes of computations 
of Federal Supplemental Benefit “on” 
and “off” indicators and the beginning 
and ending of a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period, a calendar week. 

(r) “Week of unemployment” means 
any week during which an Individual is 
totally, part-totally, or partially unem¬ 
ployed. A week of total unemployment is 
a week in which an individual performs 
no work and earns no wages or has less 
than full-time work and earns not more 
than the earnings allowance prescribed 
in the applicable State law. A week of 
part-total unemployment is a week of 
otherwise total unemployment during 
which an individual has odd jobs or sub¬ 
sidiary work with earnings in excess of 
the earnings allowance prescribed in the 
applicable State law but less than the 
earnings allowance plus the individual’s 
weekly amount of FSB. A week of partial 
unemployment is a week during which 
an individual works less than regular, 
full-time hours for the individual’s regu¬ 
lar employer, because of lack of work, 
and earns more than the earnings allow¬ 
ance prescribed by the applicable State 
law but less than the earnings allowance 
plus the individual’s weekly amount of 
FSB. 
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§ 6183 Effective period of the program. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
Cb) of this section. FSB shall be payable 
with respect to any week of unemploy¬ 
ment beginning: 

(1) After December 31, 1974, or 
(2) With the week after the week In 

which the State enters Into an Agree¬ 
ment under the Act. or 

(3) The first week after the date of 
enactment of the Act. whichever is the 
latest : Provided. That such weeks of un¬ 
employment begin in a Federal Supple¬ 
mental Benefit Period. 

(b) FSB shall not be payable to any 
Individual with respect to any week of 
unemployment that: 

(1) Ends after December 31, 1976; or 
(2) Ends after March 31, 1977, In the 

case of an individual who had a week of 
unemployment ending January 1, 1977, 
with respect to which FSB was payable; 
even though there remains in effect an 
Agreement entered into pursuant to the 
Act and a Federal Supplemental Bene¬ 
fit Period. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
vision of the Act or this regulation. FSB 
shall be payable solely through a 
State agency and only pursuant to an 
Agreement. 

§ 618.4 Eligibility requirements for 
Federal Supplemental Benefits. 

An individual is entitled to FSB for a 
week of unemployment which begins in 
the individual’s period of eligibility if, 
with respect to such week, the individual 
is an exhaustee as defined in S 618.5, files 
a timely claim for FSB, and satisfies the 
pertinent requirements of the applicable 
State law as provided in the Act and this 
regulation. 

§ 618.S Definition of “exhaustee.” 

An individual is an exhaustee with re¬ 
spect to a week of unemployment if the 
individual: 

(a) Is an exhaustee of regular com¬ 
pensation as prescribed in S 615.4 (b) 
and (c) of this chapter; and 

(b) Is an exhaustee of extended com¬ 
pensation; that is, the individual has 
received, prior to that week, all the ex¬ 
tended compensation available under a 
State law in the individual’s most recent 
eligibility period, or the individual is not 
entitled to extended compensation be¬ 
cause of the ending of the individual’s 
eligibility period for extended compensa¬ 
tion under the applicable State law or 
any other State law prior to the begin¬ 
ning of that week ; and 

(c) Has no right to any compensation, 
including regular, additional, and ex¬ 
tended compensation, with respect to 
that week under; the applicable State law 
or the State law of any other State, or 
the Hawaii Agricultural Unemployment 
Compensation Law, and has no right to 
compensation under the Railroad Un¬ 
employment Insurance Act or any other 
Federal unemployment compensation 
law; and 

(d) The individual is not receiving 
compensation with respect to that week 
under the unemployment compensation 
law of the Virgin Islands or Canada. 

§ 618.6 Federal Supplemental Benefits: 
weekly amount. 

(a) Toted unemployment. The weekly 
amount of FSB payable to an individual 
for a week of total unemployment in a 
period of eligibility shall be equal to the 
amount of regular compensation (in¬ 
cluding dependents’ allowances) payable 
to the individual for a week of total 
unemployment during the Individual’s 
current benefit year, of if the individual 
has no current benefit year, during the 
most recent benefit year. If the individual 
had more than one weekly amount of reg¬ 
ular compensation for total unemploy¬ 
ment during the benefit year, the weekly 
amount of FSB for total unemployment 
shall be the weekly amount payable un¬ 
der the applicable State law with respect 
to extended compensation. 

(b) Partial andpart-total unemploy¬ 
ment. The weekly amount of FSB pay¬ 
able for a week of partial or part-total 
unemployment shall be determined under 
the provisions of the applicable State law 
which apply to regular compensation. 

§ 618.7 Federal Supplemental Benefits: 
maximum amount. 

(a) The State agency of the applicable 
State shall establish a Federal Supple¬ 
mental Benefit Account for each indi¬ 
vidual determined to be eligible for FSB, 
in an amount equal to the lesser of— 

(1) Fifty per centum of the total 
amount of regular compensation (includ¬ 
ing dependents’ allowances) payable to 
the individual during the individual’s ap¬ 
plicable benefit year; or 

(2) Thirteen times the individual’s 
average weekly benefit amount of regu¬ 
lar compensation (including dependents’ 
allowances), as determined pursuant to 
S 618.6(a). 

(b) If, after a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Account is established, it is deter¬ 
mined as the result of a redetermination 
or appeal that the Individual was entitled 
to more or less of regular or more or 
less of extended compensation, the in¬ 
dividual’s status as an exhaustee for the 
purposes of the Act shall be redetermined 
as of new date of exhaustion of extended 
compensation and an appropriate change 
shall be made in the individual’s Federal 
Supplemental Benefit Account. 

§ 618.8 Claims for Federal Supplemen¬ 
tal Benefits. 

(a) An initial claim for FSB shall be 
filed by an individual with respect to the 
individual’s applicable State and accord¬ 
ing to the applicable State law on a form 
prescribed by the Secretary, which shall 
be furnished to the individual by the 
State agency. 

(b) Claims for FSB for weeks of un¬ 
employment shall be filed with respect 
to the individual’s applicable State at 
the times and in the manner as claims 
for regular compensation are filed under 
the applicable State law. and on forms 
prescribed by the Secretary which shall 
be furnished to the individual by the 
State agency. 

(c) The procedures for reporting and 
filing claims for FSB shall be consistent 
with the Secretary’s “Standard for Claim 

Filing, Claimant Reporting, Job Finding 
and Employment Services" (Employment 
Security Manual, Part V, sections 5000 
etseq.). 

§ 618.9 Determination of entitlement; 
notice to individual. 

(a) The State agency shall, promptly 
upon the filing of an initial claim for 
FSB, determine whether the Individual 
is eligible and whether a disqualification 
applies, and, if the individual is found 
to be eligible, the weekly and maximum 
amounts of FSB payable to the indi¬ 
vidual. 

(b) The State agency shall give no¬ 
tice in writing to the individual of any 
determination of an initial claim and 
determinations of all subsequent claims 
with respect to weeks of unemployment, 
and each notice of determination shall 
include such information regarding the 
determination and notice of right to re¬ 
consideration or appeal, or both, as is 
furnished with written notices of deter¬ 
minations with respect to claims for 
regular compensation. 

(c) 1716 procedures for making deter¬ 
minations and furnishing written notices 
of determinations to individuals claim¬ 
ing FSB shall be consistent with the 
Secretary’s “Standard for Claim Deter¬ 
minations—Separation Information” 
(Employment Security Manual, Part V, 
sections 6010 et seq.). 

§ 618.10 Reconsideration and appeal of 
determination. 

(a) Reconsideration. The provisions of 
the applicable State law concerning the 
right to request, or authority to under¬ 
take. reconsideration of a determination 
pertaining to regular compensation un¬ 
der the applicable State law shall apply 
to determinations pertaining to FSB. 
Written notice of redetermination, with 
notice of right to appeal, shall be fur¬ 
nished to the individual claiming FSB 
and shall bfe consistent with the Secre¬ 
tary’s “Standard for Claim Determina¬ 
tions—Separation Information” (Em¬ 
ployment Security Manual, Part V, 
sections 6010 et seq.). 

(b) Appeal. (1) The provisions of the 
applicable State law concerning the right 
of appeal and fair hearing from a de¬ 
termination or redetermination of 
entitlement to regular compensation 
shall apply to determinations and rede- 
terminations of eligibility for on entitle¬ 
ment to FSB. 

(2) The provisions on right of appeal 
and opportunity for a fair hearing with 
respect to claims for FSB shall be con¬ 
sistent with sections 303(a)(1) and 303 
(a) (3) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 503(a)(1) and 503(a)(3)). 

§ 618.11 Provisions of State law appli¬ 
cable to claims. 

(a) Except where the result would be 
inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Act, or this regulation and the procedures 
thereunder prescribed by the Secretary, 
the terms and conditions of the applica¬ 
ble State law which apply to claims for, 
and the payment of, regular compensa¬ 
tion shall apply to claims for, and the 
payment of, FSB. The provisions of the 
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applicable State law which shall apply to 
claims for, and the payment of. FSB in¬ 
clude, but are not limited to: 

(1) Claim filing and reporting; 
(2) Information to individuals, as ap¬ 

propriate; . 
(3) Notices to individuals and employ¬ 

ers, as appropriate, including notice to 
each individual of each determination 
and redetermination of eligibility for or 
entitlement to FSB; 

(4) Determinations and redetermina¬ 
tions; 

(5) Ability to work, availability for 
work, and search for work; and 

(6) Disqualifications. 
(b) The Interstate Benefit Payment 

Plan shall apply where appropriate, to 
individuals filing claims for FSB. 

(c) The Interstate Arrangement for 
Combining Employment and Wages (20 
CFR Part 616) shall apply, where ap¬ 
propriate, to individuals filing claims for 
FSB: Provided, That the “Paying State” 
shall be the applicable State as prescribed 
in § 618.12. 

(d) The provisions of the applicable 
State law which apply hereunder to 
claims for, and the payment of, FSB shall 
be applied consistently with the require¬ 
ments of Title III of the Social Security 
Act and the Federal Unemployment Tax 
Act which are pertinent in the case of 
regular and extended compensation, in¬ 
cluding but not limited to those standards 
and requirements specifically referred to 
in the provisions of this regulation. 

§ 618.12 The applicable State for an 
individual. 

(a) The applicable State for an indi¬ 
vidual is the State with respect to which 
the individual most recently exhausted 
rights to regular and extended compensa¬ 
tion. 

(b) FSB is payable to an individual 
only by an applicable State as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

§ 618.13 Restrictions on entitlement. 

(a) An individual who is entitled with 
respect to a week to both FSB and a 
training allowance under section 203 of 
the Manpower Development and Training 
Act of 1962 shall be treated the same as 
the individual would be treated if en¬ 
titled to both regular compensation and 
such an allowance. 

(b) An individual entitled to the pay¬ 
ment with respect to a week of unem¬ 
ployment of a basic weekly allowance 
under section 111(a) of the Comprehen¬ 
sive Employment and Training Act of 
1973 shall not, by reason of entitlement 
to a payment under that Act, be dis¬ 
qualified for a payment of FSB to which 
ihe individual otherwise is entitled. 

(c) If the week of unemployment for 
which an individual claims FSB is a week 
to which a disqualification for compen¬ 
sation applies under the applicable State 
law, or would apply but for the fact that 
the individual has no right to such com¬ 
pensation, the individual shall not be 
entitled to a payment of FSB for that 
nmo]r 
WvvtL, 

§618.14 Overpayments; penalties. 

(a) If the State agency of the appli¬ 
cable State or a court of competent juris¬ 
diction finds, after a determination and 
opportunity for a fair hearing thereon, 
that an individual has received a pay¬ 
ment of FSB to which the individual was 
not entitled under the Act and this regu¬ 
lation, irrespective of whether or not the 
payment was due to the individual’s 
fault or misrepresentation, the individ¬ 
ual shall be liable to repay to the appli¬ 
cable State the total sum of the payment 
to which the individual was not entitled, 
and the State agency shall take all rea¬ 
sonable measures authorized under the 
applicable State law or Federal law to 
recover for the account of the United 
States the total sum of the payment to 
which the individual was not entitled. 

(b) In addition to recovery in the 
manner prescribed in paragraph (a) of 
this section, the State agency of the 
applicable State, or the State agency of 
any other applicable State, shall recover 
any payment to which an individual was 
not entitled by offset against any further 
payment to which the individual law¬ 
fully may be otherwise entitled under the 
Act and this regulation. 

(c) In addition, the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 8507 shall be applicable in the 
event of fraudulent overpayments of 
FSB to former Federal employees and ex- 
servicemen and ex-servicewomen. 

(d) FSB payable to an individual under 
the Act and this regulation shall not be 
available foe the recovery by offset of 
any debt due to any State or the United 
States or any overpayment under any 
other State or Federal law providing for 
assistance or an allowance with respect 
to an individual’s unemployment. Over¬ 
payments of FSB shall be recoverable 
only as provided in this section, or by 
civil suit against the individual con¬ 
cerned, and shall not be recoverable by 
offsetting any sum due to the individual 
under any State law or under any other 
Federal law providing for payments to 
individuals for the relief of unemploy¬ 
ment. 

(e) Overpayments recovered pursuant 
to this section, 5 U.S.C. 8507, or in any 
other manner, shall be credited or re¬ 
turned, as the case may be, to the ap¬ 
propriate account of the United States. 

(f) Any provision of the applicable 
State law providing for waiver of re¬ 
covery of overpayments of compensation 
shall not be applicable to FSB. However, 
provisions of the applicable State law 
relating to disqualification for fraud¬ 
ulently claiming or receiving a payment 
of compensation shall apply to claims 
for and payments of FSB. 

(g) Recovery of any overpayment of 
FSB shall not be enforced by a State 
agency until the determination estab¬ 
lishing the overpayment has become 
final or the decision after opportunity 
for a fair hearing has become final. 

(h) Procedures for the determination 
of overpayments of FSB, and opportunity 
for a hearing thereon, shall accord with 
the procedures under the applicable 
State law for determinations and hear¬ 

ings with respect to overpayments of 
compensation, and shall be consistent 
with sections 303(a) (1) and 303(a) (3) of 
the Social Security Act. 

(i) Provisions in the procedures of each 
State with respect to detection and pre¬ 
vention of fraudulent overpayments of 
FSB shall be, as a minimum, commen¬ 
surate with the procedures adopted by 
the State with respect to regular com¬ 
pensation which are consistent with the 
Secretary’s “Standard for Fraud and 
Overpayment Detection” (Employment 
Security Manual, Part V, sections 7510 et 
seq.). 

§ 618.15 Disclosure of information. 

Information obtained by a State 
agency in administering the Act shall be 
kept confidential, and may be disclosed 
only in the same manner and to the same 
extent as information with respect to 
regular compensation and the entitle¬ 
ment of individuals thereto may be dis¬ 
closed under the applicable State law. 
This provision on the confidentiality of 
information obtained in the administra¬ 
tion of the Act shall not apply, however, 
to the U.S. Department of Labor or in 
the case of information and reports re¬ 
quested pursuant to 5 618.20. 

§ 618.16 Federal Supplemental Benefit 
Period. 

(a) A Federal Supplemental Benefit 
Period shall begin in a State on the first 
day of the third calendar week following 
the week for which there is a Federal 
Supplemental Benefit “on” Indicator in 
the State, but in no event shall a Federal 
Supplemental Benefit Period commence 
with a week beginning before January 5, 
1975. 

(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(c) of this section, a Federal Supple¬ 
mental Benefit Period in a State shall 
end on the last day of the third calen¬ 
dar week after the first week for which 
there is a Federal Supplemental Benefit 
“off” Indicator in that State. 

(c) A Federal Supplemental Benefit 
Period which becomes effective in any 
State shall continue for not less than 26 
consecutive weeks, but in no event shall 
FSB be paid for any week beginning be¬ 
fore or ending after the dates specified 
in § 618.3. 

§ 618.17 Determination of “on” and 
“off” indicators. 

(a) There is a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit “on” indicator in a State for a 
week if the Secretary determines with re¬ 
spect to that State that there is a State 
or National “on” indicator for the week 
as determined under subsection (d) or 
(e) of section 203 of the Federal-State 
Extended Unemployment Compensation 
Act of 1970, as amended. 

(b) There is a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit “off” indicator in a State for a 
week if the Secretary determines with 
respect to that State that there is both a 
State and a National “off” indicator for 
the week as determined under subsec¬ 
tions (d) and (e) of section 203 of the 
Federal-State Extended Unemployment 
Compensation Act of 1970, as amended. 
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§ 618.18 Announcement of the hegin- 
'' ning and ending of a Federal Sup¬ 

plemental Benefit Period. 

(a) In the case of Federal Supplemen¬ 
tal Benefit Indicators based on National 
indicators under the Federal-State Ex¬ 
tended Unemployment Compensation Act 
of 1970, as amended— 

(1) Whenever the Secretary deter¬ 
mines that there is an “off” indicator, 
the Secretary shall cause to be published 
in the Federal Register notice of the 
determination, and shall include in such 
notice the week for which there was an 
“on” indicator, the week when a Federal 
Supplemental Benefit Period will com¬ 
mence and information regarding the 
nationwide scope of the Federal Supple¬ 
mental Benefit Program. 

(2) Whenever the Secretary deter¬ 
mines that there is an "off” tindicator, 
the Secretary shall cause to be pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register notice of 
the determination, and shall include in 
such notice the week for which there was 
an “off” indicator, the week when the 
Federal Supplemental Benefit Period will 
end, and each State which shall remain 
in a Federal Supplemental Benefit Period 
because there was not for that week a 
State “off” indicator as prescribed in 
section 203(e) of the Federal-State Ex¬ 
tended Unemployment Compensation Act 
of 1970. 

(3) The Secretary shall also notify 
appropriate news media and the heads of 
all State agencies of the determination 
of an “on” or “off” indicator and of its 
effect. 

(b) In the case of Federal Supple¬ 
mental Benefit indicators, when there is 
not in effect a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period based on a National “on” 
indicator under the Federal-State Ex¬ 
tended Unemployment Compensation 
Act of 1970, as amended, the Secretary 
shall cause to be published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register the determination that 
there is a Federal Supplemental Benefit 
“cm” or “off” indicator in a State which 
has entered into an Agreement that is in 
effect, and the beginning or ending date, 
as the case may be, of the Federal Sup¬ 
plemental Benefit Period in that State. 

(c) Whenever the head of a State 
agency is notified of the Secretary’s de¬ 
termination that a Federal Supplemen¬ 
tal Benefit “on” or- “off” indicator 
will begin or end a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period in the State, the head of 
the State agency shall promptly an¬ 
nounce the Secretary’s determination 
and the beginning or ending date of the 
Federal Supplemental Benefit Period 
through appropriate news media in the 
State. In the case of a Federal Supple¬ 
mental Benefit Period that is about to 
begin, the announcement shall also de¬ 
scribe clearly the unemployed individu¬ 
als who may be eligible for FSB during 
the period; and in the case of a Federal 
Supplemental Benefit Period that is 
about to end, the announcement shall 
also describe clearly the individuals 
whose entitlement to FSB will be 
terminated. 

<d> (1) Whenever there has been a 
determination that a Federal Supple¬ 

mental Benefit Period will begin in a 
State, the State agency shall provide 
prompt written notice of potential en¬ 
titlement to FSB to each individual who 
is an exhaustee of regular and extended 
compensation as prescribed in $ 618.5. 

(2) The State agency shall provide the 
same notice promptly to each individual 
who exhausts rights to regular and ex¬ 
tended compensation, as prescribed in 
5 618.5, during a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period. 

(e) Whenever there has been a deter¬ 
mination that a Federal Supplemental 
Benefit Period will end in a State, the 
State agency shall provide written notice 
to each individual who is currently filing 
claims for FSB of the forthcoming end of 
the Federal Supplemental Benefit Period 
and its effect on the individual’s right to 
compensation. 

§ 618.19 Payments to States. 

(a) Federal Supplemental Benefits. 
The Secretary shall from time to time 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for payment to each State which has en¬ 
tered into an Agreement, either in ad¬ 
vance or by way of reimbursement as the 
Secretary decides in each instance, such 
amounts as are deemed necessary by the 
Secretary to make payments of FSB in 
accordance with the Act and this regu¬ 
lation and the procedures thereunder 
prescribed by the Secretary; except that 
the amounts certified shall not include 
sums for which the State is entitled to 
reimbursement under the provisions of 
any Federal law other than the Act. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, prior to audit 
or settlement by the General Accounting 
Office, shall make payments to the State 
in accordance with the certifications, by 
transfers from the extended unemploy¬ 
ment compensation account in the Un¬ 
employment Trust Fund to the account 
of the State in the Fund. 

(b) Costs of administration. With the 
amount certified by the Secretory for 
payment to each State, pursuant to 
title in of the Social Security Act, for 
the purpose of assisting the State in 
the administration of the State law, 
there shall be included such amount as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary 
for the proper and efficient administra¬ 
tion of the Act by the State. Sections 303 
(a)(8) and 303(a)(9) of the Social 
Security Act shall apply to amounts paid 
to a State for costs of administration 
of the Act. 

§ 618.20 Information. reports and 
studies. 

State agencies shall furnish to the 
Secretary such information and reports 
and make such studies as the Secretary 
decides are necessary or appropriate for 
carrying out the purposes of the Act. 

Effective date. Part 618 shall become 
effective February 6,1975. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 30th 
day of January, 1975. 

Peter J. Brennan, 
Secretary of Labor. 

|FR Doc.75-3411 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 ami 

PART 619—SPECIAL UNEMPLOYMENT 
ASSISTANCE 

Implementation 

Title n of the “Emergency Jobs and 
Unemployment Assistance Act of 1974”, 
Public Law 93-567, 88 Stat. 1845, was 
approved by the President on December 
31, 1974. The Act creates a new, tem¬ 
porary program of unemployment as¬ 
sistance, financed from Federal funds, to 
furnish up to twenty-six weeks of un¬ 
employment benefits to individuals who 
are unemployed and unable to obtain 
work, and who have no rights to com¬ 
pensation under established unemploy¬ 
ment compensation laws or to assistance 
or allowances with respect to their un¬ 
employment under other Federal laws. 
Special Unemployment Assistance (re¬ 
ferred to in shortened form as SUA) is 
payable through State unemployment 
compensation agencies in those States 
which have entered into an agreement 
under the Act with the Secretary of La¬ 
bor of the United States. In the light of 
the fact that the rate of national un¬ 
employment averaged more than 6.0 per 
centum lor the three month period of 
September to November 1974, the Spe¬ 
cial Unemoloyment Assistance Program 
became effective with the week begin¬ 
ning on December 22.1974. 

Part 619 is issued to effectuate the 
required implementation of the Act, and 
shall take effect February 6,1975. 

Since the new program of Special Un¬ 
employment Assistance became effective 
in many States with the week beginning 
on December 22, 1974, it is essential to 
publish the required implementing reg¬ 
ulation in Part 619 as quickly as pos¬ 
sible. For this reason I, as Secretary of 
Labor, find that, irrespective of 29 CFR 
2.7, it is contrary to the public interest to 
publish Part 619 as a proposal with op¬ 
portunity for comment, and for the 
same reason I find that it is necessary 
that Part 619 shall become effective 
February 6, 1975. 

Although Part 619 is being published 
in final form and is made effective as 
stated above, it is the policy of the De¬ 
partment of Labor to solicit and consider 
comments on the regulations It issues. 
Therefore, comments will be received, 
just as though Part 619 were a proposal, 
until March 14, 1975, after which time 
the comments received will be evaluated 
and, if warranted, the regulation will be 
appropriately revised. Meanwhile, in the 
interest of making Part 619 effective as 
soon as possible, it shall remain in force 
until revised. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, 7iews, or arguments on 
Part 619, to the U.S. Department of La¬ 
bor, Manpower Administration, Room 
7000, Patrick Henry Building, 601 “D” 
Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 20213, on 
or before March 14, 1975. All material 
received in response to this invitation 
will be available for public Inspection 
during normal business hours at that 
address. 

Part 619 is added to Title 20, Code of 
Federal Regulations. The new Part 619 
reads as follows: 
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Authority : Pub. L. 03-667 (88 Stat. 1846). 

§ 619.1 Purpose. 

The regulation in this part is issued to 
carry out the purpose of establishing a 
temporary program of Special Unem¬ 
ployment Assistance (SUA) for indi¬ 
viduals who are unemployed during a 
period of aggravated unemployment and 
who are not otherwise eligible for unem¬ 
ployment compensation or allowance 
with respect to their unemployment un¬ 
der any other law. 

§ 619.2 Definitions. 

For the purposes of the Act and this 
regulation: 

(a) “Act” means title n of the “Emer¬ 
gency Jobs and Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Act of 1974”, providing for the 
Special Unemployment Assistance 
Program. 

(b) “Agreement” means an agreement 
entered into pursuant to section 202 of 
the Act, between a State and the Secre¬ 
tary of Labor of the United States, un¬ 
der which the State agency of the State 
agrees to make payments of Special Un¬ 
employment Assistance In accordance 
with the Act and the regulations and 
procedures thereunder prescribed by the 
Secretary. 

(c) “Applicable State law” means the 
State law of the State which is the ap¬ 
plicable State for an individual. 

(d) “Area” means an area designated 
by the Secretary as an area served by an 
entity which is eligible to be a prime 
sponsor under section 102(a) of the 
Comprehensive Employment and Train¬ 
ing Act of 1973. 

(e) “Compensation” means cash bene¬ 
fits payable to individuals with respect to 
their unemployment, and includes regu¬ 
lar, additional, extended, and emergency 
compensation as defined herein, and un¬ 
employment compensation payable under 
the Hawaii Agricultural Unemployment 

Compensation Law and the Railroad Un¬ 
employment Insurance Act. 

(f) “Regular compensation” means 
compensation payable to an individual 
(Including dependents' allowances) 
under any State law, including compen¬ 
sation payable pursuant to 5 U.S.C. ch. 
85, but not including extended compensa¬ 
tion or additional compensation. 

(g) “Additional compensation” means 
compensation totally financed by a State 
and payable under a State law by reason 
of conditions of high unemployment or 
by reason of other special factors. 

(h) “Extended compensation” means 
compensation payable to an individual 
for weeks of unemployment in an ex¬ 
tended benefit period, under those provi¬ 
sions of a State law which satisfy the 
requirements of the Federal-State Ex¬ 
tended Unemployment Compensation Act 
of 1970 with respect to the payment of 
extended compensation, and,- when so 
payable, includes additional compensa¬ 
tion and compensation payable pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. ch. 85. 

(i) “Emergency compensation” means 
compensation payable under the Emer¬ 
gency Unemployment Compensation Act 
of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-572), and referred 
to as Federal Supplemental Benefits (20 
CFR Part 618). 

(j) “Not covered” means services per¬ 
formed by an individual for another as an 
employee (as defined In 26 U.S.C. 3306 
(1)) within a State or within or among 
two or more States, or on or in connec¬ 
tion with an American vessel or American 
aircraft (as specified and defined in 26 
U.S.C. 3306 (c), (m), and (n)), or out¬ 
side of the States (except in Canada) for 
an American employer (as defined in 26 
U.S.C. 3306(j) (3)) if the individual is a 
citizen of the United States, if the serv¬ 
ices are not services covered for the pur¬ 
pose of determining eligibility for com¬ 
pensation under a State law, the Hawaii 
Agricultural Unemployment Compensa¬ 
tion Law, the Railroad Unemployment 
Insurance Act, or 5 U.S.C. ch. 85. 

Ok) “Secretary” means the Secretary 
of Labor of the United States. 

(l) “Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance” (referred to herein as SUA) means 
the benefits payable under the Act to in¬ 
dividuals who are not entitled to compen¬ 
sation as defined herein. 

(m) “State” means the States of the 
United States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and 
the Virgin Islands. 

(n) “State agency” means the agency 
of the State which administers the ap¬ 
plicable State law. 

(o) “State law” means the unemploy¬ 
ment compensation law of a State which 
has been approved by the Secretary under 
section 3304 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954, and further means, with re¬ 
spect to the Virgin Islands, the unem¬ 
ployment compensation law of the Virgin 
Islands. 

(p) “Wages” means remuneration for 
services performed for another in an em¬ 
ployer-employee relationship. 

(q) “Waiting period” means the wait¬ 
ing period as provided in the applicable 
State law. 

(r) “Week” means a calendar week. 
(s) “Week of unemployment” means 

any week during which an Individual is 
totally, part-totally, or partially unem¬ 
ployed. A week of total unemployment is 
a week in which an individual performs 
no work and earns no wages or has less 
than full-time work and earns not more 
than the earnings allowance prescribed 
in the applicable State law. A week of 
part-total unemployment is a week of 
otherwise total unemployment during 
which an individual has odd jobs or sub¬ 
sidiary work with earnings in excess of 
the earnings allowance prescribed in the 
applicable State law but less than the 
earnings allowance plus the individual's 
weekly amount of SUA. A week of par¬ 
tial unemployment Is a week during 
which an individual works less than regu¬ 
lar, full-time hours for the Individual’s 
regular employer, because of lack of 
work, and earns more than the earnings 
allowance prescribed by the applicable 
State law but less than the earnings al¬ 
lowance plus the individual’s weekly 
amount of SUA. 

§ 619.3 Effective period of the program. 

(a) Except as provided In paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of this section, SUA shall be 
payable, or waiting period credited, with 
respect to a week of unemployment com¬ 
mencing with the week beginning on 
December 22,1974. 

(b) SUA shall not be payable to any 
Individual with respect to any week of 
unemployment ending after March 31. 
1976; and no Individual shall be entitled 
to a payment of SUA with respect to any 
week of unemployment which begins 
after December 31, 1975, unless the Indi¬ 
vidual has filed an initial claim for SUA 
which is effective with respect to a week 
that begins on or before December 31, 
1975. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sion of the Act or this regulation, SUA 
shall be payable solely through a State 
agency and only pursuant to an Agree¬ 
ment. 

§ 619.4 Eligibility requirements for Spe¬ 
cial Unemployment Assistance. 

An Individual shall be eligible to re¬ 
ceive a payment of SUA or waiting pe¬ 
riod credit with respect to a week of un¬ 
employment which begins during a 
Special Unemployment Assistance Pe¬ 
riod, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Act and this regulation, if that 
week is within the effective period of 
the program as set forth in § 619.3, and 
if, with respect to that week, all of the 
following requirements of (a) through 
(f) are met. 

(a) The individual (1) Is not eligible 
for compensation under any State or 
Federal unemployment compensation 
law, including the State law of any State. 
5 U.S.C. ch. 85, the Railroad Unemploy¬ 
ment Insurance Act, the Emergency Un¬ 
employment Compensation Act of 1974, 
and the Hawaii Agricultural Unemploy¬ 
ment Compensation Law, with respect to 
that week of unemployment; (2) Is not 
receiving compensation with respect to 
that week of unemployment under the 
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unemployment compensation law of 
Canada; and (3) is not eligible for as¬ 
sistance or an allowance payable with 
respect to that week of unemploy¬ 
ment under such laws as the Public 
Works and Economic Development Act 
Amendments of 1974, the Disaster Re¬ 
lief Act of 1974, the Trade Expansion Act 
of 1962, as amended, or any successor 
legislation or similar legislation, as de¬ 
termined by the Secretary. 

(b) The individual meets the qualify¬ 
ing employment and wage requirements 
of the applicable State law in a base year 
which, notwithstanding the State law, 
shall be the 52-week period preceding 
the first week with respect to which the 
individual (1) files a timely initial claim 
for SUA; (2) is totally, part-totally, or 
partially unemployed; and (3) meets 
such qualifying employment and wage 
requirements; and for the purpose of this 
paragraph employment and wages which 
are not covered by the applicable State 
law shall be treated as though they were 
covered, and shall be combined with em¬ 
ployment and wages covered by any 
State or Federal unemployment compen¬ 
sation law, including the Railroad Un¬ 
employment Insurance Act and the 
Hawaii Agricultural Unemployment 
Compensation Law, in determining 
whether the individual meets the qualify¬ 
ing employment and wage requirements 
of the applicable State law, except that 
employment and wages shall be ex¬ 
cluded for this purpose to the extent that 
individual is or was entitled to compen¬ 
sation on the basis of such employment 
and wages under any unemployment 
compensation law, and employment and 
wages considered in determining an in¬ 
dividual’s eligibility for and entitlement 
to SUA shall not thereafter be considered 
fai determining the individual’s eligibility 
for an entitlement to SUA in connection 
with any further claim for SUA. 

For the purpose of determining an in¬ 
dividual’s eligibility for SUA under a 
State law that bases eligibility on em¬ 
ployment or wages by calendar quarters, 
any employment and wages during the 
52-week base year which fall within two 
incomplete calendar quarters shall either 
be treated as falling within two quarters 
or shall be combined and treated as 
falling within one quarter, whichever is 
most advantageous to the individual. 

(c) The individual is totally, part- 
totally, or partially unemployed, and is 
able to work, available for work, and 
seeking work within the meaning of, or as 
required by, the applicable State law, and 
is not subject to disqualification under 
that law as provided in § 619.12(d), with 
respect to that week of unemployment. 

(d) The individual has filed a timely 
initial claim for SUA, and, as appropri¬ 
ate, has filed a timely claim for waiting 
period credit or a payment of SUA with 
respect to that week of unemployment. 

(e) In the area in which the individual 
was last employed for at least five work¬ 
days prior to filing an initial claim for 
SUA, a Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Period is in effect with respect to 
that week of unemployment: Provided, 
That If the Individual, except for the 

imposition of a disqualification, was 
otherwise eligible for a payment of SUA 
or waiting period credit with respect to 
a week of unemployment which began 
during a Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Period, but did not exhaust entitle¬ 
ment to SUA during the period, entitle¬ 
ment shall continue after the end of the 
period, but SUA shall not be payable for 
any week of unemployment that begins 
more than twenty-six weeks after the 
end of the period or after the effective 
period of the Special Unemployment As¬ 
sistance Program as specified in S 619.3. 

(f) The State in which the individual 
was last employed for at least five work¬ 
days, prior to filing an initial claim for 
SUA, entered into an Agreement which 
is in effect with respect to that week of 
unemployment. 

§ 619.5 Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance: weekly amount. 

(a) Total unemployment. (1) The 
weekly amount of SUA payable to an 
eligible individual for a week of total 
unemployment shall be the weekly bene¬ 
fit amount for a week of total unem¬ 
ployment that would be payable to the 
individual as regular compensation (in¬ 
cluding dependents’ allowances), as com¬ 
puted under the provisions of the ap¬ 
plicable State law: Provided, That, in 
computing the individual’s weekly bene¬ 
fit amount, the base year, notwithstand¬ 
ing the applicable State law, shall be the 
fifty-two week period preceding the first 
week with respect to which the indi¬ 
vidual (i) files a timely initial claim for 
SUA; (ii) is totally, part-totally, or par¬ 
tially unemployed; and (iii) meets the 
qualifying employment and wage re¬ 
quirements as set forth in 5 619.4(b), 
and for the purpose of this proviso em¬ 
ployment and wages which are not cov¬ 
ered by the applicable State law, and 
employment and wages which are cov¬ 
ered by any unemployment compensa¬ 
tion law, shall be treated in the same 
manner and with the same effect and ex¬ 
ception as is provided in § 619.4(b). 

(2) If the individual would have more 
than one weekly amount of regular com¬ 
pensation for total unemployment com¬ 
puted under the provisions of the appli¬ 
cable State law in accordance with this 
paragraph, the weekly amount of SUA 
for total unemployment shall be (i) the 
average amount determined by (A) mul¬ 
tiplying each weekly amount, including 
dependents’ allowances, payable for total 
unemployment, by the number of weeks 
for which each amount would be pay¬ 
able, (B) totaling the products so ob¬ 
tained, and (C) dividing this sum by 
the total number of weeks involved in 
the computation; or (ii) the amount 
that is reasonably representative of the 
weekly amounts of regular compensa¬ 
tion computed under the provisions of 
the applicable State law. 

(b) Partial and part-total unemploy¬ 
ment. The weekly amount of SUA pay¬ 
able for a week of partial or part-total 
unemployment shall be determined 
under the provisions of tire applicable 
State law which apply to regular com¬ 
pensation. 

(c) For the purpose of computing an 
individual’s weekly amount of SUA under 
a State law that calculates the weekly 
benefit amount on the basis of distri¬ 
bution of employment or wages among 
calendar quarters, any wages during the 
52-week base year which fall within 
two incomplete calendar quarters shall 
either be treated as falling within two 
quarters, or be added together and 
treated as wages in one quarter, which¬ 
ever is most advantageous to the in¬ 
dividual. 

§ 619.6 Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance: maximum amount. 

(a) The maximum amount of SUA 
which an individual shall be entitled to 
receive with respect to any initial claim 
shall be the maximum amount of regu¬ 
lar compensation that would be payable 
to the individual as computed under the 
provisions of the applicable State law on 
the basis of the individual’s employment 
and wages creditable for this purpose 
under the Act and this regulation, but 
not exceeding twenty-six times the 
weekly benefit amount payable to the in¬ 
dividual for a week of total unemploy¬ 
ment as determined under 5 619.5: Pro¬ 
vided, That, for the purpose of computing 
an individual’s maximum amount of SUA 
the individual’s base year, notwithstand¬ 
ing the State law, shall be the fifty-two 
week period preceding the first week with 
respect to which the individual (1) files 
a timely initial claim for SUA; (2) is 
totally, part-totally, or partially unem¬ 
ployed; and (3) meets the qualifying em¬ 
ployment and wage requirements as set 
forth in f 619.4(b), and for the purpose 
of this proviso employment and wages 
which are not covered by the applicable 
State law, and employment and wages 
which are covered by any unemployment 
compensation law, shall be treated in 
the same manner and with the same ef¬ 
fect and exception as is provided in 
§ 619.4(b). 

(b) (1) A Special Unemployment As¬ 
sistance Account shall be established for 
each individual determined to be eligible 
for SUA, in the sum of the maximum 
amount potentially payable to the indi¬ 
vidual as computed in accordance with 
paragraph (a) of this section. 

(2) If it is subsequently determined 
as the result of a redetermination or ap¬ 
peal that the individual is entitled to a 
different amount of SUA than was origi¬ 
nally determined, an appropriate change 
shall be made in the individual’s Special 
Unemployment Assistance Account. 

§ 619.7 Claim* for Special Unemploy¬ 
ment Assistance. 

(a) An initial claim for SUA shall be 
filed by an individual with respect to the 
individual’s applicable State and accord¬ 
ing to the applicable State law on a form 
prescribed by the Secretary, which shall 
be furnished to the individual by the 
State agency. 

(b) Claims for waiting period credit 
and payments of SUA for weeks of un¬ 
employment shall be filed with respect to 
the individual’s applicable State at the 
times and in the manner as claims for 
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regular compensation are filed under 
the applicable State law, and on forms 
prescribed by the Secretary which shall 
be furnished to the Individual by the 
State agency. 

(c) The procedures for reporting and 
filing claims for SUA shall be consistent 
with the Secretary’s “Standard for Claim 
Piling, Claimant Reporting, Job Finding 
and Employment Services’’ (Employment 
Security Manual, Part V, sections 5000 
etseq.). 

§ 619.8 Determination of entitlement; 
notice to individual. 

(a) (1) The State agency shall, 
promptly upon the filing of an initial 
claim for SUA, determine whether the 
individual is eligible and whether a dis¬ 
qualification applies, and, if the individ¬ 
ual is found to be eligible, the weekly and 
maximum amounts of SUA payable to 
the individual. 

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
the applicable State law, an individual’s 
eligibility for SUA may be determined, 
where a record of employment and wages 
is not available, on the basis of an affi¬ 
davit submitted to the State agency by 
the individual. 

(b) The State agency shall give notice 
In writing to the individual of any deter¬ 
mination of an initial claim and deter¬ 
minations of all subsequent claims with 
respect to weeks of unemployment (and 
any claim with respect to a waiting week, 
if applicable), and each notice of deter¬ 
mination shall include such information 
regarding the determination and notice 
of right to reconsideration or appeal, or 
both, as is furnished with written notices 
of determinations with respect to claims 
for regular compensation. 

(c) The procedures for making deter¬ 
minations and furnishing written notices 
of determinations to individuals claim¬ 
ing SUA shall be consistent with the Sec¬ 
retary’s “Standard for Claim Determina¬ 
tions—Separation Information’’ (Em¬ 
ployment Security Manual, Part V, sec¬ 
tions 6010 et seq.). 

§ 619.9 Reconsideration and appeal of 
determination. 

(a) Reconsideration. The provisions 
of the applicable State law concerning 
the right to request, or authority to un¬ 
dertake, reconsideration of a determina¬ 
tion pertaining to regular compensation 
under the applicable State law shall ap¬ 
ply to determinations pertaining to SUA. 
Written notice of redetermination, with 
notice of right to appeal, shall be fur¬ 
nished to the individual claiming SUA, 
and shall be consistent with the Secre¬ 
tary’s “Standard for Claim Determina¬ 
tions—Separation Information’’ (Em¬ 
ployment Security Manual, Part V, sec¬ 
tions 6010 etseq.). 

(b) Appeal. (1) The provisions of the 
applicable State law concerning the right 
of appeal and fair hearing from a deter¬ 
mination or redetermination of entitle¬ 
ment to regular compensation shall apply 
to determinations and redeterminations 
of eligibility for or entitlement to SUA. 

(2) The provisions on right of appeal 
and opportunity for a fair hearing with 

respect to claims for SUA shall be con¬ 
sistent with sections 303(a) (1) and 303 
(a) (3) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 503(a) (1) and 503(a)'(3)). 

§ 619.10 Provisions of State law appli¬ 
cable to claims. 

(a) Except where the result would be 
inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Act, or this regulation and procedures 
thereunder prescribed by the Secretary, 
the terms and conditions of the appli¬ 
cable State law which apply to claims for, 
and the payment of, regular compensa¬ 
tion shall apply to claims for, and the 
payment of, SUA. The provisions of the 
applicable State law which shall apply 
to claims for, and the payment of, SUA 
include, but are not limited to: 

(1) Claim filing and reporting; 
(2) Information to individuals, as ap¬ 

propriate; 
(3) Notices to individuals and em¬ 

ployers, as appropriate, including notice 
to each individual of each determination 
and redetermination of eligibility for or 
entitlement to SUA and waiting period 
credit; 

(4) Determinations and redetermina¬ 
tions; 

(5) Ability to work, availability for 
work, and search for work; and 

(6) Disqualifications. 
(b) The Interstate Benefit Payment 

Plan shall apply, where appropriate, to 
individuals filing claims for SUA. 

(c) The provisions of the applicable 
State law which apply hereunder to 
claims for, and the payment of, SUA 
shall be applied consistently with the 
requirements of Title HI of the Social 
Security Act and the Federal Unemploy¬ 
ment Tax Act which are pertinent in the 
case of regular compensation, including 
but not limited to those standards and 
requirements specifically referred to in 
the provisions of this regulation. 

§ 619.11 The applicable State for an 
individual. 

(a) The applicable State for an indi¬ 
vidual shall be that State in which the 
individual last worked for at least five 
workdays prior to filing a timely initial 
claim for SUA, and with respect to which 
the individual is determined to be eligi¬ 
ble for SUA. 

(b) SUA is payable to an individual 
only by an applicable State as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

§ 619.12 Restrictions on entitlement. 

(a) An individual otherwise entitled to 
waiting period credit or a payment of 
SUA with respect to a week of unemploy¬ 
ment shall not be entitled to such credit 
or payment if, with respect to that week 
of unemployment, the individual has re¬ 
ceived or is entitled to receive a payment 
with respect to unemployment under any 
of the following laws: 

(1) Any State law or the Agricultural 
Unemployment Compensation Law of 
Hawaii; 

(2) Any Federal unemployment com¬ 
pensation law, including 5 U.S.C. chapter 
85 and the Railroad Unemployment In¬ 
surance Act, but not including the Act; 

(3) The Emergency Unemployment 
Compensation Act of 1974; 

(4) The Public Works and Economic 
Development Act Amendments of 1974; 

(5) The Disaster Relief Act of 1974; 
(6) The Trade Expansion Act of 1962 

or the Trade Act of 1974; 
(7) Any other Federal law which is a 

successor to any of the laws referred to 
in (3) through (6) or is similar to such 
laws in providing for the payment of as¬ 
sistance or an allowance with respect to 
unemployment. 

(b) An individual otherwise entitled 
to waiting period credit or a payment of 
SUA with respect to a week of unem¬ 
ployment shall not be entitled to such 
credit or payment if, with respect to that 
week of unemployment, the individual is 
receiving compensation under the unem¬ 
ployment compensation law of Canada. 

(c) Employment and wages creditable 
pursuant to § 619.4(b) In determining an 
individual’s eligibility for SUA shall not 
include employment or wages earned or 
paid for employment which is contrary 
to or prohibited by any Federal law. 

(d) If the week of unemployment for 
which an individual claims SUA is a week 
to which a disqualification for compen¬ 
sation applies under the applicable State 
law, or would apply but for the fact that 
the individual has no right to such com¬ 
pensation, the Individual shall not be en¬ 
titled to a payment of SUA for that week: 
Provided, That employment or wages re¬ 
quired by a State law to end a disquali¬ 
fication shall not be applied subject to 
any restriction that the employment or 
wages must be covered under an unem¬ 
ployment compensation law. 

(e) An individual who is entitled with 
respect to a week of unemployment to 
both SUA and a training allowance under 
§ 203 of the Manpower Development and 
Training Act of 1962 shall be treated the 
same as the Individual would be treated 
if entitled to both regular compensation 
and such an allowance. 

(f) An individual entitled to the pay¬ 
ment with respect to a week of unemploy¬ 
ment of a basic weekly allowance under 
section 111(a) of the Comprehensive Em¬ 
ployment and Training Act of 1973 shall 
not, by reason of entitlement to a pay¬ 
ment under that Act, be disqualified for 
a payment of SUA to which the individual 
otherwise is entitled. 

§ 619.13 Overpayments; penalties. 

(a) If the State agency of the appli¬ 
cable State or a court of competent ju¬ 
risdiction finds, after a determination 
and opportunity for a fair hearing 
thereon, that an individual has received 
a payment of SUA to which the individ¬ 
ual was not entitled under the Act and 
this regulation, irrespective of whether 
or not the payment was due to the indi¬ 
vidual’s fault or misrepresentation, the 
individual shall be liable to repay to the 
applicable State the total sum of the pay¬ 
ment to which the individual was not 
entitled, and the State agency shall take 
all reasonable measures authorized un¬ 
der the applicable State law or Federal 
law to recover for the account of the 
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United States the total sum of the pay¬ 
ment to which the Individual was not 
entitled. 

(b) In addition to recovery in the man¬ 
ner prescribed in paragraph (a) of this 
section, the State agency of the applica¬ 
ble State, or the State agency of any 
other applicable State, shall recover any 
payment to which an individual was not 
entitled by offset against any further 
payment to which the individual lawfully 
may be otherwise entitled under the Act 
and this regulation. 

(c) In any case where an individual’s 
eligibility for SUA is determined on the 
basis of an affidavit submitted pursuant 
to section 205(b) of the Act, the individ¬ 
ual who submits such affidavit, and 
knowingly provides false information 
therein, shall be ineligible for any pay¬ 
ment of SUA under the Act and this reg¬ 
ulation, and the individual shall, in addi¬ 
tion, be subject to prosecution under 
section 1001 of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(d) SUA payable to an individual un¬ 
der the Act and this regulation shall not 
be available for the recovery by offset 
of any debt due to any State or the 
United States or an overpayment under 
any other law referred to in this regula¬ 
tion. Overpayments of SUA shall be re¬ 
coverable only as provided in this sec¬ 
tion, or by eivil suit against the individual 
concerned, and shall not be recoverable 
by offsetting any sum due to the individ¬ 
ual under any State law or under any 
other Federal law providing for payments 
to individuals for the relief of unemploy¬ 
ment. 

(e) Overpayments recovered pursuant 
to this section, section 205(b) of the Act, 
or In any other maimer, shall be credited 
or returned, as the case may be, to the 
appropriate account of the United States. 

(f) Any provision of the applicable 
State law providing for waiver of recov¬ 
ery of overpayments of compensation 
shall not be applicable to SUA. However, 
provisions of the applicable State law 
relating to disqualification for fraudu¬ 
lently claiming or receiving a payment of 
compensation shall apply to claims for 
and payments of SUA. 

(g) Recovery of any overpayment of 
SUA shall not be enforced by a State 
agency until the determination establish¬ 
ing the overpayment has become final or 
the decision after opportunity for a fair 
hearing has become final. 

(h) Procedures for the determination 
of overpayments of SUA, and opportunity 
for a hearing thereon, shall accord with 
the procedures under the applicable 
State law for determinations and hear¬ 
ings with respect to overpayments of 
compensation, and shall be consistent 
with sections 303(a)(1) and 303(a)(3) 
of the Social Security Act. 

(i) Provisions in the procedures of each 
State with respect to detection and pre¬ 
vention of fraudulent overpayments of 
SUA shall be, as a minimum, commen¬ 
surate with the procedures adopted by 
the State with respect to regular com¬ 
pensation which are consistent with the 
Secretary’s "Standard for Fraud” and 

there is an “on” indicator in the area, 
and shall terminate with the last day of 
the third calendar week after the first 
week for which there is an “off” indica¬ 
tor in the area. 

§ 619.14 Diaclosurc of information. 

Information obtained by a State 
agency in administering the Act shall be 
kept confidential, and may be disclosed 
only in the same manner and to the 
same extent as information with respect 
to regular compensation and the entitle¬ 
ment of individuals thereto may be dis¬ 
closed under the applicable State law. 
This provision on the confidentiality of 
Information obtained in the administra¬ 
tion of the Act shall not apply, however, 
to the U.S. Department of Labor or in 
the case of information and reports re¬ 
quested pursuant to S 619.20. 

§ 619.15 Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Period. 

(a) A Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Period shall begin in an area of a 
State on the first day of the third cal¬ 
endar week after the week for which 
Overpayment Detection” (Employment 
Security Manual, Part V, section 7510 
etseq.). 

(b) A Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Period which triggers “on” in any 
area shall have a duration of not less 
than thirteen weeks, but in no event 
shall SUA be paid for any week begin¬ 
ning before or ending after the dates 
specified in § 619.3. 

§ 619.16 Determination of national and 
area unemployment rates. 

The Secretary shall determine the 
national and area unemployment rates 
for the purposes of establishing the be¬ 
ginning and ending dates of a Special 
Unemployment Assistance Period in any 
area. In making a determination the 
Secretary shall use: 

(a) For a national unemployment rate, 
the rate (seasonally adjusted) of na¬ 
tional unemployment for all States, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

<b) For an area unemployment rate, 
the rate of unemployment (not season¬ 
ally adjusted) in the area, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

§ 619.17 Determination of “on” and 
“ofT” indicators. 

(a) There shall be an “on” indicator 
in an area for a week, if for the most 
recent three consecutive calendar months 
ending before that week, for which data 
are available, the Secretary determines 
that: 

(1) The rate of national unemploy¬ 
ment (seasonally adjusted) averages 6.0 
per centum or more; or 

(2) The rate of unemployment in the 
area (not seasonally adjusted) averaged 
6.5 per centum or more. 

(b) There shall be an “off” indicator 
for a week if, for the most recent three 
consecutive calendar months ending be¬ 
fore that week for which data are avail¬ 
able, the Secretary determines that both 

paragraphs (a)(1) and (a)(2) of this 
section are not satisfied. 

§ 619.18 Announcement of the begin¬ 
ning and ending of a Special Unem¬ 
ployment Assistance Period. 

(a) In the case of an Indicator based 
on the rate of national unemployment— 

(1) Whenever the Secretary deter¬ 
mines that there is an “on” Indicator, 
the Secretary shall cause to be published 
in the Federal Register notice of the de¬ 
termination, and shall include in such 
notice the week for which there was an 
“on” indicator, the week when a 8pecial 
Unemployment Assistance Period will 
commence, and information regarding 
the nationwide scope of the Special Un¬ 
employment Assistance Program. 

(2) Whenever the Secretary deter¬ 
mines that there is an “off” indicator, 
the Secretary shall cause to be published 
in the Federal Register notice of the 
determination and shall include in such 
notice the week for which there was an 
“off” indicator, the week when the Spe¬ 
cial Unemployment Assistance Period 
will end, and the areas which shall re¬ 
main in a Special Unemployment Assist¬ 
ance Period by reason of area continuing 
“on” indicators. 

(3) The Secretary shall also notify 
appropriate news media and the heads of 
all State agencies of the determination 
of an “on” or “off” indicator and of its 
effect. 

(b) In the case of area indicators, 
when there is not in effect an “on” indi¬ 
cator based on the rate of national un¬ 
employment, the Secretary shall cause to 
be published in the Federal Register 
any determination made by the Secretary 
that there is an “on” or “off” indicator 
in an area, the area to which the deter¬ 
mination is applicable, and the begin¬ 
ning or ending date, as the case may be, 
of the Special Unemployment Assistance 
Period in the area, where the State in 
which the area is located has entered 
into an Agreement which is in effect. 

(c) Whenever the head of a State 
agency is notified of the Secretary’s de¬ 
termination that an “on” or “off” indi¬ 
cator will begin or end a Special Unem¬ 
ployment Assistance Period in an area in 
the State, the head of the State agency 
shall promptly announce the Secretary’s 
determination and the beginning or end¬ 
ing date of the Special Unemployment 
Assistance Period through appropriate 
news media in the State. In the case of 
a Special Unemployment Assistance 
Period that is abount to begin, the an¬ 
nouncement shall also describe clearly 
the unemployed individuals who may 
be eligible for SUA during the period; 
and in the case of a Special Unemploy¬ 
ment Assistance Period that is about to 
end, the announcement shall also de¬ 
scribe clearly the individuals whose en¬ 
titlement to SUA will be terminated. 
Whenever there has been a determina¬ 
tion that a Special Unemployment As¬ 
sistance Period will terminate in a State, 
the State agency shall provide written 
notice to each individual who is currently 
filing claims for SUA of the forthcoming 
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end of the Special Unemployment As¬ 
sistance Period and its effect on the in¬ 
dividual’s right to assistance. 

§ 619.19 Grants to States. 

Each State which has entered into 
an Agreement shall be paid by the United 
States, from time to time, prior to audit 
or settlement by the General Accounting 
Office, and either in advance or by way of 
reimbursement as the Secretary decides 
in each instance, such amounts as are 
deemed necessary by the Secretary to 
make payments of SUA in accordance 
with the Act and this regulation .md the 
procedures thereunder prescribed by the 
Secretary, and such amounts as are de¬ 
termined by the Secretary to be equal to 
the necessary costs for the proper and 
efficient administration of the Act by the 
State. 

§ 619.20 Information, reports and 
studies. 

State agencies shall furnish to the 
Secretary such information and reports 
and make such studies as the Secretary 
decides are necessary or appropriate 
for carrying out the purposes of the Act. 

Effective date. Part 619 shall become 
effective February 6,1975. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 30th 
day of January, 1975. 

Peter J. Brennan, 
Secretary of Labor. 

[FR Doc.75-3410 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER XIII—FEDERAL DISASTER AS¬ 
SISTANCE ADMINISTRATION, DEPART¬ 
MENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DE¬ 
VELOPMENT 

[Docket No. N-75-261] 

PART 2205—FEDERAL DISASTER 
ASSISTANCE 

Interim Rules; Individual and Family Grant 
Application 

On May 22,1974, the President signed 
into law the Disaster Relief Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 5121 note.). This new law ap¬ 
plies to any major disaster declared after 
April 1,1974. However, section 408, Indi¬ 
vidual and Family Grant Programs, of 
the Act takes effect as of April 20, 1973. 
Section 408 authorizes “grants to meet 
disaster-related necessary expenses or 
serious needs of individuals or families 
adversely affected by a major disaster 
in those cases where such individuals or 
families are unable to meet such ex¬ 
penses or needs through assistance under 
other provisions of this Act, or from 
other means • • 

On August 5, 1974, the Federal Disas¬ 
ter Assistance Administration pub¬ 
lished Interim Regulations, 24 CFR 2206 
(39 FR 28212), to implement the Disas¬ 
ter Relief Act of 1974. Section 2205.48 
of these regulations sets forth the avail¬ 
ability and procedures for requesting 
Federal assistance under section 408. In 
order for section 408 assistance to be 

available following a major disaster, a 
Governor must submit a request for as¬ 
sistance to the appropriate Regional Di¬ 
rector pursuant to § 2205.48(d) of those 
regulations. 

The Administrator of the Federal Dis¬ 
aster Assistance Administration has de¬ 
termined that the provision of assistance 
to disaster victims requires a timely de¬ 
termination on the part of a Governor of 
an affected State as to the application for 
section 408, Individual and Family Grant 
Programs. Therefore, the Administrator 
is publishing this notice to prescribe a 
time limit for a Governor to request Fed¬ 
eral assistance under Section 408 for all 
major disasters declared prior to the date 
of this notice. The setting of a time limit 
for such Governor’s request will enable 
the disaster victims and the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment to know whether the section 408 
Individual and Family Grant Programs 
will be available in an affected State. 

Because of the character of disaster 
assistance, this notice must be operative 
as .soon as possible in order to reflect 
the legislative mandate. Therefore, no¬ 
tice and public comment procedure are 
Impractical and contrary to the public 
interest. For the aforesaid reasons and 
the fact that this notice confers a bene¬ 
fit on the public, good cause exists for 
making this notice effective upon publi¬ 
cation. 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in section 7(d) of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development Act (79 
Stat. 670, 42 U.S.C. section 3535(d)) and 
the Disaster Relief Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 
5121 note.), the Administrator of the 
Federal Disaster Assistance Administra¬ 
tion publishes the following notice: 

Whereas, section 408(e) of the Disaster 
Relief Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5121 note.) 
states that section 408 takes effect as of 
April 20,1973; 

Whereas, Interim Regulations and 
Delegations of Authority to implement 
the Disaster Relief Act of 1974 (includ¬ 
ing section 408) were published August 5, 
1974 (39 FR 28212); 

Whereas, all Governors of affected 
States have been advised as to the avail¬ 
ability and procedures for requesting 
Federal assistance under this section; 

Now therefore, as Administrator of the 
Federal Disaster Assistance Administra¬ 
tion, I hereby determine that for all 
major disasters declared subsequent to 
April 20, 1973, but prior to February 5, 
1975, the effective date of this notice, 
applications by a Governor for assistance 
pursuant to section 408 of the Disaster 
Relief Act of 1974 must be made to the 
appropriate Regional Director of the 
Federal Disaster Assistance Administra¬ 
tion not later than March 21,1975. 

Effective date: This notice shall be 
effective on February 5, 1975. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator, Federal Disaster 

Assistance Administration. 
[FR Doc.75-3387; Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

Title 29—Labor 

CHAPTER XXVI—PENSION BENEFIT 
GUARANTY CORPORATION 

PART 2601—BYLAWS OF THE PENSION 
BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION 

Section 4002(f) of the Employee Re¬ 
tirement Income Security Act of 1974, 
Pub. L. No. 93-406, 88 Stat. 829, requires 
that the Bylaws of the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation be published in 
the Federal Register not less often than 
once each year. Accordingly the Bylaws 
of the Corporation are set forth below. 

As the Bylaws involve agency organiza¬ 
tion and procedure, a previous general 
notice of proposed rule making is not 
required. 

Effective date: These Bylaws became 
effective on September 5, 1974 pursuant 
to the action of the Board of Directors. 

Chapter XXVI of Title 29. Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, is amended by adding a 
new Part 2601, reading as follows: 
Sec. 
2601.1 Name. 
2601.2 Offices. 
2601.3 Board of Directors. 
2601.4 Chairman. 
2601.5 Quorum. 
2601.6 Meetings, 
2601.7 Place of meetings; use of conferenoe 

call comunlcatlons equipment. 
2601.8 Amendments. 

Authority: Pub. L. 03-406, 88 Stat. 829. 

§ 2601.1 Name. 

The name of the Corporation Is the 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation. 

§ 2601.2 Offices. 

The principal office of the Corporation 
shall be in the Metropolitan area of the 
City of Washington, District of Colum¬ 
bia. The Corporation may have addi¬ 
tional offices at such other places as the 
Board of Directors may deem necessary 
or desirable to the conduct of its business. 

§ 2601.3 Board of Directors. 

(a) The Board of Directors shall es¬ 
tablish the policies of the Corporation 
and shall perform the other functions 
assigned to the Board of Directors in 
Title IV of the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974. The Board 
of Directors of the Corporation shall be 
composed of the Secretary of Labor, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Sec¬ 
retary of Commerce. Members of the 
Board shall serve without compensation, 
but shall be reimbursed by the Corpora¬ 
tion for travel, subsistence, and other 
necessary expenses incurred in the per¬ 
formance of their duties as members of 
the Board. A person at the time of a 
meeting of the Board of Directors who is 
serving as Secretary of Labor, Secretary 
of the Treasury or Secretary of Com¬ 
merce in an acting capacity shall serve 
as a member of the Board of Directors 
with the same authority and effect as the 
designated Secretary. 
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(b) The following powers are expressly 
reserved to the Board of Directors and 
shall not be delegated: 

(1) Approval of all proposed and final 
substantive regulations prior to publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register; 

(2) Approval of all reports or recom¬ 
mendations to the Congress that are re¬ 
quired by statute; 

(3) Establishment from time to time 
of the Corporation’s budget and debt 
ceiling up to the statutory limit; 

(4) Determination from time to time 
of limits on advances to the revolving 
funds administered by the Corporation 
pursuant to section 4005(a) of the Act; 

(5) Final decision on any policy mat¬ 
ter that would materially affect the 
rights of a substantial number of em¬ 
ployers or covered participants and 
beneficiaries. 

§ 2601.4 Chairman. 

The Secretary of Labor shall be the 
Chairman of the Board of Directors and 
he shall be the administrator of the Cor¬ 
poration with responsibility for its man¬ 
agement, including overall supervision of 
the Corporation’s personnel, organiza¬ 
tion, and budget practices, and shall 
exercise such incidental powers as may 
be necessary to carry out his administra¬ 
tive responsibilities. The Chairman may 
delegate his administrative responsibili¬ 
ties. 

§ 2601.5 Quorum. 

A majority of the Directors shall con¬ 
stitute a quorum for the transaction of 
business. Any act of a majority of the 
Directors present at any meeting at 
which there is a quorum shall be the 
act of the Board, except as may other¬ 
wise be provided in these bylaws. 

| 2601.6 Meetings. 

„ Regular meetings of the Board of Di¬ 
rectors shall be held at such times as the 
Chairman shall select. Special meetings 
of the Board of Directors shall be called 
by the Chairman on the request of any 
other Director. Reasonable notice of any 
meetings shall be given to each Director. 
The General Counsel of the Corporation 
shall serve as Secretary to the Board of 
Directors and keep its minutes. As soon 
as practicable after each meeting, a draft 
of the minutes of such meeting shall be 
distributed to each member of the Board 
for correction or approval. 

f 260.17 Place of meetings; use of con¬ 
ference call communications equip¬ 
ment. 

Meetings of the Board of Directors 
Rba.ii be held at the principal office of 
the Corporation unless otherwise deter¬ 
mined by the Board of Directors or the 
Chairman. Any Director may participate 
in a meeting of the Board of Directors 
through the use of conference call tele¬ 
phone or similar communications equip¬ 
ment, by means of which all persons 
participating in the meeting can simul¬ 
taneously speak to and hear each other. 
Any Director so participating in a meet¬ 
ing shall be deemed present for all pur¬ 
poses. Actions taken by the Board of 
Directors at meetings conducted through 

the use of such equipment. Including 
the votes of each member, shall be re¬ 
corded in the usual manner in the min¬ 
utes of the meetings of the Board of 
Directors. A resolution of the Board of 
Directors signed by each of its three 
members shall have the same force and 
effect as if agreed at a duly called meet¬ 
ing and shall be recorded in the min¬ 
utes of the Board of Directors. 

§ 2601.8 Amendments. 

These bylaws may be amended or new 
bylaws adopted at any meeting of the 
Board of Directors by a unanimous vote 
of the entire Board. A copy of any pro¬ 
posed amendments shall normally be de¬ 
livered to each member at least seven 
days prior to such meeting. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 31st 
day of January 1975. 

Peter J. Brennan, 
Chairman of the Board of 

Directors, Pension Benefit _ 
Guaranty Corporation. 

IFB Doc.75-3405 Piled 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Waters 
CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[COD 3-75-1-R1 

PART 127—SECURITY ZONES 

Establishment 

This amendment to the Coast Guard’s 
Security Zone Regulations, establishes 
the waters of Buttermilk Channel, New 
York, as a security zone. This security 
zone is established because of the pres¬ 
ence of the Italian Fishing Vessel “Ton- 
tini Pesca Quarto”, which, having been 
duly seized, Is in the custody of the 
United States of America. 

This amendment is issued without pub¬ 
lication of a notice of proposed rule 
making and this amendment is effective 
In less than 30 days from the date of 
publication, because this security zone 
Involves a foreign affairs function of 
the United States. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
127 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended by adding 9 127.- 
310, to read as follows: 

§ 127.316 Buttermilk Channel, New 
York. 

That area of the waters of Buttermilk 
Channel, New York Harbor, within a 
200 yard (radius) circle drawn from the 
center of the “Y” shaped pier on the 
eastern shore of Governors Island, N.Y. 
(46 Stat. 220, as amended, 6(b), 80 8tat. 
937 (50 U.S.C. Art. 191, 49 UJ3.C. Art. ie65 
(b)); E.O. 10173, E.O. 10277, E.O. 10352, E.O. 
11249; 3 CPU 1949-1953 Comp. 356, 778, 873, 
3 CFR 1964-1966 Comp. 349, 33 CFR Part 6, 
49 CFR 1.46(B)) 

Effective date. This amendment be¬ 
comes effective on February 2, 1975. 

Dated; February 2,1975. 
Frank Oliver, 

Captain, U.S. CoastGuard, 
Captain of the Port of New York. 

[FR Doc.75-3470 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 ami 

Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS 

[PRL 325-6] 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Nevada SO, Control Strategy 

The purpose of this rulemaking Is to 
approve the visible emissions article of 
the Nevada Air Quality Regulations, to 
disapprove the State of Nevada imple¬ 
mentation plan fbr attainment and 
maintenance of the primary standards 
for sulfur oxides in the Nevada Intra¬ 
state Air Quality Control Region, to 
promulgate substitute regulations for the 
control of SO= at the Kennecott Copper 
Corporation Smelter, McGill, Nevada, 
and to promulgate an extension of time 
to meet the primary standards. The pre¬ 
amble which follows contains the back¬ 
ground for this action, a summary of 
public comments, the Administrator’s 
findings, and a description of the promul¬ 
gated regulations. 

Background 

On May 31, 1972 (37 PR 10842) pur¬ 
suant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and 40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator 
approved with specific exceptions the 
State of Nevada Implementation plan for 
attainment and maintenance of the Na¬ 
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards. 
Specifically, the Administrator disap¬ 
proved Nevada’s plan for the attainment 
and maintenance of the secondary stand¬ 
ard for sulfur oxides in the Nevada In¬ 
trastate Region. Article 8.1.3 of the State 
of Nevada “Air Quality Regulations” 
(emission limitation for sulfur from 
existing copper smelters), which was a 
part of the sulfur oxides control strategy, 
was disapproved since it did not provide 
the degree of control needed to attain 
and maintain the secondary standard for 
sulfur oxides in the Nevada Intrastate 
Region. On July 27, 1972 <37 FR 19086) 
the Administrator extended for 18 
months the statutory timetable for sub¬ 
mittal of the plan for attainment and 
maintenance of the secondary standard 
for sulfur oxides in the Nevada Intra¬ 
state Region. Thte extension permitted 
the establishment of a monitoring net¬ 
work near the smelter to collect data on 
short term ambient levels of sulfur ox¬ 
ides. The data collected provided a basis 
for determining control requirements. 

The Nevada Mines Division, Kenne¬ 
cott Copper Corporation, owns and op¬ 
erates a copper smelter at McGill, 
Nevada, within the Nevada Intrastate 
Region. This smelter is the only major 
source of sulfur oxides in the Region and 
the only smelter within the Region. The 
control strategy for sulfur oxides within 
the Region is written specifically to pro¬ 
vide for control of emissions from this 
smelter. 

On June 14, 1974, Mike O’Callaghan, 
Governor of Nevada, submitted to the 
Administrator amendments to the Ne¬ 
vada Air Quality Regulations for control 
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of sulfur oxide emissions. The amend¬ 
ments, In part, require discharge of con¬ 
trollable fugitive sulfur oxide emissions 
through “stacks serving the smelter’*. 
They also allow the use of Supplemen¬ 
tary Control Systems (SCS) to meet all 
ambient air quality standards after ap¬ 
plication of constant emission reduction 
technology, defined for the Kennecott 
Smelter as an allowable sulfur emission 
equal to 40 percent of the feed sulfur. 
EPA provided extensive comment to the 
Nevada Department of Human Resources 
and the Nevada Environmental Commis¬ 
sion during preparation and adoption 
of this regulation. In the comments, EPA 
made it clear that SCS could only be 
used as a temporary measure until such 
time as further constant emission con¬ 
trols become available for application to 
a source. The Nevada regulation permits 
SCS to be used on a permanent basis and 
has no provision for the application of 
additional positive controls as they be¬ 
come available. It was further stated 
that the regulations did not contain en¬ 
forceable emission limits. Specific SCS 
requirements and implementation proce¬ 
dures were also missing. 

The Administrator acknowledged re¬ 
ceipt in the October 22, 1974, Federal 
Register (39 FR 37506) of the amend¬ 
ments to the Nevada Air Quality Regu¬ 
lations, and solicited public comment on 
the submitted regulations. In the same 
Federal Register, EPA stated that the 
preliminary review indicated that the 
SCS amendments could not be approved 
for the reasons outlined in the comments 
made to the State of Nevada. On Octo¬ 
ber 29, 1974, the Administrator proposed 
regulations to replace the Nevada regu¬ 
lations for the control of sulfur oxide 
emissions at the Kennecott smelter. Pub¬ 
lic hearings were held on the proposed 
regulations in Ely, Nevada, on Decem¬ 
ber 3, 1974. 

Public Comment 

The EPA hearings in Ely, Nevada 
elicited substantial public comment re¬ 
garding the regulations proposed by EPA. 
The following is a summary of the testi¬ 
mony and exhibits taken during the pub¬ 
lic hearing and also of the 123 written 
responses to the public notice and the 
October 29, 1974, Federal Register re¬ 
quest for comments. In substance, the 
123 submittals and 63 testimonies pro¬ 
vided EPA with the following informa¬ 
tion: 

Legal considerations. The attorney 
representing Kennecott questioned the 
legal basis for EPA adopting emission 
limits for a specific source in a rule- 
making hearing. He stated his opinion 
that an adjudicatory hearing is required. 

Economics. Both the economic burden 
upon Kennecott and the burden upon the 
community without the Kennecott op¬ 
eration ranked foremost in the frequency 
of written and oral comments. Approxi¬ 
mately 90 percent of the comments con¬ 
tain statements regarding the eco¬ 
nomic burden that would result if the 
proposed regulations were promulgated. 
The citizens and business community’s 
fear for their livelihood was Indicated 

strongly in their statements, through 
their large turnout at the hearing, from 
the large number of letters received, and 
from their earnestness and zeal. 

Representatives of the State of Nevada 
indicated that because of the continuing 
delay in arriving at final regulations ap¬ 
plicable to Kennecott, EPA has caused 
new businesses to shun the Ely-McGill 
area. Kennecott, the largest employer, 
directly or indirectly provides the liveli¬ 
hood of approximately 90 percent of the 
county’s residents (40 percent of the 
county work force is employed by Ken¬ 
necott) . 

Kennecott stated that the proposed 
EPA requirements would impose an un¬ 
known economic liability over an unend¬ 
ing time period. Kennecott estimates a 
cost of 73 million dollars for a new smelt¬ 
er and acid plant providing 86 percent 
sulfur capture. Retrofitting costs were 
not estimated. The acid plant alone will 
cost Kennecott 24 million dollars. The 
low grade copper ore, dwindling ore sup¬ 
ply, and the age of the present facility 
are the reasons given for the extreme 
reluctance of Kennecott to invest further 
monies into unproductive expenditures. 
Most of the Nevada residents providing 
comments believe Kennecott has and is 
doing everything that is economically 
and technologically possible. Kennecott 
contends that the EPA adoption of regu¬ 
lations that require research and addi¬ 
tional constant control equipment in¬ 
stallation at unspecified future dates is 
uneconomical and that all construction 
plans (acid plant and attendant facili¬ 
ties) would have to be dropped and the 
smelter would therefore close. Since Ken¬ 
necott feels it cannot afford to spend 
more than the 24 million dollars already 
agreed to, Kennecott suggested, not 
withstanding other objections, the adop¬ 
tion of a regulation which requires the 
additional installation of newly devel¬ 
oped constant control measures only 
where they can be demonstrated to be as 
cOst-effective as using SCS. 

Several statements were made that the 
citizens’ debt of 13.5 million dollars for 
the Mt. Wheeler Power Project will be 
the responsibility of the federal govern¬ 
ment if the plant closes. 

EPA Urged to Support State Plan. Ap¬ 
proximately 40 percent of all written and 
oral testimony supported the regulation 
and compliance plan approved and 
adopted by the State of Nevada Environ¬ 
mental Commission. It is fervently be¬ 
lieved by the commentors that the State 
plan is adequate to insure sufficiently 
clean air and the attainment and main¬ 
tenance of the national primary and sec¬ 
ondary sulfur dioxide ambient air quality 
standards. Points raised include the mat¬ 
ter of constant versus intermittent or 
supplementary control techniques and 
the EPA interpretation of congressional 
intent. Testimony by commentors con¬ 
tended that the proposed disapproval of 
the State’s regulations is based solely on 
a policy determination of the EPA and 
as such has no congressional authoriza¬ 
tion. Many believe that the Clean Air 
Act required EPA to approve all plans 
which provide for attainment and main¬ 

tenance of the national standards 
through legally enforceable means re¬ 
gardless of the method employed toward 
such end. They believe States are allowed 
and have the right to exercise their op¬ 
tion on the means of maintaining the 
national standards. Not only are EPA’s 
actions questioned constitutionally, but 
they are also questioned on economic 
grounds. The use of SCS techniques (in¬ 
termittent production curtailment) has 
been estimated by Kennecott to be 
needed only 1 percent of the time, the 
equivalent of four or five days per year. 
Thus, expenditures of additional millions 
of dollars are wasteful and certainly are 
not warranted when compliance is al¬ 
ready assured through the State plan. 
Kennecott further stated that the eco¬ 
nomic consequences of an undefined and 
open-ended research and constant con¬ 
trol installation program on prospective 
business ventures have been shown to be 
deleterious to the future of White Pine 
County. 

Technical Considerations. Most of the 
technical comments were presented by 
Kennecott representatives or by the 
State of Nevada. Data was submitted by 
Kennecott from its air quality monitor¬ 
ing sites indicating a 92 percent reduc¬ 
tion in sulfur dioxide concentrations at 
ground level due to the use of the re¬ 
cently installed 750 foot stack, as opposed 
to the 3.4 percent reduction estimated in 
EPA projections. Both Kennecott and 
the State of Nevada indicated that since 
future concentrations will be monitored 
after pollutants are emitted from the 
new 750 foot stack, control requirements 
should be based on air quality levels 
measured with the new stack in opera¬ 
tion. The stack was put into operation 
about October 1, 1974 and the October 
1974 data submitted to EPA shows com¬ 
pliance with the sulfur dioxide standards 
during that period. 

Further. Kennecott stated that the 
degree of control required should account 
for variations in sulfur levels of the ore 
which is processed. An emission limita¬ 
tion based on a 30-day Instead of a 6- 
hour averaging time is needed to cover 
these variations. Kennecott objected to 
the fact that acid plant downtime, esti¬ 
mated at 8 percent was not addressed in 
the proposed regulations, and that vio¬ 
lations of the national standards could 
occur, even with production approaching 
zero, when adverse meteorology co¬ 
incides with acid plant downtime. Both 
Kennecott and the State believe that 
SCS is capable of averting violations, 
even in such extreme cases, and that ad¬ 
ditional controls ere not required. 

Findings 

The Administrator is approving, in this 
rulemaking, the Nevada regulation for 
monitoring visible emissions at existing 
copper smelters. This regulation was sub¬ 
mitted to the Administrator on June 14, 
1974, and noticed for public comment in 
the October 22, 1974, Federal Register. 

Evaluation of this regulation Indicates 
that all requirements of 40 CFR 51.10(c) 
have been met. 
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The Administrator is disapproving the 
previously approved State regulations for 
sulfur oxide control at the Kennecott 
smelter since recent air quality data has 
shown that the amount of control re¬ 
quired in the State regulations is insuffi¬ 
cient to meet National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards. 

A detailed analysis of recent (1973- 
1974) data collected in the vicinity of 
McGill, Nevada by the EPA monitoring 
network indicates that greater than an 
80-percent reduction is required to meet 
all SO- air quality standards. The analy¬ 
sis also indicates that even the primary 
annual standard, which is the least re¬ 
strictive requires a 72-percent emission 
reduction. It is therefore necessary to 
disapprove the Nevada regulation, which 
requires only a 60-percent emission limi¬ 
tation, since it is inadequate to achieve 
any of the national standards. 

The Administrator has reviewed the 
Nevada SCS amendments and finds that 
these amendments are unapprovable. 
The Administrator has also reviewed the 
public comments on the regulations pro¬ 
posed by EPA to replace the Nevada SCS 
regulations and is promulgating those 
regulations with minor changes. This 
promulgation is based on a determina¬ 
tion that the selective use of Supple¬ 
mentary Control Systems (systems 
which limit pollutant emissions during 
periods when meteorological conditions 
are conducive to ground level concen¬ 
trations in excess of the National Am¬ 
bient Air Quality Standards) to attain 
and maintain the ambient standards is 
consistent with the Clean Air Act when 
the only alternatives are permanent pro¬ 
duction curtailment, shutdown, or delays 
in the attainment of the national stand¬ 
ards. However, constant emission lim¬ 
itation remains the preferred strategy 
for attaining and maintaining the 
standards. SCS is acceptable only as a 
temporary measure where its use is 
necessary to augment constant emission 
limitation techniques as determined on a 
case-by-case basis, and only in circum¬ 
stances wherein the SCS can be expected 
to exhibit a high degree of reliability 
and can be made legally enforceable; 
that is, where the emission source can 
be readily and unequivocally identified. 

In promulgating the temporary use of 
8CS it is the Administrator’s judgment 
that its use is consistent with the pur¬ 
poses and provisions of the Clean Air Act 
and is in the best interest of the public. 
This position is supported by a decision 
by the U.S. Court of Appeals, Fifth Cir¬ 
cuit, in Natural Resources Defense Coun- • 
ciZ, Inc. v. EPA, No. 72-2402. The Court 
held that, under the Clean Air Act, dis¬ 
persion techniques may be allowed if 
emission limitations sufficient to meet 
standards are unachievable or infeasible, 
and if regulations are adopted which will 
attain the maximum degree of emission 
limitations achievable through avail¬ 
able retrofit controls. 

EPA will approve such measures as in¬ 
termittent production curtailment and 
use of dispersion techniques, including 
tall stacks, as an addition to available 
constant control measures, until such 

time as the treatment of weak gas 
streams can be accomplished through 
reasonable retrofit control techniques. 
Evaluation of the availability of constant 
control techniques which may be devel¬ 
oped in the future will be made using 
the same criteria as were used in devel¬ 
oping these regulations. Namely, SCS 
will continue to be allowed where per¬ 
manent production curtailment, shut¬ 
down or delays in attainment of national 
standards are the only other alterna¬ 
tives. 

The Administrator finds that the alter¬ 
native emissions limit set by paragraph 
(e) of § 52.1475 is consistent with Ken- 
necott’s current plans. Paragraph (e) 
requires installation of reasonable and 
available retrofit constant control meas¬ 
ures. At Kennecott’s McGill smelter 
these measures consist of installation of 
a single absorption acid plant to treat 
all converter off-gases. Kennecott Cop¬ 
per Corporation has contracted for the 
installation of such a facility and there¬ 
fore has indicated that installation of 
this control equipment is economically 
feasible. It should be noted that Ken¬ 
necott is also planning to reduce produc¬ 
tion to 750 tons/day from their current 
maximum rate of 1300 tons/day. The 
EPA regulations do not require such a 
permanent production curtailment. 

The question of whether EPA must 
bold an adjudicatory “trial type” hear¬ 
ing prior to promulgation of specific 
emission limitations for the Kennecott 
McGill smelter was raised by the at¬ 
torney representing Kennecott. It is the 
Administrator’s opinion that this ques¬ 
tion has been answered by several court 
cases. Namely, this question was an¬ 
swered in the case of Anaconda v. Ruck- 
elshaus, 482 F. 2d 1301, 1306-1307 (10th 
dr. 1973) and mo6t recently reaffirmed 
by the United States Court of Appeals for 
the First Circuit in the case of South 
Terminal Corporation et al v. EPA, No. 
73-1366 September 27,1974. The decision 
of the court in Anaconda v. Ruckelshaus 
was that neither the Clean Air Act nor 
the Administrative Procedure Act re¬ 
quired EPA to hold an adjudicatory hear¬ 
ing (as contended) before promulgating 
an implementation plan for Montana, 
even though the plan contained sulfur 
oxide emission standards applicable only 
to the Anaconda Copper Company 
facility. 

The development of regulations for 
SOa control included two hearings, one 
by the State and one by EPA, as well as 
numerous meetings and other contacts 
among representatives of the Company, 
the State agency, and EPA. All factors 
relevant to determining air quality and 
emission control have been discussed ex¬ 
tensively with the Company and the 
Company has, on a periodic basis, been 
given an opportunity to review the fac¬ 
tual and technical basis for all significant 
EPA determinations impacting on these 
two issues. While distinct areas of dis¬ 
agreement remain between Kennecott 
and EPA, these tend to center around 
legal interpretations and policies rather 
than facts. In this context, legal con¬ 
siderations aside, an adjudicatory hear¬ 

ing is inappropriate since the cross- 
examination which is the key feature of 
such hearings is designed to provide for 
the fullest development of factual issues 
as opposed to policy or legal disputes. 

Based on public hearing records and 
other information available to the Ad¬ 
ministrator, several changes in emission 
limits and compliance testing periods 
have been incorporated in this promul¬ 
gation. These changes were considered in 
response to questions concerning the acid 
plant efficiencies used in calculating 
emission rates, and the use of a short 
term averaging period that did not ap¬ 
pear to consider wide variations in the 
operating conditions of either the smelter 
or the acid plant. 

Recent EPA tests on acid plants used 
in conjunction with copper smelters in¬ 
dicate that emission concentrations 
averaged over a six-hour period may be 
10 to 20 percent above vendor guaran¬ 
tees. This is due to fluctuations in volu¬ 
metric fK^v rate and in SO: concentra¬ 
tion in the gas stream to the acid plant. 
Averaging times beyond six hours do not 
significantly affect the average emission 
concentration. Further, it has been de¬ 
termined that a 10-percent deterioration 
in catalyst efficiency can occur between 
catalyst cleanings. Therefore, EPA has 
set a maximum emission limit of 2600 
ppm for a single absorption acid plant. 

The mass emission limits were changed 
to reflect sulfur balance data supplied 
by Kennecott at the public hearing and 
the EPA acid plant test data mentioned 
previously. 

Appendix D, pertaining to testing pro¬ 
cedures, has been modified for clarifica¬ 
tion. The 20-percent calibration point 
has been eliminated, since it is the Ad¬ 
ministrator’s judgment that three points 
are sufficient to verify the calibration 
curve. Also, by using the three point 
calibration, we are making Appendix D 
compatible with procedures for non¬ 
extractive monitors. 

The test period for compliance testing 
has been changed to conform more 
closely to accepted compliance testing 
practices. In the promulgated regula¬ 
tions, three 6-hour tests must be con¬ 
ducted and a 1-hour average calcu¬ 
lated, instead of determining a 1-hour 
average from a single 6-hour test as 
proposed. 

Kennecott requested the regulations 
include provisions for plant upsets. The 
Administrator recognizes that emissions 
may increase during start up/shut down, 
upset or malfunction. Regulations ad¬ 
dressing this problem for all industrial 
operations for which EPA has set emis¬ 
sion limits are due for promulgation in 
the near future. In all events, regula¬ 
tions governing emission reductions dur¬ 
ing start up/shut down, upset or mal¬ 
function conditions will be promulgated 
well in advance of the January 1, 1977, 
effective date for the emission limita¬ 
tions set forth in paragraph (e) of this 
promulgation. 

Regulations 

The promulgated regulations are com¬ 
posed of three sections and two ap¬ 
pendices. The first section <$ 52.1475(c)) 
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requires the control of low-level fugitive 
emissions, identifies specific points of 
control, and sots a compliance schedule 
for achieving control of fugitive emis¬ 
sions. The second section (§ 52.1475(d)) 
sets an emission limit to be achieved by 
a constant emission control sufficient to 
meet all national standards by July 31, 
1977. The third section, (5 52.1475(e)) 
is offered as an alternative to 5 52.1475 
(d) and sets emission limits based on 
available constant emission control tech¬ 
nology, outlines the conditions that must 
be satisfied prior to use of SCS, and es¬ 
tablishes a compliance schedule for im¬ 
plementing both the constant control 
and SCS. Continuous monitoring of the 
emission limits set in either of the two 
latter sections is required. Appendix D 
specifies procedures for determination of 
the SOi concentration while Appendix E 
contains procedures for determination of 
volumetric rates. 

Implementation procedures for these 
regulations will require Kennecott to 
comply with the requirements to con¬ 
trol fugitive emissions (552.1475(c)) and 
to comply either with the emission limits 
set to meet all standards (| 52.1475(d)) 
or with the temporary alternative to 
comply with the emission limit require¬ 
ments based on available constant con¬ 
trol and additional approved controls 
(5 52.1475(e)). This alternative is pro¬ 
posed because it is the Administrator’s 
judgment that the available constant 
control technology for the McGill 
smelter is insufficient to achieve all na¬ 
tional standards at this time. Therefore, 
Kennecott may apply for permission to 
comply with the temporary alternative 
to use supplementary controls to achieve 
the standards. The temporary alterna¬ 
tive requires compliance with the emis¬ 
sion limit based on available constant 
control and requires employment of such 
additional control measures as may be 
necessary to ensure the attainment and 
maintenance of national standards. 
These additional controls include process 
changes, SCS, tall stacks, production re¬ 
duction or any other technique approved 
by the Administrator. By allowing the 
use of SCS, the Administrator is ac¬ 
knowledging that SCS can incorporate 
design and enforcement features that 
will provide a satisfactory temporary 
means to attain and maintain national 
SOj standards. The Administrator has 
stipulated specific requirements to en¬ 
sure reliability. These requirements in¬ 
clude the assumption of liability for 
violation of air quality standards within 
a designated area, and the operation of 
the SCS in accordance with an approved 
manual based on demonstration studies. 
Certain recordkeeping procedures are 
also specified. 

In the regulations, two emission limits 
are established as achievable with avail¬ 
able constant control. These emission 
limits include an SOi concentration limit 
on acid plant emissions and a mass emis¬ 
sion limit- for the entire smelter. The 
emission limit for the acid plant (2600 
ppm), and the requirement that all con¬ 

verter gases must be processed by the 
acid plant, are specified to ensure full 
application of available constant control 
technology and to minimize emissions 
from the converters. A total plant emis¬ 
sion limitation is established based on 
the existing smelter configuration. 

The Kennecott Copper Corporation 
has embarked on a control program at 
the McGill smelter designed to attain the 
national primary standard by July 1976 
through the use of both constant emis¬ 
sion controls and supplementary con¬ 
trols. Since the specific requirements for 
a supplementary control system, as out¬ 
lined in the proposed regulations, were 
not available to the smelter at the time 
its program was initiated* the attain¬ 
ment date for the primary standard, if 
the smelter elects to follow the pro¬ 
visions of § 52.1475(e), is established as 
January 1, 1977. It is assumed that if the 
smelter chooses the option of 5 52.1475 
(e), the supplementary control system 
will be needed to meet both primary and 
secondary standards and will be so de¬ 
signed. Therefore, the attainment date 
for the secondary standard via the sup¬ 
plementary control option is also estab¬ 
lished as January 1.1977. 

On the other hand, should Kennecott 
elect to meet the standards through con¬ 
stant emission controls, and abide by the 
provisions of 5 52.1475(d), EPA recog¬ 
nizes that additional planning and equip¬ 
ment would be required and that equip¬ 
ment ordering procedures alone could 
preclude completion of such controls by 
January. 1977. Therefore, the date for at¬ 
tainment of both primary and secondary 
standards solely through constant emis¬ 
sion controls in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of 5 52.1475(d) is extended to 
July, 1977. 

A summary of the air quality data col¬ 
lected by EPA in the vicinity of McGill, 
Nevada and the calculations of the emis¬ 
sion limits are detailed in “Technical 
Data in Support of Regulations for Con¬ 
trol of Slilfur Dioxide Emissions (Nevada 
Intrastate Region)’’. This document is 
available at: 
Environmental Protection Agency, 

Region IX, 
100 California Street, 
San Francisco, CA 94111. 

EPA Freedom of Information Center, 
401 “M” Street SW.. 
Washington, DC 20460. 

Nevada Bureau of Environmental Health, 
Nye Building, 201 South Fall Street, 
Carson City. NV 89701. 

The regulations promulgated herein 
are effective March 10, 1975. 
(42 use 1857C-6) 

Dated: January 23,1975. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

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

Subpart DD—Nevada 

1. In 5 52.1470, paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1470 Identification of plan. 
• • • • • 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on June 12, July 14, and No¬ 
vember 17, 1972, January 19, 1973, and 
June 14, 1974 (revisions to “Article 4— 
Visible Emissions from Stationary 
Sources’’). 

2. Section 52.1475 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 52.1475 Control strategy and regula¬ 
tions : Sulfur oxides. 

(a) The requirements of 5 51.13 of this 
chapter are not met since the plan does 
not adequately provide for attainment 
and maintenance of the National Am¬ 
bient Air Quality Standards for sulfur ox¬ 
ides in the Nevada Intrastate Region. 

(b) Article 8.1.3 of Nevada’s “Air Qual¬ 
ity Regulations” (emission limitation for 
sulfur from existing copper smelters), 
which is part of the sulfur oxides con¬ 
trol strategy, is disapproved since it does 
not provide the degree of control needed 
to attain and maintain the National Am¬ 
bient Air Quality Standards for sulfur 
oxides in the Nevada Intrastate Region. 

(c) Regulation for control of fugitive 
sulfur oxides emissions (Nevada Intra¬ 
state Region). (1) The owner or opera¬ 
tor of the Kennecott Copper Company 
smelter located in White Pine County, 
Nevada, in the Nevada Intrastate Region 
shall utilize best engineering techniques 
for reducing escape of pollutants to the 
atmosphere and to capture sulfur oxides 
emissions and vent them through a stack 
or stacks. Such techniques shall include, 
but not be limited to: 

(i) Installing and operating hoods on 
all active matte tapholes, matte 
launders, slag skim bays, slag handling 
operations, and holding ladles on each 
reverberatory furnace; 

(ii) Installing tight fitting hoods on 
each active converter and operating such 
hoods except during pouring and charg¬ 
ing operations; 

(iii) Maintaining all ducts, flues, and 
stacks in a leak-free condition: 

(iv) Maintaining all reverberatory 
furnaces and converters under normal 
operating conditions in such a fashion 
that out-leakage of gases will be pre¬ 
vented to the maximum extent possible; 

(v) Wherever feasible, ducting emis¬ 
sions through the tallest stack or stacks 
serving the facility; and 

(vi) Wherever feasible, passing the 
effluents from all hooding through the 
tallest stack or stacks serving the 
facility. 

(2) (i) If the owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph is not 
in compliance with the provisions of 
subparagraph (c)(1) of the section the 
following compliance schedule shall 
apply: 

(a) 30 days after the effective date of 
this regulation. Let contracts or issue 
purchase orders for hoods and flues for 
control of fugitive sulfur oxides emis¬ 
sions or provide evidence that such con¬ 
tracts have been let. 
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(b) July 1, 1975. Initiate on-site con¬ 
struction and/or installation of emis¬ 
sion control equipment. 

(c) July 1,1976. Complete on-site con¬ 
struction and/or installation of emis¬ 
sion control equipment. 

(d) January 1, 1977. Achieve final 
compliance with requirements of sub- 
paragraph (c) (1) of this section. 

(ii) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to the requirements of 
this subparagraph shall certify to the 
Administrator within five days after the 
deadline for each increment of progress, 
whether or not the required increment of 
progress has been met. 

(iii) If the source subject to this para¬ 
graph is presently in compliance with 
the requirements of subparagraph (c) (1) 
of this section, the owner or operator of 
such source may certify such compli¬ 
ance to the Administrator within thirty 
(30) days of the effective date of this 
paragraph. If such certification is ac¬ 
ceptable to the Administrator, the appli¬ 
cable requirements of this subpara¬ 
graph shall not apply to the certifying 
source. The Administrator may request 
whatever supporting information he 
considers necessary to determine the 
validity of the certification. 

(3) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph may 
submit to the Administrator, no later 
than thirty (30) days after the effective 
date of this paragraph, a proposed al¬ 
ternative compliance schedule. No such 
compliance schedule may provide for 
final compliance after January 1, 1977. 
If approved by the Administrator, such 
schedule shall satisfy the compliance 
schedule requirements of this subpara¬ 
graph for the affected source. 

(d) Regulation for control of sulfur 
dioxide emissions (Nevada Intrastate 
Region). (1) The owner or operator of 
the Kennecott Copper Company smelter 
located in White Pine County, Nevada, 
in the Nevada Intrastate Region shall 
comply with all the requirements of this 
paragraph, except as provided in para¬ 
graph (e) of this section. 

(2) (i) After July 31, 1977, the owner 
or operator of the smelter subject to this 
paragraph shall not discharge or cause 
the discharge of sulfur dioxide into the 
atmosphere in excess of 10,150 pounds 
per hour (4,603 kg/hr.) maximum 6-hour 
average as determined by the method 
specified in subparagraph (d) (4) of this 
section. 

(ii) The limitation specified in sub- 
paragraph (d) (2) (i) of this section shall 
apply to the sum total of sulfur dioxide 
emissions from the smelter processing 
units and sulfur oxides control and re¬ 
moval equipment, but not including un¬ 
captured fugitive emissions and those 
emissions due solely to the use of fuel for 
space heating or steam generation. 

(3) (i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter to which this paragraph is ap¬ 
plicable shall, no later than 30 days fol¬ 
lowing the effective date of this para¬ 
graph, submit to the Administrator for 
approval a proposed compliance schedule 
that demonstrates compliance with sub- 
paragraph (d) (2) of this section as ex¬ 

peditiously as practicable but not later 
than July 31,1977. 

(ii) The compliance schedule sub¬ 
mitted to the Administrator pursuant to 
subparagraph (d) (3) (i) of this section 
shall provide for increments of progress 
toward compliance. The dates for 
achievement of such increments of prog¬ 
ress shall be specified. Increments of 
progress shall include, but not be limited 
to, the following: 

(a) Submittal of final control plan to 
the Administrator for meeting the re¬ 
quirements of subparagraph (d)(2) of 
this section. 

(b) Letting of necessary contracts or 
process changes, or issuance of orders for 
the purchase of component parts, to ac¬ 
complish emission control or process 
modification; 

(c) Initiation of on-site construction 
or installation of emission control equip¬ 
ment or process modification; 

(d) Completion of on-site construction 
or installation of emission control equip¬ 
ment or process modification; 

(e) Pull compliance with the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (d)(2) of this 
section. 

(iii) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to the requirements of 
this subparagraph shall certify to the 
Administrator within five days after the 
deadline for each increment of progress, 
whether or not the required increment 
of progress has been met. 

(iv) Notice must be given to the Ad¬ 
ministrator at least 10 days prior to con¬ 
ducting a performance test to afford him 
the opportunity to have an observer pres¬ 
ent. 

(v) If the source subject to this para¬ 
graph is currently in compliance with 
the requirement of subparagraph (d) (2) 
of this section, the owner or operator of 
such source may certify such compliance 
to the Administrator within thirty (30) 
days of the effective date of this para¬ 
graph. If such certification is acceptable 
to the Administrator, the applicable re¬ 
quirements of this subparagraph (d) (3) 
of this section shall not apply to the cer¬ 
tifying source. The Administrator may 
request whatever supporting information 
he considers necessary to determine the 
validity of the certification. 

(4) (i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter to which this paragraph is ap¬ 
plicable shall install, calibrate, maintain, 
and operate a measurement system (s) 
for continuously monitoring sulfur di¬ 
oxide emissions and stack gas volumetric 
flow rates in each stack which emits 5 
percent or more of the total potential 
(without emission controls) hourly sul¬ 
fur oxides emissions from the source. For 
the purpose of this paragraph, “continu¬ 
ous monitoring” means the taking and 
recording of at least one measurement 
of sulfur dioxide concentration and stack 
gas flow rate reading from the effluent of 
each affected stack in each 15-minute 
period. 

(ii) Within nine months after the ef¬ 
fective date of this paragraph, and at 
other such times in the future as the Ad¬ 
ministrator may specify, the sulfur di¬ 
oxide concentration measurement sys¬ 

tem^) installed and used pursuant to 
this paragraph shall be demonstrated to 
meet the measurement system perform¬ 
ance specifications prescribed in Ap¬ 
pendix D to this Part. 

(iii) Within nine months after the ef¬ 
fective date of this paragraph, and at 
other such times in the future as the 
Administrator may specify, the stack gas 
volumetric flow rate measurement sys¬ 
tem (s) installed and used pursuant to 
this paragraph shall be demonstrated to 
meet the measurement system perform¬ 
ance specifications prescribed in Appen¬ 
dix E to this Part. 

(iv) The Administrator shall be no¬ 
tified at least ten (10) days in advance 
of the start of the field test period re¬ 
quired in Appendices D and E to this 
Part to afford the Administrator the op¬ 
portunity to have an observer present. 

(v) The sampling point for monitoring 
emissions shall be in the duct at the 
centroid of the cross section if the cross 
sectional area is less than 4.647 m’ (50 
ft.*) or at a point no closer to the wall 
than 0.914 m (3 ft.) if the cross sectional 
area is 4.647 m* (50 ft.*) or more. The 
monitor sample point shall be in an area 
of small spatial concentration gradient 
and shall be representative of the con¬ 
centration in the duct. 

(vi) The measurement system (s) in¬ 
stalled and used pursuant to this section 
shall be subjected to the manufacturer’s 
recommended zero adjustment and cali¬ 
bration procedures at least once per 24- 
hour operating period unless the manu¬ 
facturer specifies or recommends calibra¬ 
tion at shorter intervals, in which case 
such specifications or recommendations 
shall be followed. Records of these pro¬ 
cedures shall be made which clearly show 
instrument readings before and after 
zero adjustment and calibration. 

(vii) Six-hour average sulfur dioxide 
emission rates shall be calculated in ac¬ 
cordance with subparagraph (d) (5) of 
this section, and recorded daily. 

(viii) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
maintain a record of all measurements 
required by this paragraph. Measure¬ 
ment results shall be expressed as pounds 
of sulfur dioxide emitted per six hour 
period. A 6-hour average value calcu¬ 
lated pursuant to subparagraph (d) (5) 
(i) of this section shall be reported as of 
each hour for the preceding 6-hour pe¬ 
riod. Results shall be summarized 
monthly and shall be submitted to the 
Administrator within fifteen (15) days 
after the end of each month. A record 
of such measurements shall be retained 
for at least two years following the date 
of such measurements. 

(ix) The continuous monitoring and 
recordkeeping requirements of this sub- 
paragraph shall become applicable nine 
months after the effective date of this 
regulation. 

(5) (i) Compliance with the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (d) (2) of this 
section shall be determined using the 
continuous measurement system (s) in- 

• stalled, calibrated, maintained and oper¬ 
ated in accordance with the requirements 
of subparagraph (d) (4) of this section. 
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For all stacks equipped with the meas¬ 
urement system (s) required by subpara¬ 
graph (d) (4) of this section, a 6-hour 
average sulfur dioxide emission rate shall 
be calculated as of the end of each clock 
hour, for the preceding six hours, in the 
following manner: 

(a) Divide each 6*-hour period into 24 
15-minute segments. 

(b) Determine on a compatible basis 
a sulfur dioxide concentration and stack 
gas flow rate measurement for each 15- 
minute period for each affected stack. 
These measurements may be obtained 
either by continuous integration of sulfur 
dioxide concentration and stack gas flow 
rate measurements (from the respective 
affected facilities) recorded during the 
15-minute period or from the arithmetic 
average of any number of sulfur dioxide 
concentration and stack gas flow read¬ 
ings equally spaced over the 15-minute 
period. In the later case, the same num¬ 
ber of concentration readings shall be 
taken in each 15-minute period and the 
readings shall be similarly spaced within 
each 15-minute period. 

(c) Calculate the arithmetic average 
(lbs SO/hr) from all 24 emission rate 
measurements in each 6-hour period for 
each stack. 

(d) Total the average sulfur dioxide 
emission rates for all affected stacks. 

(ii) Notwithstanding the requirements 
of subparagraph (5) (i) of this para¬ 
graph, compliance with the requirements 
of subparagraph (d) (2) of this section 
shall also be determined by using the 
methods described below at such times 
as may be specified by the Administrator. 
For all stacks equipped with the meas¬ 
urement system(s) required by subpara¬ 
graph (d) (4) of this section, a 6-hour 
average sulfur dioxide emission rate (lbs 
SO /hr) shall be determined as follows: 

(a) The test of each stack emission 
rate shall be conducted while the proc¬ 
essing units vented through such stack 
are operating at or above the maximum 
rate at which they will be operated and 
under such other conditions as the Ad¬ 
ministrator may specify. 

(t>) Concentrations of sulfur dioxide 
In emissions shall be determined by using 
Method 8 as described in Part 60 of this 
chapter. The analytical and computa¬ 
tional portions of Method 8 as they re¬ 
late to determination of sulfuric acid 
mist and sulfur trioxide as well as iso¬ 
kinetic sampling may be omitted from 
the over-all test procedure. 

(c) Three independent sets of meas¬ 
urements of sulfur dioxide concentra¬ 
tions and stack gas volumetric flow rates 
shall be conducted during three 6-hour 
periods for each stack. Each 6-hour pe¬ 
riod will consist of three consecutive 2- 
hour periods. Measurements of emissions 
from all stacks on the smelter premises 
need not be conducted simultaneously. 
All tests must be completed within a 72- 
hour period. 

(d) In using Method 8, traversing 
shall be conducted according to Method 
1 as described in Part 60 of this chapter. 
The minimum sampling volume for each 
two hour test shall be 40 ft* corrected to 
standard conditions, dry basis. 

(e) The volumetric flow rate of the 
total effluent from each stack evaluated 
shall be determined by using Method 2 
as described in Part 60 of this chapter 
and by traversing according to Method 
1. Gas analysis shall be performed by 
using the integrated sample technique’of 
Method 3 as described in Part 69 of this 
chapter. Moisture content shall be deter¬ 
mined by use of Method 4 as described 
in Part 60 of this chapter except that 
stack gases arising only from a sulfuric 
acid production unit may be considered 
to have zero moisture content. 

(/) The gas sample shall be extracted 
at a rate proportional to the gas velocity 
at the sampling point. 

(gr) For each two hour test period, the 
sulfur dioxide emission rate for each 
stack shall be determined by multiplying 
the stack gas volumetric flow rate (ft?/ 
hr at standard conditions, dry basis) by 
the sulfur dioxide concentration (lb/ft* 
at standard conditions, dry basis). The 
emission rate in lbs/hr-maximum 6-hour 
average for each stack is determined by 
calculating the arithmetic average of the 
results of the three 2-hour tests. 

ih) Hie sum total of sulfur dioxide 
emissions from the smelter premises in 
lbs/hr is determined by adding together 
the emission rates (lbs/hr) from all 
stacks equipped with the measurement 
system (s) required by subparagraph 
(d) (4) of this section. 

(e) Alternate regulation for control of 
sulfur dioxide emissions (Nevada Intra¬ 
state Region). (1) The owner or operator 
of the Kennecott Copper Company smel¬ 
ter located in White Pine County, Ne¬ 
vada, in the Nevada Intrastate Air Qual¬ 
ity Control Region may apply to the 
Administrator for approval to meet the 
requirements of this paragraph. Upon 
such approval, granted pursuant to sub- 
paragraph (e)(3) of this sectien, the 
requirements of paragraph (d) shall not 
be applicable during the period of such 
approval, and all requirements of this 
paragraph shall apply. 

(2) All terms used in this paragraph 
but not specifically defined below shall 
have the meaning given them in the Act, 
Part 51 or S 52.01 of this chapter. 

(i) The term “supplementary control 
system” means any system which limits 
the amount of pollutant emissions during 
periods when meteorological conditions 
conducive to ground-level concentrations 
in excess of national standards exist or 
are anticipated. 

(ii) The term “ambient air quality vio¬ 
lation" means any single ambient con¬ 
centration of sulfur dioxide that exceeds 
any National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for sulfur dioxide at any point 
in a designated liability area, as specified 
in subparagraph (e) (8) of this section. 

(iii) The term “isolated source” means 
a. source that will assume legal responsi¬ 
bility for all violations of the applicable 
national standards in its designated lia¬ 
bility area, as specified in subparagraph 
(e) (8) of this section. 

(iv) The term “designated liability 
area” means the geographic area with¬ 
in which emissions from a source may 
significantly affect the ambient air 
quality. 

(3) (i) The application for permission 
to comply with this paragraph shall be 
submitted to the Administrator no later 
than sixty (60) days following the ef¬ 
fective date of this paragraph and shall 
include the following: 

(a) A short description of the type 
and location of the smelter; the process, 
equipment, raw materials and fuels used; 
the stacks employed; and emissions to the 
atmosphere from various points on the 
smelter premises. 

(b) A general description and the 
location of other sources of air pollu¬ 
tion and of the uses of land, and the 
topography in the vicinity of the smelter. 

(c) A summary of all ambient air 
quality data in the vicinity of the smelter 
collected by or under contract to smelter. 

(d) A description of the methods of 
constant emission reduction that are or 
will be applied and the degree of emis¬ 
sion reduction achieved or expected due 
to their application. 

(e) A description of the investigations 
that the owner or operator has made, and 
the results thereof, as to the availability 
of constant emission reduction methods 
that would meet the requirements of 
paragraph (d) (2) of this section and a 
discussion of the reasons why any poten¬ 
tially available methods cannot reason¬ 
ably be used. 

(/) A specific description of the re¬ 
search, investigations, or demonstrations 
that the owner or operator will conduct 
or support for the purpose of developing 
constant emission reduction technology 
applicable to the smelter. Such descrip¬ 
tion shall include the resources to be 
committed, qualifications of the partici¬ 
pants, a description of the facilities to be 
utilized and milestone dates. ' 

(fir) A detailed description of all other 
measures the owner or operator will ap¬ 
ply, in addition to those described in id), 
to provide for attainment and mainte¬ 
nance of the air quality standards. These 
measures include but need not be limited 
to supplementary control systems, tall 
stacks and other dispersion techniques. 

Each measure to be applied shall be 
described in sufficient detail to allow the 
Administrator to determine its effective¬ 
ness in reducing ambient concentrations. 

(h) A written commitment by the 
owner or operator of the source subject 
to this paragraph agreeing to assume 
liability for all violations of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards within 
the designated liability area. 

(i) Such other pertinent information 
as the Administrator may require. 

(ii) Upon receipt of the Information 
specified in subparagraph (e) (3) (i) of 
this section, and after making a deter¬ 
mination of its adequacy, the Adminis¬ 
trator promptly shall, after thirty (30) 
days notice, conduct a public hearing on 
the application submitted by the owner 
or operator. The Administrator shall 
make available to the public the in¬ 
formation contained in the application. 
Within thirty (30) days after the hear¬ 
ing, the Administrator shall notify the 
owner or operator of the smelter and 
other Interested parties of his decision 
as to whether to grant or deny the ap¬ 
plication. If he denies the application, he 
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will set forth his reasons. If he approves 
the application the owner or operator 
shah comply with ah provisions of para¬ 
graph (e) of this section and need not 
comply with provisions of paragraph (d) 
of this section except as provided in 
subparagraph (e) (16) of this section. 

(hi) Approval of the application to 
abide by the provisions of paragraph (e) 
will be granted if it can be satisfactorily 
demonstrated to the Administrator that 
control measures In addition to the 
available constant emission controls are 
required and if the specific measures 
submitted pursuant to subparagraph (e) 
<8) (1) (g) of this section will provide for 
the attainment and maintenance of 
the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards. 

<4)(i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
not discharge or cause the discharge of 
sulfur dioxide into the atmosphere In 
excess of: 

(a) 2,600 parts per million-maximum 
6-hour average, from any single absorp¬ 
tion sulfuric add producing facility de¬ 
signed for the removal of sulfur dioxide, 
as determined by the method specified in 
subparagraph (e) (6) (i) or (iii) of this 
section, and 

<b) 29,000 pounds per hour (13,154 kg/ 
hr) maximum 6-hour average, as deter¬ 
mined by the method specified in sub- 
paragraph (e)(6) (li) or (iv) of this 
section. Such limitation shall apply to 
the sum total of sulfur dioxide emissions 
from the smelter processing units and 
sulfur oxides control and removal equip¬ 
ment but not including uncaptured fugi¬ 
tive emissions and those emissions due 
solely to use of fuel for space heating or 
steam generation. 

(11) All emissions from the converters, 
with the exception of the uncaptured 
fugitive emissions, shall be processed 
through a facility for the removal of 
sulfur dioxide which meets the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (e) (4) (i) (a) of 
this section. 

(5) (i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter to which this paragraph is ap¬ 
plicable shall install, calibrate, maintain 
and operate a measurement system(s) 
for continuously monitoring sulfur di¬ 
oxide emissions and stack gas volumetric 
flow rates in each stack which emits 5 
percent or more of the total potential 
(without emission controls) hourly sul¬ 
fur oxides emissions from the source. For 
the purpose of this paragraph, “continu¬ 
ous monitoring’’ means the taking and 
recording of at least one measurement of 
sulfur dioxide concentration and stack 
gas flow rate reading from the effluent of 
each affected stack in each 15-minute 
period. 

(ii) No later than the date specified 
in subparagraph (e) (14) (i) (b) (5) of this 
section and at such other times in the 
future as the Administrator may reason¬ 
ably specify, the sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration measurement system (s) installed 
and used pursuant to this paragraph shall 
be demonstrated to meet the measure¬ 
ment system performance specifications 
prescribed In Appendix D to this Part 

(iii) No later than the date specified 
In subparagraph (e) (14) (i) (b) (5) of this 
section and at such other times in the 
future as the Administrator may reason¬ 
ably specify, the stack gas volumetric 
flow rate measurement system (s) in¬ 
stalled and used pursuant to this para¬ 
graph shall be demonstrated to meet the 
measurement system performance spec¬ 
ifications prescribed in Appendix E to 
this Part. 

(iv) The Administrator shall be noti¬ 
fied at least 10 days in advance of the 
start of the field test period required in 
Appendices D and E to this Part to af¬ 
ford the Administrator the opportunity to 
have an observer present. 

(v) The sampling point for monitoring 
emissions shall be in the duct at the cen¬ 
troid of the cross section if the cross sec¬ 
tional area is less than 4.647 m * (50 ft *) 
or at a point no closer to the wall than 
0.914 m (3 ft) if the cross sectional area 
is 4.647 m * (50 ft *) or more. The monitor 
sample point shall be an area of small 
spatial concentration gradient and shall 
be representative of the concentration in 
the duct. 

(vi) The measurement system (s) in¬ 
stalled and used pursuant to this section 
shall be subjected to the manufacturer’s 
recommended zero adjustment and cali¬ 
bration procedures at least once per 24- 
hour operating period unless the manu¬ 
facturer specifies or recommends cali¬ 
bration at shorter intervals, in which case 
such specifications or recommendations 
shall be followed. Records of these proce¬ 
dures shall be made which clearly show 
Instrument readings before and after zero 
adjustment and calibration. 

(vti) Six-hour average sulfur dioxide 
concentration and emission rates shall be 
calculated In accordance with subpara¬ 
graph (6) of this paragraph, and recorded 
daily. „ 

(viii) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
maintain a record of all measurements 
required by this subparagraph. Measure¬ 
ment results shall be expressed in the 
units prescribed by the emission limita¬ 
tions in subparagraph (e) (4) of this sec¬ 
tion. Six-hour average values calculated 
pursuant to subparagraph (e) (6) (i) and 
(ii) of this section shall, be reported as of 
each hour for the preceding six hours. 
The results shall be summarized monthly 
and shall be submitted to the Adminis¬ 
trator within fifteen (15) days of the end 
of each month. A record of such measure¬ 
ments shall be retained for at least two 
years following the date of such measure¬ 
ments. 

(6) (i) Compliance with the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (e) (4) (i) (a) of 
this section shall be determined using 
the continuous measurements system (s) 
installed, calibrated, maintained and op¬ 
erated in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (e) (5) of this sec¬ 
tion. For the stack(s) equipped with the 
measurement system (s). required by sub- 
paragraph (e) (5) of this section and 
serving the sulfur dioxide removal device 
a 6-hour average sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration shall be calculated as of the end 

of each clock hour for the preceding six 
hours, in the following manner: 

(a) Divide each 6-hour period into 
twenty-four 15-minute segments. 

(b) Determine on a compatible basis 
a sulfur dioxide concentration measure¬ 
ment for each 15-minute period. These 
measurements may be obtained either by 
continuous integration of all measure¬ 
ments (from the respective affected 
facility) recorded during the 15-minute 
period or from the arithmetic average 
of any number of sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration readings equally spaced over 
the 15-minute period. In the latter case, 
the same number of concentration read¬ 
ings shall be taken in each 15-minute 
period and the readings shall be similary 
spaced within each 15-minute period. 

(c) Calculate the arithmetic average 
of all 24 concentration measurements in 
each 6-hour period. 

(ii) Compliance with the requirements 
of subparagraph (e) (4) (i) (b) of this 
section shall be determined using the 
continuous measurement system (s) in¬ 
stalled, calibrated, maintained and oper¬ 
ated in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (e)(5) of this 
section. For all stacks equipped with the 
measurement system(s) required by sub- 
paragraph (e)(5) of this section, a 6- 
hour average sulfur dioxide emission rate 
shall be calculated as of the end of each 
clock hour for the preceding six hours, 
in the following manner: 

(a) Divide each 6-hour period into 
twenty-four 15-minute segments. 

(b) Determine on a compatible basis a 
sulfur dioxide concentration and stack 
gas flow rate measurement for each 15- 
minute period for each affected stack. 
These measurements may be obtained 
either by continuous integration of sul¬ 
fur dioxide concentrations and stack gas 
flow rate measurements (from the re¬ 
spective affected facilities) recorded dur¬ 
ing the 15-minute period or from the 
arithmetic average of any number of sul¬ 
fur dioxide concentration and stack gas 
flow rate readings equally spaced over 
the 15-minute period. In the latter case, 
the same number of concentration read¬ 
ings shall be taken in each 15-minute 
period and the readings shall be similarly 
spaced within each 15-minute period. 

(c) Calculate the arithmetic average 
(lbs SOi/hr) of all 24 emission rate 
measurements in each 6-hour period for 
each stack. 

(d) Total the average sulfur dioxide 
emission rates for all affected stacks. 

(iii) Notwithstanding the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (e) (6) (i) of this 
section, compliance with the require¬ 
ments of subparagraph (e) (4) (i) (a) of 
this section shall also be determined by 
using the methods described below at 
such times as may be specified by the 
Administrator. For each stack serving 
any process designed for the removal of 
sulfur dioxide a 6-hour average sulfur 
dioxide concentration shall be deter¬ 
mined as follows: 

(a) The test of each stack emission 
concentration shall be conducted while 
the processing units vented through such 
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stack are operating at or above the max¬ 
imum rate at which such will be operated 
and under such other conditions as the 
Administrator may specify. 

(b) Concentrations of sulfur dioxide In 
emissions shall be determined by using 
Method 8 as described in Part 60 of this 
chapter. The analytical and computa¬ 
tional portions of Method 8 as they re¬ 
late to determination of sulfuric acid 
mist and sulfur trloxlde as well as iso¬ 
kinetic sampling may be omitted from 
the over-all test procedure. 

(c) Three independent sets of meas¬ 
urements of sulfur dioxide concentra¬ 
tion shall be conducted during three 6- 
hour periods of each stack. Each 6-hour 
period will consist of three consecutive 
2-hour periods. Measurements of emis¬ 
sions from all stacks on the smelter 
premises need not be conducted simul¬ 
taneously. All tests must be completed 
within a 72-hour period. 

(d) In using Method 8, traversing shall 
be conducted according to Method 1 as 
described in Part 60 of this chapter. The 
minimum sampling volume for each two 
hour test shall be 40 ft* corrected to 
standard conditions, dry basis. 

(e) The velocity of the total effluent 
from each stack evaluated shall be de¬ 
termined by using Method 2 as described 
in PartHO of this chapter and traversing 
according to Method 1. Gas analysis shall 
be performed by using the integrated 
sample technique of Method 3 as de¬ 
scribed in Part 60 of this chapter. Mois¬ 
ture content can be considered to be zero. 

(/) The gas sample shall be extracted 
at a rate proportional to gas velocity at 
the sampling point. 

(p) The sulfur dioxide concentration 
in parts per million-maximum 6-hour 
average for each stack is determined by 
calculating the arithmetic average of the 
results of the three 2-hour tests. 

(iv) Notwithstanding the requirements 
of subparagraph (e) (6) (ii) of this sec¬ 
tion, compliance with the requirements of 
subparagraph (e) (4) (i) (b) of this sec¬ 
tion shall also be determined by using 
the methods described below at such 
times as may be specified by the Admin¬ 
istrator. For all stacks equipped with the 
measurement system (s) required by sub- 
paragraph (e)(5) of this section, a 6- 
hour average sulfur dioxide emission rate 
(lbs SOi/hr) shall be determined as fol¬ 
lows: 

(a) The test of each stack emission rate 
shall be conducted while the processing 
units vented through such stack are op¬ 
erating at or above the maximum rate 
at which they will be operated and under 
such other conditions as the Administra¬ 
tor shall specify. 

(b) Concentrations of sulfur dioxide in 
emissions shall be determined by using 
Method 8 as described in Part 60 of this 
chapter. The analytical, and computa¬ 
tional portions of Method 8 as they re¬ 
late to determination of sulfuric acid 
mist and sulfur trioxide as well as iso¬ 
kinetic sampling may be omitted from the 
over-all test procedure. 

(c) Three independent sets of meas¬ 
urements of sulfur dioxide concentrations 

and stack gas volumetric flow rates shall 
be conducted during three consecutive 
2-hour periods for each stack. Measure¬ 
ments need not necessarily be conducted 
simultaneously of emissions from all 
stacks on the smelter premises. 

(d) In using Method 8, Traversing shall 
be conducted according to Method 1 as 
described in Part 60 of this chapter. The 
minimum sampling volume for each 2- 
hour test shall be 40 ft* corrected to 
standard conditions, dry basis. 

(e) The volumetric flow rate of the 
total effluent from each stack evaluated 
shall be determined by using Method 2 
as described in Part 60 of this chapter 
and by traversing according to Method 1. 
Gas analysis shall be performed by using 
the integrated sample technique of 
Method 3 as described in Part 60 of this 
chapter. Moisture content shall be de¬ 
termined by use of Method 4 as described 
in Part 60 of this chapter except that 
stack gases arising only from a sulfuric 
acid production unit may be considered 
to have zero moisture content. 

(/) The gas sample shall be extracted 
at a rate proportional to the gas velocity 
at the sampling point. 

(p) For each 2-hour test period, the 
sulfur dioxide emission rate for each 
stack shall be determined by multiplying 
the stack gas volumetric flow rate (ft’/hr 
at standard conditions, dry basis) by the 
sulfur dioxide concentration (lb/ft* at 
standard conditions, dry basis). The 
emission rate in lbs/hr-maximum 6-hour 
average for each stack is determined by 
calculating the arithmetic average of the 
results of the three 2-hour tests. 

(h) The stun total of sulfur dioxide 
emissions from the smelter premises in 
lbs/hr is determined by adding together 
the emission rates (lbs/hr) from all 
stacks equipped with the measurement 
system(s) required by subparagraph (5) 
of this paragraph. 

(7) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph, in 
addition to meeting the emission limita¬ 
tion requirements of subparagraph (e) 
(4) of this section, shall employ supple¬ 
mentary control systems and/or such 
additional control measures as may be 
necessary to assure the attainment and 
maintenance of the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards for sulfur di¬ 
oxide. 

(i) Such measures will be limited to 
those specified in the application sub¬ 
mitted pursuant to subparagraph (e) (3) 
(i) (g) of this section. 

(il) Sulfur oxides emissions shall be 
curtailed whenever the potential for vio¬ 
lating any National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for sulfur dioxide is Indicated 
at any point in a designated liability area 
by either of the following: 

(a) Air quality measurement. 
(b) Air quality prediction. 
(8) (i) For the purposes of this para¬ 

graph the designated liability area shall 
be a circle with a radius of fifteen (15) 
statute miles (24 km) with the center 
point of such circle coinciding with the 
tallest stack serving the affected facil¬ 
ity. The owner or operator of the smelter 

subject to this paragraph may submit 
a detailed report which justifies redefin¬ 
ing the designated liability area specified 
by the Administrator. Such a justifica¬ 
tion shall be submitted with the applica¬ 
tion submitted pursuant to subparagraph 
(e) (3) (i) of this section and shall de¬ 
scribe and delineate the requested desig¬ 
nated liability area and discuss in detail 
the method used and the factors taken 
into account in the development of such 
area. Upon receipt and evaluation of such 
report, and after the public hearing de¬ 
scribed in subparagraph (e) (3) (li) of 
this section, the Administrator shall issue 
his final determination. 

(ii) If new information becomes avail¬ 
able which demonstrates that the desig¬ 
nated liability area should be redefined, 
the Administrator shall consider such 
and if appropriate, after notice and com¬ 
ment, redefine the designated liability 
area. 

(9) (i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to the paragraph shall 
submit with the application submitted 
pursuant to subparagraph (e) (3) (1) of 
this section, a detailed plan for the estab¬ 
lishment of a supplementary control sys¬ 
tem and/or such other measures as may 
be proposed. Such plan shall describe all 
air quality and emission monitoring and 
meteorological equipment to be used, in¬ 
cluding instruments installed pursuant 
to subparagraph (5) of this paragraph 
for continuously monitoring and record¬ 
ing sulfur dioxide emissions and stack gas 
flow rate, the methods that will be used 
to determine emission rates to be 
achieved in association with various 
meteorological and air quality situations, 
and the general plan of investigations to 
be followed in developing the system and 
the operational manual. 

(ii) Such plan shall include detailed 
specifications of any modifications to 
existing equipment including new stacks, 
stack extensions, stack heating systems 
or any process changes to be applied. 

(iii) The monitoring described in the 
detailed plan submitted in accordance 
with this subparagraph and the ap¬ 
propriate recordkeeping requirements of 
subparagraph (e) (12) of this section 
shall commence and become applicable 
as of the date specified in subparagraph 
(e) (14) (i) (b) (5) of this section. 

(10) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
submit to the Administrator a compre¬ 
hensive report of a study which demon¬ 
strates the capability of the supple¬ 
mentary control system, in conjunction 
with any other control measures, to re¬ 
duce air pollution levels. The report shall 
describe a study conducted during a 
period of at least 120 days during which 
the supplementary control system was 
being developed and operated and shall 
be submitted no later than the date spe¬ 
cified in subparagraph (e) (14) (i) (b) (6) 
of this section. The report shall: 

(i) Describe the emission monitoring 
system and the air quality monitoring 
network. 

(11) Describe the meteorological sens¬ 
ing network and the meteorological pre¬ 
diction program. 
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(Ui) Identify the frequency, charac¬ 
teristics, times of occurrence and dura¬ 
tions of meteorological conditions as¬ 
sociated with high ground-level concen¬ 
trations. 

(lv) Describe the methodology (e.g., 
dispersion modeling and measured air 
quality data) by which the source deter¬ 
mines the degree of control needed under 
each meteorological situation. 

(v) Describe the method chosen to 
vary the emission rate, the basis for the 
choice, and the time required to effect 
a sufficient reduction in the emission 
rate to avoid violations of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards. 

(vi) Contain an estimate of the fre¬ 
quency that emission rate reduction is 
required to prevent National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards from being ex¬ 
ceeded and the basis for the estimate. 

(vii) Include data and results of ob¬ 
jective reliability tests. “Reliability,” as 
the term is applied here, refers to the 
ability of the supplementary control 
system to protect against violations of 
the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards. 

(viii) Demonstrate that the supple¬ 
mentary control system and other meas¬ 
ures expected to be employed after the 
date specified in subparagraph (e) (14) 
(i) (b)(6) of this section will result in 
attainment and maintenance of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards. 

(11) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
submit to the Administrator an opera¬ 
tional manual for the supplementary 
control system. Such manual shall be 
submitted no later than the date spec¬ 
ified in subparagraph (e) (14) (i) (b) (6) 
of this section and is subject to the ap¬ 
proval of the Administrator as satisfying 
the specific requirements of this sub¬ 
paragraph. Such approval shall not re¬ 
lieve the owner or operator of the smelter 
subject to this paragraph from its as¬ 
sumed liability for violations of any 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
for sulfur oxides in the designated 
liability area. Prior to making his final 
decision, the Administrator shall, after 
reasonable notice, provide an oppor¬ 
tunity of not less than forty-five (45) 
days for public inspection and comment 
upon the manual. Such manual shall: 

(i) Specify the number, type, and loca¬ 
tion of ambient air quality monitors, in¬ 
stack monitors and meteorological in¬ 
struments to be used. 

(ii) Describe techniques, methods, and 
criteria to be used to anticipate the on¬ 
set of meteorological situations associ¬ 
ated with ground-level concentrations in 
excess of National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards and to systematically evalu¬ 
ate and, as needed, improve the reliability 
of the supplementary control system. 

(lii) Describe the criteria and proce¬ 
dures that will be used to determine the 
degree of emission control needed for 
each class of meteorological and air qual¬ 
ity situations. 

(iv) Specify maximum emission rates 
which may prevail during all probable 
meteorological and air quality situations, 
which rates shall be such that National 

Ambient Air Quality Standards will not 
be exceeded in the designated liability 
area. Such emission rates shall be deter¬ 
mined by in-stack monitors. Data from 
such monitors shall be the basis for deter¬ 
mining whether the emission rate provi¬ 
sions of the approved operational manual 
are adhered to. 

(v) Describe specific actions that will 
be taken to curtail emissions when vari¬ 
ous meteorological conditions described 
in paragraph (c) (11) (ii) of this section 
exist or are predicted and/or when speci¬ 
fied air quality levels occur. 

(vi) Identify the company personnel 
responsible for Initiating and supervising 
the actions that will be taken to curtail 
emissions. Such personnel must be re¬ 
sponsible, knowledgeable and able to ap¬ 
prise the Administrator of the status of 
the supplementary control system at any 
time the source is operating. 

(vii) Be modified only if approval by 
the Administrator is first obtained. 

(12) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall: 

(I) Maintain, in a usable manner, rec¬ 
ords of all measurements and reports 
prepared as part of the supplementary 
control system described in the approved 
operational manual. Such records shall 
be retained for at least two years. 

(II) Submit, on a monthly basis, the 
hour by hour measurements made of air 
quality, emissions and meteorological 
parameters, and all other measurements 
made on a periodic basis, as part of the 
approved supplementary control system. 

(ill) Submit a monthly summary in¬ 
dicating all places, dates, and times when 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
for sulfur oxides were exceeded and the 
concentrations of sulfur dioxide at such 
times. 

(iv) Notify the Administrator of any 
violation of National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards within 24 hours of the occur¬ 
rence of such violation. 

(v) Submit a monthly summary re¬ 
port describing and analyzing how the 
supplementary control system was op¬ 
erated as related to the approved opera¬ 
tions manual and how the system will be 
Improved, if necessary, to prevent viola¬ 
tions of the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards for sulfur oxides or to prevent 
any other conditions which are not In 
accordance with the approved opera¬ 
tional manual. 

(13) (i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
participate in a research program to de¬ 
velop and apply constant emission re¬ 
duction technology adequate to attain 
and maintain the national standards. 
Such program shall be carried out in 
accordance with the plan submitted pur¬ 
suant to subparagraph (e) (3) (i) (/) of 
this section. 

(ii) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
submit annual reports on the progress 
of the research and development pro¬ 
gram required by subparagraph (e) (13) 
(i) of this section. Each report shall also 
include, but not be limited to, a descrip¬ 
tion of the projects underway, Informa¬ 
tion on the qualifications of the person¬ 

nel Involved, Information on the funds 
and personnel that have been committed, 
and an estimated date for the Installa¬ 
tion of the constant emission reduction 
technology necessary to attain and main¬ 
tain the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards. 

(14) (i) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
comply with the compliance schedules 
specified below. 

(a) Compliance schedule for meeting 
the emission reduction requirements of 
subparagraph (e) (4) of this section: 

(1) No later than thirty (30) days 
after the date of approval to meet the 
requirements of this paragraph—submit 
a final plan and schedule to the Admin¬ 
istrator for meeting the requirements of 
subparagraph (4) of this paragraph. 

(2) No later than thirty (30) days 
after the date of approval to meet the 
requirements of this paragraph—let 
contracts or issue purchase order for 
emission control systems or process mod¬ 
ifications or provide evidence that such 
contracts have been let. 

(3) July 1, 1975. Initiate on-site con¬ 
struction or Installation of emission con¬ 
trol equipment or process change. 

(4) July 1,1976. Complete on-site con¬ 
struction or installation of constant 
emission control equipment or process 
change. 

(5) January 1, 1977. Achieve final 
compliance with the requirements of 
subparagraph (4) of this paragraph. 

(6) Compliance schedule for imple¬ 
menting a supplementary control sys¬ 
tem or other measures which meet the 
requirements of subparagraphs (e) (7), 
(9), (10), and (11) of this section. 

(1) No later than sixty (60) days 
after approval to meet the requirements 
of this paragraph—submit to the Ad¬ 
ministrator a detailed schedule for 
establishment and implementation of the 
supplementary control system and other 
measures in accordance with subpara¬ 
graph (e) (9) of this section. 

(2) No later than ninety (90) days 
after approval to meet the requirements 
of this paragraph—let contracts or issue 
purchase orders, or provide evidence that 
such contracts have been let, for ambient 
air quality monitors, meteorological in¬ 
struments, and other component parts 
necessary to establish a supplementary 
control system. 

(3) No later than ninety (90) days 
after approval to meet the requirements 
of this paragraph—let contracts or issue 
purchase orders, or provide evidence that 
such contracts have been let, for any 
stack extensions or modifications of 
equipment approved pursuant to sub- 

. paragraph (e)(3) of this section. 
(4) November 1, 1975. Complete in¬ 

stallation of air quality and emission 
monitors and meteorological equipment. 

(5) January 1, 1976. Complete Instal¬ 
lation of any stack extensions /or modifi¬ 
cations of equipment approved pursuant 
to subparagraph (3) of this paragraph. 

(6> May 1, 1976. Submit to the Ad¬ 
ministrator the comprehensive report 
on the supplementary control system re¬ 
quired by subparagraph (e) (10) of this 
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section, and submit to the Administrator 
for his approval the operational manual 
required by subparagraph (e) (11) of this 
section. 

(7) January 1, 1977. The National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards for sul¬ 
fur dioxide shall not be violated in the 
designated liability area. 

<ii) Any owner or operator subject to 
the requirements of this subparagraph 
shall certify to the Administrator with¬ 
in five (5) days after the deadline for 
each increment of progress whether or 
not the required increment of progress 
has been met. 

(iii) Notice must be given to the Ad¬ 
ministrator at least ten (10) days prior 
to conducting a performance test to 
afford him the opportunity to have an 
observer present. 

(iv) If the source subject to this para¬ 
graph is presently in compliance with 
any of the increments of progress set 
forth in this subparagraph, the owner or 
operator of such source shall certify such 
compliance to the Administrator with¬ 
in thirty (30) days of the effective date 
of this paragraph. The Administrator 
may request whatever supporting infor¬ 
mation he considers necessary to deter¬ 
mine the validity of the certification. 

(v) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph may 
submit to the Administrator proposed 
alternative compliance schedules. Each 
such proposed compliance schedule shall 
be submitted with the application sub¬ 
mitted pursuant to subparagraph (e) (3) 
<i) of this section. No such compliance 
schedule may provide for final compli¬ 
ance after January 1, 1977. If approved 
by the Administrator, such schedule shall 
replace the compliance schedule set forth 
in this subparagraph. 

(vi) Any such compliance schedule 
submitted to the Administrator shall pro¬ 
vide for increments of progress toward 
compliance. The dates for achievement of 
such increments of progress shall be 
specified. Increments of progress shall in¬ 
clude, but not be limited to, the incre¬ 
ments specified in the appropriate com¬ 
pliance schedule set forth in subpara¬ 
graphs (e) (14) (i) (a) and (b) of this 
section. 

(15) (i) The Administrator shall an¬ 
nually review the supplementary control 
system and shall deny continued use of 
the supplementary control system if he 
determines that: 

(a) The review indicates that constant 
emission control technology has become 
available or that other factors which may 
bear on the conditions for use of a sup¬ 
plementary control system have changed 
to the extent that continued use of the 
supplementary control system would no 
longer be deemed approvable within the 
Intent of subparagraph (e)(3) of this 
section; or 

(b) The source owner or operator has 
not demonstrated good faith efforts to 
follow the stated program for developing 
constant emission reduction procedures; 
or 

(c) The source owner or operator has 
not developed and employed a control 

- program that Is effective In preventing 

violations of National Ambient Air Qual¬ 
ity Standards. 

(11) Prior to denying the continued use 
of a supplementary control system pur¬ 
suant to subparagraph (e) (15) (i) of this 
section, the Administrator shall notify 
the owner or operator of the smelter sub¬ 
ject to this paragraph of his intent to 
deny such continued use, together with: 

(a) The information and findings on 
which such intended denial is based. 

(b) Notice of opportunity for such 
owner or operator to present, within 
thirty (30) days, additional information 
or arguments to the Administrator prior 
to his final determination. 

(iii) The Administrator shall notify the 
owner or operator of the smelter subject 
to this paragraph of his final determina¬ 
tion within thirty (30) days after the 
presentation of additional information 
or arguments, or thirty (30) days after 
the final date specified for such presenta¬ 
tion if no presentation is made. If the 
continued use of the supplementary con¬ 
trol system is denied, the final determina¬ 
tion shall set forth the specific grounds 
for such denial. 

(16) Upon denial of the continued use 
of a supplementary control system pur¬ 
suant to subparagraph (e) (15) of this 
section all the requirements of paragraph 
(d) of this section shall be immediately 
applicable to the owner or operator of 
the Kennecott Copper Company smelter 
located in White Pine County, Nevada, 
in the Nevada Intrastate Region and 
compliance therewith shall be achieved 
in accordance with such schedule as the 
Administrator shall order. 

(17) The owner or operator of the 
smelter subject to this paragraph shall 
be in violation of a requirement of an 
applicable implementation plan and sub¬ 
ject to the penalties specified in Section 
113 of the Clean Air Act if: 

(i) an increment of the compliance 
schedules set forth in subparagraph (14) 
is not met by the date specified; or 

(11) the total sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration determined according to subpar¬ 
agraph (e) (6) (i) or (iii) of this section 
exceeds the emission limitation set forth 
in subparagraph (e) (4) (i) (a) of this 
section; or 

(iii) the total sulfur dioxide emission 
rate determined according to subpara¬ 
graph (e) (6) (il) or (iv) of this section 
exceeds the emission limitation set forth 
in subparagraph (e) (4) <i) (b) of this 
section; or 

(iv) any National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards for sulfur oxides are violated 
in tiie designated liability area; or 

(v) operations of the supplementary 
control system are not conducted in ac¬ 
cordance with the approved operational 
manual; or 

(vi) such owner or operator fails to 
submit any of the information required 
by this paragraph. 

§ 52.1480 [Amended] 
3. In { 52.1480, footnote (b) beneath 

the table setting forth dates of attain¬ 
ment of national standards is amended 
to read as follows: 

“b: July 1977, except that in the event 
the source subject to § 52.1475(d) is 
granted permission to comply with 8 52.- 
1475(e) the attainment date for the 
national primary and secondary stand¬ 
ards shall be January 1, 1977.” 

4. In § 52.1480, the letter “o” indicat¬ 
ing the date for attainment of the Na¬ 
tional Primary Ambient Air Quality 
Standards for sulfur dioxide in the Ne¬ 
vada Intrastate Air Quality Control 
Region is amended to read “b”. 

5. Section 52.1481 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 52.1481 Extensions. 
The Administrator hereby extends to 

July 31, 1977, the attainment date for 
the primary standards of sulfur oxides 
in the Nevada Intrastate Air Quality 
Control Region. In the event that the 
source subject to § 52.1475(d) is granted 
permission to comply with 8 52.1475(e) 
the attainment date for the primary 
standards for sulfur oxides in the Nevada 
Intrastate Air Quality Control Region 
shall be extended only to January 1, 
1977. 

Appendices B and C [Reserved] 

6. Appendices B and C to Part 52 are 
reserved. Appendices D and E are added 
to Part 52 as follows: 
Appendix D—Determination of Sulfur Di¬ 

oxide Emissions From Stationary Sources 
by Continuous Monitors 

1. Definitions. 
1.1 Concentration Measurement System. 

The total equipment required for the con¬ 
tinuous determination of SO. gas concentra¬ 
tion in a given source effluent. 

1.2 Span. The value of sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration at which the measurement system 
is set to produce the maximum data display 
output. For the purposes at this method, the 
span shall be set at the expected maximum 
sulfur dioxide concentration except as 
specified under section 5.2, Field Test for 
Accuracy. 

1.8 Accuracy (Relative). The degree of 
correctness with which the measurement 
system yields the value of gas concentration 
of a sample relative to the value given by 
a defined reference method. This accuracy 
is expressed in terms of error which is the 
difference between the paired concentration 
measurements expressed as a percentage of 
the mean reference value. 

1.4 Calibration Error. The difference be¬ 
tween the pollutant concentration indicated 
by the measurement system and the known 
concentration at the test gas mixture. 

1.5 Zero Drift. The change in measure¬ 
ment system output over a stated period of 
time of normal continuous operation when 
the pollutant concentration at the time for 
the measurement is zero. 

1.6 Calibration Drift. The change in 
measurement system output over a stated 
period of time of normal continuous opera¬ 
tion when the pollutant concentration at the 
time of the measurement Is the same known 
upscale value. 

1.7 Response Time. The time Interval 
fFom a step change In pollutant concentra¬ 
tion at the input to the measurement sys¬ 
tem to the time at which 05 percent of the 
corresponding final value is reached as dis¬ 
played on the measurement system data 
presentation device. 

1.8 Operational Period. A minimum period 
of time over which a measurement system Is 
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expected to operate within certain perform¬ 
ance specifications without unscheduled 
maintenance, repair or adjustment. 

1J> Reference Method. The reference 
method for determination of SO. emissions 
shall be Method 8 as delineated in Part 60 
of this chapter. *lhe analytical and computa¬ 
tional portions of Method 8 as they relate to 
determination of sulfuric acid mist and sul¬ 
fur trloxlde, as well as isokinetic sampling, 
may be omitted from the overall test proce¬ 
dure. 

2. Principle and Applicability. 
2.1 Principle. Gases are continuously 

sampled in the stack emissions and analyzed 
for sulfur dioxide by a continuously operat¬ 
ing emission measurement system. Perform¬ 
ance specifications for the continuous meas¬ 
urement systems are given. Test procedures 
are given to determine the capability of the 
measurement systems to conform to the per¬ 
formance specifications. Sampling may in¬ 
clude either the extractive or nonextractive 
(in-situ) approach. 

2.2 Applicability. The performance speci¬ 
fications are given for continuous sulfur 
dioxide measurement systems applied to 
nonferrous smelters. 

3. Apparatus. 
3.1 Calibration Gas Mixture. Mixture of 

a known concentration of sulfur dioxide In 
oxygen-free nitrogen. Nominal volumetric 
concentrations of 60 percent and 00 percent 
of span are recommended. The mixture of 
90 percent of span Is to be used to set and 
to check the span and is referred to as the 
span gas. The gas mixtures shall be analyzed 
by the Reference Method at least two weeks 
prior to use or demonstrated to be accurate 
and stable by an alternate method subject 
to approval of the Administrator. 

3.2 Zero Gas. A gas containing less than 
1 ppm sulfur dioxide. 

3.3 Equipment for measurement of sul¬ 
fur dioxide concentration using the Refer¬ 
ence Method. 

3.4 Chart Record. Analog chart recorder, 
Input voltage range compatible with ana¬ 
lyzer system output. 

3.5 Continuous measurement system for 
sulfur dioxide. 

4. Measurement System Performance Spec¬ 
ifications. 

The following performance specifications 
Shall be met in order that a measurement 
system shall be considered acceptable under 
this method. 

Tabus I.—Performance specifications 

Parameter: » Specification 

1. Accuracy »- £20 percent of reference mean value. 
2. Calibration Error •- £5 percent of each (50%, and 80%) calibra¬ 

tion gas mixture. 
8. Zero Drift (2-hours) *—-- £2 percent of emission standard. 
4. Zero Drift (24-hours) •-  £4 percent of emission standard. 
6. Calibration Draft (2-hours) *_ £2 percent of emission standard. 
6. Calibration Drift (24-hours) *_ £6 percent of emission standard. 
7. Response Time- 15 minutes maximum. 
8. Operational Period—-_ 168 hours minimum. 

* Expressed as sum of absolute mean value plus 96 percent confidence interval of a series 
of tests. 

6. Performance Specification Test Proce¬ 
dures. 

The following test procedures shall be used 
to determine compliance with the require¬ 
ments of paragraph 4: 

5.1 Calibration test. 
5.1.1 Analyze each calibration gas mixture 

(50 percent, 90 percent) for sulfur dioxide by 
the Reference method and record the results 
on the example sheet shown in Figure D-l. 
This step may be omitted for nonextractive 
monitors where dynamic calibration gas mix¬ 
tures are not used (see 5.1.2). 

5.1.2 Set up and calibrate the complete 
measurement system according to the manu¬ 
facturer's written Instructions. This may be 
accomplished either In the laboratory or In 
the field. Make a series of five nonoonsecu- 
tive readings with span gas mixtures alter¬ 
nately at each concentration (example, 50 
percent, 90 percent, 50 percent, 90 percent, 
50 percent). For nonextractive measurement 
systems, this test may be performed using 
procedures specified by the manufacturer 
and two or more calibration gases whose 
concentrations are certified by the manu¬ 
facturer and differ by a factor of two or 
more. Convert the measurement system out¬ 
put readings to ppm and record the results 
on the example sheet shown in Figure D-2. 

6.2 Field Test for Accuracy (Relative), 
Zero Drift and Calibration Drift. Install and 

operate the measurement system In accord¬ 
ance with the manufacturer’s written In¬ 

structions and drawings as follows: 
5.2.1 Conditioning Period. Offset the zero 

setting at least 10 percent of span so that 

negative zero drift maj be quantified. Oper¬ 
ate the system for an LUtlal 168-hour con¬ 

ditioning period. During this period the sys¬ 

tem should measure the SO* content of the 
effluent in a normal operational manner. 

5.2.2 Operational Test Period. Operate the 
system for an additional 168-hour period. 
The system shall be monlto-lng the source 
effluent at all times when not being zeroed, 
calibrated or backpurged. 

5.2.2.1 Field Test for Accuracy (Relative). 
The analyzer output for the following test 
shall be maintained between 20 percent and 
90 percent of span. It is recommended that 
a calibrated gas mixture be used to verify 
the span setting utilized. During this 168- 
hour test period, make a minimum of nine 
(9) SO, concentration measurements using 
the Reference Method with a sampling pe¬ 
riod of one hour. If a measurement system 
operates across the stack or a portion of It, 
the Reference Method te3t shall make a 
four-point traverse over the measurement 
system operating path. Isokinetic sampling 
and analysis for SO, and H,S04 mist are not 
required. For measurement systems employ¬ 
ing extractive sampling, place the measure¬ 
ment system and the Reference Method 
probe tips adjacent to each other in the duct. 
One test will consist of two simultaneous 
samples with not less than two analyses on 
each sample. Record the test data and 
measurement system concentrations on the 
example sheet 6hown in Figure D-3. 

5.2.2.2 Field Test for Zero Drift and Cali¬ 
bration Drift. Determine the values given by 
zero and span gas SO. concentrations at 2- 

hour Intervals until 15 sets of data are ob¬ 
tained. Alternatively, for nonextractive 

measurement systems, determine the values 

given by an electrically or mechanically pro¬ 
duced zero condition, and by inserting a 

certified calibration gas concentration 

equivalent to not less than 20 percent of 
span, into the measurement system. Record 
these readings on the example 6heet shown 
In Figure D-4. These 2-hour periods need 
not be consecutive but may not overlap. If 
the analyzer span Is set at the expected maxi¬ 
mum concentration for the tests performed 
under 5.2.2, then the zero and span deter¬ 
minations to be made under this paragraph 
may be made concurrent with the tests 
under 5.2.2.1. Zero and calibration correc¬ 
tions and adjustments are allowed only at 
24-hour intervals (except as required under 
5.2.2) or at such shorter Intervals as the 
manufacturer’s written Instructions specify. 
Automatic corrections made by the measure¬ 
ment system without operator intervention 
or Initiation are allowable at any time. Dur¬ 
ing the entire 168-hour test period, record 
the values given by zero and span gas SO, 
concentrations before and after adjustment 
at 24-hour intervals In the example sheet 
shown in Figure D-5. 

5.3 Field Test for Response Time. 
5.3.1 This test shall be accomplished 

using the entire measurement system as in¬ 
stalled Including sample transport lines If 
used. Flow rates, line diameters, pumping 
rates, pressures (do not allow the pressurized 
calibration gas to change the normal op¬ 
erating pressure In the sample line), etc., 
shall be at the nominal values for normal 
operation as specified in the manufacturer’s 
written Instructions. In the case of cyclic 
analyzers, the response time test shall In¬ 
clude one cycle. 

5.3.2 Introduce a zero concentration of 
SO, Into the measurement system sampling 
Interface or as close to the sampling inter¬ 
face as possible. When the system output 
reading has stabilized, switch quickly to a 
known concentration of SO, at 70 to 90 per¬ 
cent of span. Record the time from concen¬ 
tration switching to final stable response. 
After the system response has stabilized at 
the upper level, switch quickly to a zero 
concentration of SO,. Record the time from 
concentration switching to final stable re¬ 
sponse. Alternatively, for nonextractlve 
monitors, a calibration gas concentration 
equivalent to 20 percent of span or more may 
be switched Into and out of the sample path 
and response times recorded. Perform this 
test sequence three (3) times. For each test 
record the results on the example sheet 
shown in Figure D-6. 

6. Calculations, Data Analysis and Re¬ 
porting. 

6.1 Procedure for determination of mean 
values and confidence intervals. 

6.1.1 The mean value of a data set Is cal¬ 
culated according to equation D-l. 

n 

J*=l 

n Equation D-l 

where: 
xi—individual values. 
2=sum of the Individual values. 

5= mean value. 
n=number of data points. 

6.1.2 The 95 percent confidence Interval 
(two-sided) is calculated according to equa¬ 
tion D-2. 

C.I.«= -7=Vn(Lx<*)-(Ex<)i 
nV»—1 

Equation D-2 

where: 
2x4=sum of all data points. 

*.975 = ‘l-«/2, and 
C.I.k=95 percent confidence Interval esti¬ 

mated of the average mean value. 
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Typical volute for h-«n 

n 1.876 « <•975 • (.875 

2 12.706 7 2.447 12 2.201 
a 4.803 8 2.365 13 2.179 
4 3.182 9 2.306 14 2.160 
6 2.776 10 2.262 15 2.145 
0 2.671 11 2.228 16 2.131 
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Fioum* D-2.—Calibration error determination 

Calibration gaa mixture data (from fig. D-l): Mid (50 percent) average-p/m, high (00 percent) average-p/m 

Run No. Calibration gaa concentration > Measurement system reading, 
p/m 

Differences, p/m * 

Percent of foil scale reading 

50% mid 90% high 

Mean difference. 
Confidence Interval.. 

Calibration error= 
_Mean difference»-1- C.T. 

Average calibration gas concentration 

* Mid or high. 
* Calibration gas concentration—measurement system reading. 
»Absolute value. 

Fiqueb D-3—Accwract 

Date and time Test No. Reference method samples Analyser 1-hour average1 
(P/m) 

Difference * (p/m) 

Mean difference =■_p/m. 
95 percent confidence interval=+_p/m. 
Mean Reference method value =■.p/m. 

Accuracy Meft° difference (absolute value)-f-06 percent confidence Interval „ 

y Mean reference method value ' 

* Explain method used to determine a' 
1 Difference=the 1-h average minus th ferenoe method average. 
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Figure D-4.—Zero and calibration drift (I k) 

5523 

Time Date 
Date --:- set 

Begin End No. 

Zero Zero drift 
reading (AZero) 

Span 
reading CAspan) 

Calibration 
drift (Aspsn- 

Atero) 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
It 

10 
u 
12 
13 
14 
15 

Zero drifts [mean zero drift1-1- Cl (zero)-♦emission standard)X100=- 

Calibration drift=[mean span drift1-Cl + Cl (span)--i-emlssion standard]X100=- 

i Absolute value. 

Figure D-5.—Zero and calibration drift U4 hr) 

Date and time Zero reading Zero drift (Azero) Span reading (after Calibration drift 
zero adjustment) (Aspan) 

Zero drift=[mean zero drift1-Cl (zero)-remission standard]X100=-. 
Calibration drift=[mean span drift1--+ Cl (span)--remission standard]X100*=-. 

1 Absolute value. 

Date of Test_ 
Span Gas Concentration_ppm. 
Analyzer Span Setting_ppm. 
Upscale: 

1 _seconds. 
2 __seconds. 
3 _seconds. 

Average upscale response__ sec¬ 
onds. 

Downscale: 
1 _seconds. 
2 _seconds. 
3 _seconds. 

Average downscale response_sec¬ 
onds. 

System response time=slower time _ 
_seconds. 

Percent deviation from slowest time 
=average upscale—average downscale x 100% 

slower time 

Figure D-6.—Response Time 

Appendix E—Performance Specifications and 
Specification Test Procedures for Moni¬ 
toring Systems for Effluent Stream Gas 
Volumetric Flow Rate 

1. Principle and applicability. 
1.1 Principle. Effluent stream gas volumet¬ 

ric flow rates are sampled and analyzed by a 
continuous measurement system. To verify 
the measurement system performance, values 
obtained from the measurement system are 
compared against simultaneous values ob¬ 
tained using the reference method. These 
comparison tests will be performed to deter¬ 
mine the relative accuracy, and drift of the 
measurement system over the range of op¬ 
erating conditions expected to occur during 
normal operation of the source. If the meas¬ 
urement system is such that the specified 
tests In section 5.1 for drift do not apply, 
those test procedures shall be disregarded. 

1.2 Applicability. This method is applica¬ 
ble to subparts which require continuous gas 

volumetric flow rate measurement. Specifica¬ 
tions are given in terms of performance. Test 
procedures are given for determining com¬ 
pliance with performance specifications. 

2. Apparatus. 
2.1 Continuous measurement system for 

determining stack gas volumetric flow rate. 
2.2 Equipment for measurement of stack 

gas volumetric flow rate as specified in the 
reference method. 

3. Definitions. 
3.1 Measurement system. The total equip¬ 

ment required for the determination of the 
gas volumetric flow rate in a duct or stack. 
The system consists of three major sub¬ 
systems: 

3.1.1 Sampling Interface. That portion of 
the measurement system that performs one 
or more of the following operations: Delinea¬ 
tion, acquisition, transportation, and condi¬ 
tioning of a signal from the stack gas and 
protection of the analyzer from any hostile 
aspects of the source environment. 

3.1.2 Analyzer. That portion of the meas¬ 
urement system which senses the stack gas 
flow rate or velocity pressure and generates 
a signal output that is a function of the flow 
rate or velocity of the gases. 

3.1.3 Data presentation. That portion of 
the measurement system that provides a dis¬ 
play of the output signal in terms of volu¬ 
metric flow rate units, or other units which 
are convertible to volumetric flow rate units. 

3.2 Span. The value of gas volumetric 
flow rate at which the measurement system 
is set to produce the maximum data display 
output. For the purposes of this method, the 
span shall be set at 1.5 times the maximum 
volumetric flow rate expected under varying 
operating conditions of the source. 

3.3 Zero drift. The change in measure¬ 
ment system output over a stated period of 
time of normal continuous operation when 
gas volumetric flow rate at the time of the 
measurements is zero. 
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3.4 Calibration drift. The change in meas¬ 

urement system output over a stated time 

period of normal continuous operation when 

the gas volumetric flow rate at the time of 

the measurement Is 67 percent of the span 

value. 
3.5 Operation period. A minimum period 

of time over which a measurement system Is 
expected to operate within certain perform¬ 

ance specifications without unscheduled 

maintenance, repair, or adjustment. 

3.6 Orientation sensitivity. The angular 
tolerance to which the sensor can be mis¬ 
aligned from Its correct orientation to meas¬ 
ure the flow rate vector before a specified 
error occurs In the indicated flow rate com¬ 
pared to the reference flow rate. 

3.7 Reference method. Method 2 as de¬ 
lineated In 40 CFR Part 60. 

4. Measurement system performance speci¬ 
fications. A measurement system must meet 
the performance specifications In Table El-1 
to be considered acceptable under this 
method. 

Values for t.975 

a 1.975 n 1.975 n 1.975 

2 12.706 7 2.447 12 2.201 
3 4.303 8 2.365 13 2.179 
4 3.182 9 2.306 14 2. 160 
5 2.776 10 2.262 15 2. 145 
6 2.571 11 2.228 16 2.131 

The values In this table are already cor- 

rected for n- 1 degrees of freedom. Use n 

equal to the number of samples as data 

points. 
Table E-l 

Parameter: Specifications 
Accuracy (relative)_ —10 percent of mean reference value (para¬ 

graph 6.3.1). 
Zero drift (24 hours)- ^3 percent of span (paragraph 6.3.2). 
Calibration drift (24 hours)_ ^3 percent of span (paragraph 6.3.3). 
Operational period- 168 hours minimum. 

5. Test procedures. 
6.1 Field test for accuracy, zero drift, cali¬ 

bration drift, and operation period. 
6.1.1 System conditioning. Set up and op¬ 

erate the measurement system In accordance 
with the manufacturer’s written Instructions 
and drawings. Offset the zero point of the 
chart recorder so that negative values up to 
6 percent of the span value may be regis¬ 
tered. Operate the system for an Initial 168- 
hour conditioning period. During this initial 
period, the system should measure the gas 
stream volumetric flow rate In a normal op¬ 
erational manner. After completion of this 
conditioning period, the formal 168-hour 
performance and operational test period shall 
begin. 

6.1.2 Field test for accuracy and opera¬ 
tional period. During the 168-hour test pe¬ 
riod, the system should be continuously 
measuring gas volumetric flow rate at all 
times. During this period make a series of 
14 volumetric flow rate determinations 
simultaneously using the reference method 
and the measurement system. The 14 deter¬ 
minations can be made at any time Interval 
at least one hour apart during the 168-hour 
period except that at least one determination 
on five different days must be made with 
one determination on the last day of such 
period. The determinations shall be con¬ 
ducted over the range of volumetric flow 
rates expected to occur during normal opera¬ 
tion of the source. The measurement system 
volumetric flow rate reading corresponding 
to the period of time during which each 
reference method run was made may be ob¬ 
tained by continuous Integration of the 
measurement system signal over the test In¬ 
terval. Integration may be by use of 
mechanical Integration of electrical units on 
the chart recorder or use of a planlmeter 
on the strip chart recorder. The location and 
orientation of the reference method meas¬ 
urement device and the measurement sys¬ 
tem should be as close as practical without 
interference, but no closer than 1.3 cm (0.5 
Inch) to each other and shall be such that 
dilution air or other interferences cannot be 
interjected Into the stack or duct, between 
the pitot tube and the measurement system. 
Be careful not to locate the reference method 
pitot tube directly up or down stream of 
the measurement system sensor. 

6.1.3 Field test for calibration drift and 
zero drift. At 24-hour Intervals, but more 
frequently If recommended by the manufac¬ 

turer, subject the measurement system to 

the manufacturer's specified zero and cal¬ 

ibration procedures. If appropriate. Record 

the measurement system output readings 

before and after adjustment. Automatte 

corrections made by the system without op¬ 

erator Intervention are allowable at anytime. 

6.1.4 Field test for orientation sensitivity. 

If a velocity measurement system Is either 

a single point measurement device or a pres¬ 
sure sensor or any other device such as pitot 
tube which uses the flow direction of the 
test gas, then the following test shall be 
followed and a performance specification of 
± 10 degrees device orientation sensitivity 
for ±4 percent flow rate determination ac¬ 
curacy must be met In order for the meas¬ 
urement system to be considered acceptable 
under this method. This Is In addition to the 
performance specifications given In para¬ 
graph 4 of this appendix. During a period 
of relatively steady state gas flow, perform 
the following orientation test using the 
measurement system. The system should be 
continuously measuring gas velocity at all 
times. Rotate the measurement 10* on each 
side of the direction of flow in Increments 
of 6*. Perform this test three times each 
at: (1) Maximum operating velocity (±15 
percent); (2) 67 percent ±7.5 percent of the 
maximum operating velocity; and (3) 33 
percent ±7.5 percent of the maximum oper¬ 
ating velocity If (2) and (3) are normal op¬ 
erating practices. 

6. Calculations data analysis and report¬ 
ing. 

6.1 Procedure for determination of stack 
gas volumetric flow rate. Calculate the ref¬ 
erence stack gas velocity and corresponding 
stack gas volumetric flow rate with the 
calibrated type S pitot tube measurements 
by the reference method. Calculate the meas¬ 
urement systm stack gas volumetric flow 
rate as specified by the manufacturer’s writ¬ 
ten Instructions. Record the volumetric flow 
rates for each In the appropriate tables. 

6.2 Procedure for determination of mean 
values and 95 percent confidence intervals. 

6.2.1 Mean value. The mean value of a 
data set Is calculated according to equation 
E-l. 

Equation E-l 

n 1=1 

where: 
x,—Individual values. 
2=sura of the Individual values. 

x=mean value. 
n=data points. 

6.2.2. 95 percent confidence level. The B5 
percent confidence level (two sided) Is cal¬ 
culated according to Equation E-2. 

Equation E-2 

C.I.W-Vn(Lx.2)-(£x.')* 

where: 
2x(=sum of all data points. 

(2x,) =sum of squares of all data points. 
C.I.SS=95 percent confidence Interval esti¬ 

mate of the average mean value. 

6.3 Data analysis and reporting. 
6.3.1 Accuracy (relative). First, calculate 

the mean reference value (equation E-l) of 
the 14 average volumetric flow rates calcu¬ 
lated by the reference method. Second, from 
the 14 pairs of average volumetric flow rates 
calculated by the reference method and 
measurement system volumetric flow rate 
readings, calculate the mean value (equation 
E-l) of the differences of the 14 paired read¬ 
ings. Calculate the 95 percent confidence in¬ 
terval (equation E-2) using the differences 
of fourteen paired readings. To calculate the 
values in the second part of this section sub¬ 
stitute d< for xi and d for x In equations 
E-l and E-2 where di equals the difference 
of each paired reading and d equals the 
mean value of the fourteen paired differ¬ 
ences. Third, report the sum of the absolute 
mean value of the differences of the fourteen 
paired readings and the 95 percent con¬ 
fidence Interval of the differences of value 
calculated in the first part of the section. 
Divide this total by the mean reference 
value and report the result as a percentage. 
This percentage is the relative accuracy. 

6.3.2 Zero drift (24 hour). From the zero 
values measured each 24 hours during the 
field test, calculate the differences between 
successive readings expressed in volumetric 
flow rate units. Calculate the mean value of 
these differences and the confidence interval 
of these differences using equations E-l and 
E-2. Report the sum of the absolute value of 
the mean difference and the confidence In¬ 
terval as a percentage of the measurement 
system span. This percentage Is the zero 
drift. 

6.3.3 Calibration drift (24 hour). From 
the calibration values measured every 24 
hours during the field test calculate the dif¬ 
ferences between: (1) The calibration read¬ 
ing after zero and calibration adjustment, 
and (2) the calibration reading 24 hours 
later after zero adjustment but before cali¬ 
bration adjustment. Calculate the mean 
value of these differences and the confidence 
Interval using equations E-l and E-2. Report 
the sum of the absolute value of the mean 
difference and confidence Interval as a per¬ 
centage of the measurement system span. 
This percentage is the calibration drift. 

6.3.4 Operation period. Other than that 
clearly specified as required In the operation 
and maintenance manual, the measurement 
system shall not require any corrective main¬ 
tenance, repair, replacement or adjustment 
during the 168-hour performance and oper¬ 
ational test period. If the measurement sys¬ 
tem operates within the specified perform¬ 
ance parameters and does not require cor¬ 
rective maintenance, repair, replacement or 
adjustment other than as specified above 
during the 168-hour test period, the opera¬ 
tional period will be successfully concluded. 
Failure of the measurement to meet this 
requirement shall call for a repetition of the 
168-hour test period. Portions of the test, 
except for the 168-hour field test period, 
which were satisfactorily completed need not 
be repeated. Failure to meet any perform¬ 
ance specifications shall call for a repetition 
of the one-week performance test period and 
that portion of the testing which is related 
to the failed specification. All maintenance 

and adjustments required shall be recorded. 
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Output readings shall be recorded before 
and after all adjustments. 

0.3.5 Orientation sensitivity. In the event 
the conditions of paragraph 6.1.4 of this ap¬ 
pendix are required, the following calcula¬ 
tions shall be performed. Calculate the ratio 
of each measurement system reading divided 
by the reference pitot tube readings. Graph 
the ratio vs. angle of deflection on each side 
of center. Report the points at which the 
ratio differs by more than ±4 percent from 
unity (1.00). 

§ 52.1479 [Amended] 

7. In § 52.1479, paragraph (b) is re- 
vnkpd 

(b) [Revoked.] 
[PR Doc.75-2961 Piled 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[FRL 318-8] 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Maryland; Revocation of Regulation for 
Control of Photochemically Reactive Or¬ 
ganic Solvents 

On December 6, 1973 (38 FR 33702, 
33716), and December 12, 1973 (38 FR 
34240), the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency promul¬ 
gated transportation control plans for 
the Maryland portion of the National 
Capital Interstate Air Quality Control 
Region and the Metropolitan Baltimore 
Intrastate Air Quality Control Region. 
These plans, which to the maximum 
extent reflected the preferences of the 
State of Maryland, included meas¬ 
ures such as improved mass transit, 
emission inspection programs, and addi¬ 
tional stationary source controls. One of 
tiie measures included in the Metropoli¬ 
tan Baltimore AQCR transportation 
plan, 40 CFR 51.1112 (Control of 
Organic Solvents), totally reflected the 
preferences of the State of Maryland. 

On April 24, 1974, the State of Mary¬ 
land proposed further amendments to 
their state implementation plan. These 
amendments included, but were not 
limited to, regulations for control of 
organic solvents (10.03.38.04J(l)i, 
10.03.38.06G; 10.03.39.04J(l)i, 10.03.39.- 
06G. 

On April 26, 1974, the State provided 
certification that, after having given ade¬ 
quate notice to the public, hearings on 
these amendments had taken place on 
August 10, 1973, and November 30, 1973, 
in Baltimore, Maryland, on August 9, 
1973, in Greenbelt, and on November 30, 
1973, in Bethesda. 

On August 29, 1974 (39 FR 31533), the 
Administrator announced receipt of 
these amendments and announced a 30 
day period for public comment. A correc¬ 
tion notice that appeared in the Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1974, Federal Register extended 
the comment period for an additional 
30 days (39 FR 35386). 

On October 4,1974, the State of Mary¬ 
land was informed that regulations 
10.03.38.060(2) and 10.03.39.06G(2), 
which prevent existing sources in the 
Metropolitan Baltimore and Maryland 
portion of the National Capital AQCR 

currently emitting photochemically re¬ 
active solvents at the rate of greater than 
550 pounds per day from increasing their 
emissions, would be unacceptable for the 
Administrator’s approval. The specific 
objections were as follows; 

1. Justification for the 550 pounds per 
day cutoff between regulated and un¬ 
regulated sources was lacking. 

2. The definition of "average daily 
emissions,” and the base period on which 
the average was determined was too 
vague. 

3. The time period over which the 
emissions would be measured to deter¬ 
mine whether they are in violation or 
not was unclear. 

On November 29, 1974, the State of 
Maryland requested that regulations 
10.03.38.06G(2) and 10.03.39.06G(2) 
be withdrawn from consideration as a 
proposed amendment to the state imple¬ 
mentation plan. The State agreed that 
the wording and intent of this regulation 
may be interpreted as vague and unclear. 
The State has also indicated that new 
amendments will be proposed shortly to 
replace the amendments being with¬ 
drawn. 

The Administrator agrees with these 
findings and hereby rescinds 40 CFR 
52.1112, the regulation which corre¬ 
sponds to State regulation 10.03.38.06G, 
as its wording and intent is similarly 
vague and unclear. 
(42 U.S.C. 1857 c-5) 

Dated: January 31, 1975. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

Subpart V—Maryland 

1. Section 52.1070 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c) as follows: 

§ 52.1070 Identification of plane. 

* * * * * 

(c) Supplemental information was 
submitted on: 

(1) February 25, March 3, March 7, 
April 4, April 28, and May 8, 1972, by 
the Maryland Bureau of Air Quality 
Control, and 

(2) July 27, 1972, by the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources, and 

(3) April 10, May 5, June 15, June 22, 
June 28, July 9, July 31, 1973; and 
April 24 and November 29, 1974. 

§ 52.1112 [Revoked] 

2. Section 52.1112 is revoked. 
[FR Doc.75-3448 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND 
STANDARDS 

[FRL 331-1] 

PART 415—INORGANIC CHEMICALS MAN¬ 
UFACTURING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY 

On August 8, 1974, the Environmental 
Protection Agency published a notice of 
proposed rulemaking (39 FR 28536) an¬ 
nouncing its intention to amend Subpart 
U (Sulfuric Acid Production Subcate¬ 
gory) and Subpart V (Titanium Dioxide 
Production Subcategory) of 40 CFR Part 

415 which was promulgated on March 12, 
1974 (39 FR 9612). The amendments 
were proposed in order to define more 
precisely the applicability of the respec¬ 
tive subparts. 

In the case of the Sulfuric Acid Pro¬ 
duction Subcategory, the purpose of the 
proposed amendment to § 415.210 was to 
clarify the Agency’s intent that the pro¬ 
visions of Subpart U apply to discharges 
of pollutants from point sources manu¬ 
facturing sulfuric acid by the sulfur 
burning process and that they do not 
apply to discharges resulting from the 
manufacture of sulfuric acid by the sul¬ 
fide burning process or to plants recover¬ 
ing sulfuric acid from wastes of other 
manufacturing processes. 

In the case of the Titanium Dioxide 
Production Subcategory, the purpose of 
the proposed amendment to § 415.220 was 
to confine the applicability of Subpart V 
to discharges resulting from the manu¬ 
facture of titanium dioxide by means of 
the chloride or sulfate processes and to 
exclude discharges resulting from the 
production of titanium dioxide by a proc¬ 
ess in which beneficiation of raw ilmenite 
ore and chlorination are inseparably 
combined. 

Interested persons were afforded 30 
days in which to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections to the proposed 
amendments. No written objections have 
been received. Accordingly, the proposed 
amendments are adopted without change. 
Pursuant to Section 301, 304(b) and 501 
(a) of the Federal Water Pollution Con¬ 
trol Act, 86 Stat. 816, Pub. L. 92-500 
(33 U.S.C. 1215, 1311, 1314(b), 1361(a)), 
40 CFR, Chapter I, Subchapter N is 
hereby amended as set forth below. The 
revisions shall become effective March 10, 
1975. 

Dated: January 31, 1975. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

Section 415.210 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 415.210 Applicability; description of 
the sulfuric acid production subrate- 
gory. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
production of sulfuric acid by the sulfur 
burning contact process in both single 
and double adsorption plants. The provi¬ 
sions of this subpart are not applicable 
to discharges from plants burning sul¬ 
fides, or recovering sulfuric acid from 
waste streams of other processes such as 
oil refining or metallurgical operation. 

Section 415.220 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§415.220 Applicability; description of 
the titanium dioxide production sub- 
category. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
production of titanium dioxide by the 
sulfate process and by the chloride proc¬ 
ess. The provisions of this subpajt are 
not applicable to the wastes resulting 
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from discharges from produtcion by proc¬ 
esses In which beneficiation of raw ilmen- 
ite ore and chlorination are inseparably 
combined in the same process step. 

(FH Doc.75-3450 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[FRL 326-6] 

SUBCHAPTER C AIR PROGRAMS 

PART 85—CONTROL OF AIR POLLUTION 
FROM NEW MOTOR VEHICLES AND 
NEW MOTOR VEHICLE ENGINES 

Technical Amendments, Corrections 

On June 20, 1973 (38 FR 16062), the 
Environmental Protection Agency pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register a series 
of amendments to the motor vehicle air 
pollution control regulations. On June 
28, 1973 (38 FR 17133), the regulations 
were reprinted in their, entirety. The 
June 28 publication inadvertently ne¬ 
gated the amendments published on June 
20. In addition, similar errors of omis¬ 
sion have been discovered in the regula¬ 
tions applicable to light duty diesel-pow¬ 
ered vehicles and light duty trucks, as 
well as in other sections of the regu¬ 
lations. 

These technical amendments are is¬ 
sued to become effective immediately 
February 6, 1975, as without exception 
they reflect existing operating proce¬ 
dures in effect since the beginning of the 
1975 model year certification program. 

Part 85 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations as applica¬ 
ble beginning with the 1975 model year 
is amended as follows, effective Febru¬ 
ary 6, 1975. 

The provisions of this Part 85 are is¬ 
sued under sections 202, 206, and 301(a) 
of the Clean Air Act, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 1857f-l, 1857f-5, and 1857g(a)). 

Dated: January 31,1975. 
John Quarles, 

Acting Administrator. 

1. In § 85.075-2, paragraph (a) is re¬ 
vised. As revised, the section reads as 
follows: 
§ 85.075—2 Application for certification. 

(a) An application for a certificate of 
conformity shall be made for each set 
of standards applicable to new motor ve¬ 
hicles. Such application shall be made 
to the Administrator by the manufac¬ 
turer and shall be updated and corrected 
by amendment. 

• • ' • • • 
2. In 5 85.075-5, paragraph (a) is 

amended as follows: 
§ 85.075—5 Test vehicles. 

(a) (1) The vehicles covered by the ap¬ 
plication for certification will be divided 
into groupings of vehicles whose engines 
are expected to have similar emission 
characteristics throughout their useful 
life. Each group of engines with similar 
emission characteristics shall be defined 
as a separate engine family. 

(2) To be classed in the same engine 
family, engines must be identical in all 
of the following respects: 

• • • • • 

(viii) Catalytic converter characteris¬ 
tics. 

(ix) Thermal reactor characteristics. 
• • • » • 

3. In § 85.075-28, paragraph (a) Is 
amended as follows: 

§ 85.075-28 Compliance with emission 
standards. 

(a) The applicable exhaust and fuel 
evaporative emission standards in 
5 85.075-1 apply to the emissions of 
vehicles for their useful life. 

• • * • • 

4. In S 85.075-30, paragraph (a) (3) is 
added and paragraph (b) (2) is revised 
as follows: 

§ 85.075—30 Certification. 

(a) • • • 
(3) One such certificate will be issued 

for each engine family and will certify 
compliance with no more than one set 
of applicable standards. 

(b) * • • 
(2) The Administrator will proceed as 

in paragraph (a) of this section with 
respect to the vehicles belonging to an 
engine family all of which comply with 
one set of applicable standards. 

• • • • • 

5. In § 85.075-35, paragraph (a) (4) (v) 
is revised as follows: 

§ 85.075-35 Labeling. 
(a) • • * 
(4) • * • 
(v) The statement: “This Vehicle Con¬ 

forms to U.S.E.P.A. Regulations Appli¬ 
cable to 1975 Model Year New Motor 
Vehicles” or “This Vehicle Conforms to 
U.S.E.P.A. Regulations Applicable to 
1975 Model Year New Motor Vehicles, 
with the exception of the carbon mon¬ 
oxide standard for California,” which¬ 
ever is applicable. 

• • * * » 

6. In § 85.175-2, paragraph (a) is re¬ 
vised as follows: 

§ 85.175—2 Application for certification. 

(a) An application for a certificate of 
conformity shall be made for each set 
of standards applicable to new motor 
vehicles. Such application shall be made 
to the Administrator by the manufac¬ 
turer and shall be updated and corrected 
by amendment. 

• • * * • 
7. In § 85.175-28, paragraph (a) is re¬ 

vised as follows: 

§ 85.175—28 Compliance with emission 
standards. 

(a) The applicable exhaust and fuel 
evaporative emission standards in 
§ 85.175-1 apply to the emissions of 
vehicles for their useful life. 

• • * * * 

8. In § 85.175-30, paragraph (a) (3) is 
added and paragraph (b) (2) is revised 
as follows: 

§ 85.175-30 Certification. 

(a) • • • 
(3) One such certificate will be issued 

for each engine family and will certify 
compliance with no more than one set 
of applicable standards. 

(b) • • • 
(2) The Administrator will proceed as 

in paragraph (a) of this section with 
respect to the vehicles belonging to an 
engine family all of which comply with 
one set of applicable standards. 

• • • • • 

9. In § 85.175-35, paragraph (a) (4) 
(v) is revised as follows: 

§ 85.175-35 Labeling. 
(a) • * • 
(4) • • * 
(v) The statement: “This Vehicle 

Conforms to U.S.E.PA.. Regulations Ap¬ 
plicable to 1975 Model Year New Motor 
Vehicles” or “This Vehicle Conforms to 
U.S.E.P.A. Regulations Applicable to 1975 
Model Year New Motor Vehicles, with 
the exception of the carbon monoxide 
standard for California,” whichever is 
applicable. 

• • * • • 
10. In S 85.275-5, paragraph (a) is 

amended as follows: 

§ 85.275—5 Test vehicles. 

(a) (1) The vehicles covered by the ap¬ 
plication for certification will be divided 
into groupings of vehicles whose engines 
are expected to have similar emission 
characteristics throughout their useful 
life. Each group of engines with similar 
emission characteristics shall be defined 
as a separate engine family. 

(2) To be classed in the same engine 
family, engines must be identical in all 
the following respects: 

# • • • • 

(viii) Catalytic convertor character¬ 
istics. 

(ix) Thermal reactor characteristics. 
• * • • • 

11. In S 85.077-30, paragraphs (a) (3), 
(4) and (5) are numbered incorrectly. 
In addition, paragraph (a) (3) was lnad- 
vertenly deleted. As corrected, para¬ 
graph (a) reads as follows: 

§ 85.077—30 Certification. 
(a) • • • 
(3) One such certificate will be Issued 

for each engine family and will certify 
compliance with no more than one set 
of applicable standards. 

(4) A violation of section 203(a) (1) of 
the Clean Air Act occurs when any man¬ 
ufacturer sells, offers for sale, or delivers 
for introduction into commerce at high 
altitude locations any motor vehicle sub¬ 
ject to the regulations under the Act 
which is not covered by a certificate of 
conformity issued under this subpart, 
unless such manufacturer has substan¬ 
tial reason to believe that such motor 
vehicle will not be sold to an ultimate 
purchaser for use at a high altitude 
location. 
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(5) For the purpose of paragraph 
(a)(4) "high altitude location” means 
the intended location of registration, li¬ 
censing, or titling of such motor vehicle 
by the ultimate purchaser, such location 
identified by name and altitude. 

(6) For the purpose of paragraph 
(a) (4) determination of "high altitude 
location” shall rest with the U.S. Geologi¬ 
cal Survey, as published in that Agency’s 
1:250.000 scale series of topographic 
maps for the United States. 

• * • * * 
12. In 9 85.077-38, paragraphs (a) (3) 

and (4) are numbered incorrectly. In 
addition, paragraph (a)(3) was inad¬ 
vertently deleted. As corrected, para¬ 
graph (a) reads as follows: 

§ 85.077—38 Maintenance instructions. 

(a) • • • 
(3) Such instructions shall specify the 

performance of all scheduled mainte¬ 
nance performed by the manufacturer 
under § 85.077-6(a) and shall explain 
the conditions under which EGR system 
and catalytic converter maintenance is 
to be performed (e.g., what type of warn¬ 
ing device is being employed and whether 
the device is activated by component 
failure or the need for periodic mainte¬ 
nance) . 

(4) Such instructions shall Indicate, 
for vehicles to be sold to ultimate pur¬ 
chasers at low altitude, what adjust¬ 
ments or modifications, if any, are 
necessary to allow the vehicle to meet 
emissions standards at high altitude. 
The maintenance instructions shall, if 
applicable, include a statement that the 
vehicle’s emission control system was 
not designed for conversion to allow the 
vehicle to meet emissions standards 
when operated at high altitude. 

(5) Such instructions shall indicate, 
for vehicles to be sold to ultimate pur¬ 
chasers at high altitude, what adjust¬ 
ments or modifications, if any, are 
necessary to allow the vehicle to meet 
emissions standards at low altitude. The 
maintenance instructions shall, if ap¬ 
plicable, Include a statement that the 
vehicle’s emission control system was 
not designed for conversion to allow the 
vehicle to meet emissions standards when 
operated at low altitude. 

* • • • • 
13. In § 85.177-30. paragraphs (a) (3), 

(4) and (5) are numbered- incorrectly. 
In addition, paragraph (a) (3) was in¬ 
advertently omitted. As corrected, para¬ 
graph (a) reads as follows: 

§ 85.177—30 Certification. 

(a) • • • 
(3) One such certificate will be Issued 

for each engine family and will certify 
compliance with no more than one set 
of applicable standards. 

(4) A violation of section 203(a)(1) 
of the Clean Air Act occurs when any 
manufacturer sells, offers for sale, or 
delivers for introduction into commerce 
at high altitude locations any motor 
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vehicle subject to the regulations under 
the Act which is not covered by a cer¬ 
tificate of conformity issued under this 
subpart, unless such manufacturer has 
substantial reason to believe that such 
motor vehicle will not be sold to an ulti¬ 
mate purchaser for use at a high altitude 
location. 

(5) For the purpose of paragraph (a) 
(4) “high altitude location” means the 
intended location of registration, licens¬ 
ing, or titling of such motor vehicle by 
the ultimate purchaser, such location 
identified by name and altitude. 

(6) For the purpose of paragraph (a) 
(4) determination of “high altitude lo¬ 
cation” shall rest with the U.S. Geo¬ 
logical Survey, as published in that 
Agency’s 1:250,000 scale series of topo¬ 
graphic maps for the United States. 

* 0 * • • 

14. In § 85.277-38, paragraphs (a) (3), 
(a) (4) and (b) are numbered incor¬ 
rectly. In addition, paragraph (a) (3) was 
inadvertently deleted. As corrected, 
§ 85.277-38 reads as follows: 

§ 85.277—38 Maintenance instructions. 

(a) * * * 
(3) Such instructions shall specify the 

performance of all scheduled mainten¬ 
ance performed by the manufacturer 
under 9 85.275-6(a) and shall explain the 
conditions under which EGR system and 
catalytic converter maintenance is to be 
performed (e.g., what type of warning 
device is being employed and whether the 
device is activated by component failure 
or the need for periodic maintenance). 

(4) Such instructions shall indicate, 
for vehicles to be sold to ultimate pur¬ 
chasers at low altitude, what adjustments 
or modifications, if any, are necessary to 
allow the vehicle to meet emissions 
standards at high altitude. The mainte¬ 
nance instructions shall, if applicable, 

-Include a statement that the vehicle’s 
emission control system was not designed 
for conversion to allow the vehicle to 
meet emissions standards when operated 
at high altitude. 

(5) Such instructions shall indicate, 
for vehicles to be sold to ultimate pur¬ 
chasers at high altitude, what adjust¬ 
ments or modifications if any, are neces¬ 
sary to allow the vehicle to meet emis¬ 
sions standards at low altitude. The 
maintenance instructions shall, if appli¬ 
cable, include a statement that the vehi¬ 
cle’s emission control system was not de¬ 
signed for conversion to allow the vehicle 
to meet emission standards when oper¬ 
ated at low altitude. 

(b) The maintenance Instructions re¬ 
quired by this section shall contain a 
general description of the documentation 
which the manufacturer will require from 
the ultimate purchaser or any subse¬ 
quent purchaser as evidence of compli¬ 
ance with the instructions. 

0 0 0 0 0 

[PR Doc.76-3449 Filed 2-5-76;8:46 am] 

5525 

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 114—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 

PART 114—30—FEDERAL CATALOG 
SYSTEM 

Pursuant to the authority of the Sec¬ 
retary of the Interior contained in 5 
U.S.C. 301 and Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390: 
40 U.S.C. 486(0, Chapter 114, Title 41 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended as set forth below. 

This amendment relates only to 
matters of internal Department practice. 
It is, therefore, determined that the pub¬ 
lic rulemaking procedure is unnecessary 
and this amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive February 6,1975. 

Richard R. Hite, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

oi the Interior. 

January 30,1975. 

Part 114-30 is added as follows: 

Subpart 114-30.1—General 

§ 114-30.103-2 Agency responsibilities. 

(a) Each bureau and office of the De¬ 
partment shall: 

(1) Cooperate in the conversion and 
utilization of the Federal Catalog System 
to the extent practicable and feasible 
without formal participation, and de¬ 
pend upon the General Services Admin¬ 
istration to provide required informa¬ 
tion. 

Subpart 114-30.5—Maintenance of the 
Federal Catalog System 

§ 114—30.503 Maintenance actions re¬ 
quired. 

(a) Each bureau and office shall be 
responsible for submitting to the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration any GSA 
Form 1303 needed to request the per¬ 
formance of all cataloging functions and 
the preparation and transmission of 
data to DLSC when required. 
(Sec. 205(e), 83 Stat. 390; (5UJB.C. 301). 

[FR Doc.75-3431 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 ami 

PART 114—39—INTERAGENCY MOTOR 
VEHICLE POOLS 

Subpart 114—39.6—Official Use of Gov¬ 
ernment Motor Vehicles and Related 
Motor Pool Services 
Pursuant to the authority of the Sec¬ 

retary of the Interior contained in 5 
U.S.C. 301 and Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat 390; 
40 (U.S.C. 486(c)), Chapter 114, Title 
41 of the Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended by the addition of Subpart 114- 
39.6 as set forth below. 

This amendment relates only to 
matters of internal Department practice. 
It is, therefore, determined that the pub¬ 
lic rulemaking procedure is unnecessary 
and this amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive February 6,1975. 

Richard R. Hite, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 
January 30,1975. 
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Subpart 114-39.6 is added to read 
follows: 
Bee. 
114-39.601 General requirements. 
114-39.602 Authorized use. 
114-39.602-1 Government vehicles. 

§ 114—39.601 General requirements. 

(a) Leasing of motor vehicles. The 
head of each bureau and office is des¬ 
ignated as responsible for certifying that 
leased vehicles larger than Type I (com¬ 
pact) passenger vehicles are essential to 
the mission of that particular bureau of 
office. 

(1) New requirements for leased ve¬ 
hicles on a nationwide basis shall be sub¬ 
mitted to the Director of Management 
Services (PM) for transmittal to the 
General Services Administration. 

§ 114—39.602 Authorized use. 

§ 114—39.602—1 Government vehicles. 

(a) Subpart 114-38.50, Official Use of 
Motor Vehicles, prescribes Departmental 
policies and procedures governing the 
use of Government vehicles. 

(b) The heads of bureaus and offices 
are responsible for compliance with 
FPMR 101-39.602-1 (b). 
(Sec. 205(c). 63 Stat. 390; (5 U.S.C. 301)) 

[FR Doc.75-3432 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

motor Equipment management 

Miscellaneous Amendments to Chapter 

Pursuant to the authority of the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior contained in 5 U.S.C. 
301 and Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 
UJ3.C. 486(c), Chapter 114, Title 41 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, is amended 
as set forth below. 

This amendment relates only to mat¬ 
ters of internal Department practice. It 
is, therefore, determined that the public 
rulemaking procedure is unnecessary and 
this amendment shall become effective 
February 6,1975. 

Richard R. Hite, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 
January 30, 1975. 

PART 114-38—MOTOR EQUIPMENT 
MANAGEMENT 

Subpart 114-38.1—Reporting Motor 
Vehicle Data 

Section 114-38.102-1 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 114-38.102-1 Reporting period and 
submission. 

Standard Form 82 shall be prepared as 
of June 30 of each year and submitted 
in triplicate to reach the Director of 
Management Services (PM) by Septem¬ 
ber 1 of each year. 

Subpart 114-38.4—Official Legend and 
Agency Identification 

Section 114-38.401 paragraph (a) is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 114—38.402 Agency identification. 

(a) Department of the Interior and 
Bureau or Office identification shall be 
displayed on motor vehicles, trailers, and 
motorcycles in conformance with 41 CFR 
101-38.4 and 101-38.4903. Bureau em¬ 
blems, or unusual legends, may not be 
displayed on Bureau-owned and inter¬ 
agency motor pool vehicles without the 
advance approval of the Administrator 
of General Services. Requests for such 
approval shall be referred to the Direc¬ 
tor of Management Services (PM), and 
should include a sample of the emblem 
or legend proposed to be displayed. 

PART 114-39—INTERAGENCY MOTOR 
VEHICLE POOLS 

Subpart 114-39.4—Establishment, Modi¬ 
fication and Discontinuance of Motor 
Pools 

Section 114-39.404-3 is revised to read 
as follows: 
§114—39.44)4 Discontinuance or curtail¬ 

ment of service. 

§ 114—39.404—3 Problems involving 
service or cost. 

In any instance where problems involv¬ 
ing motor pool service or cost arise, the 
affected bureau or office should bring the 
matter to the attention of the Chief of 
the motor pool prviding the vehicles for 
resolution. In the event a satisfactory 
solution does not result, full particulars 
should be forwarded to the Director of 
Management Services (PM) for consid¬ 
eration and possible referral to the Ad¬ 
ministrator, General Services Adminis¬ 
tration. 

§ 114—39.404—4 Agency requests to 
withdraw participation. 

Should circumstances arise at a given 
interagency motor pool location which 
tend to justify discontinuance or curtail¬ 
ment of participation in such motor pool 
by an Interior activity, the participating 
Bureau or Office should forward com¬ 
plete details concerning these circum¬ 
stances to the Director of Management 
Services (PM) for consideration and 
possible referral to the Administrator, 
General Services Administration. 

PART 114-40—TRANSPORTATION AND 
TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT 

Subpart 114-40.3—Freight Rates, Routes, 
and Services 

Section 114-40.307 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 114—40.307 Tonnage reports. 

In fulfilling the reporting requirements 
of 41 CFR 101-40.307, it is recognized 
that outbound shipments of 100 short 
tons or more will occur infrequently. Ac¬ 
cordingly, a monthly report will be re¬ 
quired only for the months in which such 
a shipment is made. This report, when 
required, shall be submitted in the form 
of Appendix I, in duplicate, to reach 
the Office of Management Services (PM) 

by not later than the 15th of the month 
following the month reported. Negative 
reports are not required. 

PART 114-42—PROPERTY REHABILITA¬ 
TION SERVICES AND FACILITIES 

Subpart 114-42.3—Reclamation of Preci¬ 
ous Metals and Critical Materials 

Section 114-42.302-2 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 114—42.302—2 Reporting to GSA. 

The annual report prescribed in 41 
CFR 101-42.302-2 should be prepared in 
the format illustrated in section 101- 
42.4902 of this title, consolidated for the 
bureau, and submitted to the Director 
of Management Services (PM) by July 25 
of each year. 

§ 114-42.302-4 [Deleted] 

Section 114-42.302-4 is deleted in its 
entirety. 

PART 114-45—SALE, ABANDONMENT, 
OR DESTRUCTION OF PERSONAL PROP¬ 
ERTY 

Subpart 114-45.3—Sale of Personal 
Property 

Section 114-45.316 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 114—45.316 Report on identical bids. 

§ 114—45.316—2 Reporting require¬ 
ments and procedures. 

(a) The reporting requirements speci¬ 
fied in 41 CFR 101-45.316-2 are appli¬ 
cable to all sales of Government-owned 
personal property made on a competi¬ 
tive basis, including program sales made 
pursuant to special statutes authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to sell spe¬ 
cific items of personal property. 

(b) Reports on Identical bids required 
by 41 CFR 101-45.316-2 shall be sub¬ 
mitted by the head of Bureaus and Of¬ 
fices directly to the Attorney General. 
A copy of the transmittal letter and a 
copy of the abstract of bids shall be fur¬ 
nished to the Director of Management 
Services (PM). 

Section 114-45.317 paragraph (b) is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 114—45.317 Noncollusive bids and 
proposals. 
* • • * • 

(b) The authority to make the deter¬ 
minations referred to in 41 CFR 101- 
45.317(b) is vested in the heads of Bu¬ 
reaus and Offices and may not be re¬ 
delegated. 

• * • • • 
Section 114-45.317-50 is revised to read 

as follows: 

§ 114—45.317—50 Compliance review. 

The head of each Bureau and Office 
engaged in programs which involve the 
conduct of sales of Government property 
shall install an appropriate monitoring 
system at the headquarters office level 
to ensure compliance with these report¬ 
ing requirements and procedures. 
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Subpart 114-45.8—Mistakes in Bids 

Subpart 114-45.8 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 114—45.803 Other mistakes disclosed 
before award. 

(a) The Director, Office of Manage¬ 
ment Services, is authorized to make the 
determinations contemplated by 41 CFR 
101-45.803. This authority may not be 
redelegated. 

(b) Each proposed determination 
shall be approved by the Solicitor, an 
Associate Solicitor, or comparable legal 
officer of the Department before it be¬ 
comes effective. 

(c) Where a bidder furnishes evidence 
in support of an alleged mistake in bid, 
the case shall be referred to the Di¬ 
rector of Management Services (PM) for 
determination. The referral shall include 
the documents and data specified in 41 
CFR 101-45.803(d) (3). 

(d) The Office of Management Serv¬ 
ices shall maintain case file records of 
all administrative determinations made 
in accordance with 41 CFR 101-45.803. A 
copy of the determination shall be at¬ 
tached to each copy of any contract 
rescission or reformation resulting there¬ 
from. 

§ 114—45.804 Mistakes disclosed after 
award. 

<a) The Director, Office of Manage¬ 
ment Services, is authorized to make the 
determinations contemplated by 41 CFR 
101-45.804. This authority may not be 
reddlegated. 

(b) Each proposed determination shall 
be approved by the Solicitor, an Associ¬ 
ate Solicitor, or comparable legal officer 
of the Department before it becomes 
effective. 

(c) Where a bidder furnishes evidence 
in support of an alleged mistake in bid, 
the case shall be referred to the Director 
of Management Services (PM) for de¬ 
termination. The referral shall include 
the documents and data specified in 41 
CFR 101-45.804(f) (2). 

(d) The Office of Management Serv¬ 
ices shall maintain case file records of all 
administrative determinations made in 
accordance with 41 CFR 101-45.804. A 
copy of the determination shall be at¬ 
tached to each copy of any contract 
rescission or reformation resulting 
therefrom. 

PART 114-46—UTILIZATION AND DIS¬ 
POSAL OF PERSONAL PROPERTY PUR¬ 
SUANT TO EXCHANGE/SALE AUTHOR¬ 
ITY 

Subpart 114-46.2—Authorization 

Subpart 114-46.2 is revised to read as 
follows: 
§ 114—46.202 Restrictions and limita¬ 

tions. 

(a) Basic responsibility for compliance 
with 41 CFR 101-46 rests with Bureaus 
and Offices. Consistent with Depart¬ 
mental financial management practices, 
Bureaus and Offices should establish 
procedures to provide adequate manage¬ 

ment control and documentation of ex¬ 
change/sale transactions. 

Subpart 114-46.4—Disposal 

Section 114-46.407 is amended so the 
first sentence will read as follows: 

§ 114-46.407 Reports. 
The report required by this subpart 

shall be submitted to the Director of 
Management Services (PM), Office of 
the Assistant Secretary-Management, by 
not later than August 15 of each 
year. • * • 

PART 114-47—UTILIZATION AND 
DISPOSAL OF REAL PROPERTY 

Subpart 114—47.2—Utilization of Excess 
Real Property 

Section 114-47.203-7 is amended so the 
first paragraph will read as follows: 

6114-47.203-7 Transfers. 
(a) One copy of OSA Form 1334, Re¬ 

quest for Transfer of Excess Real Prop¬ 
erty and Related Personal Property, 
shall be furnished the Director of Man¬ 
agement Services (PM), Office of the 
Assistant Secretary-Management, when: 

• • • * • 
Subpart 114-47.3—Surplus Real 

Property Disposal 

Section 114-47.301-5 paragraph (b) Is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 114—47.301—5 Records and reports. 
• • • • • 

(b) Submission and due date. GSA 
Form 1100 shall be submitted in original 
only, to the Director of Management 
Services (PM) by not later than the 
25th of July of each year. Negative re¬ 
ports are required and may be submitted 
in the form of a memorandum in lieu of 
GSA Form 1100. 

Section 114-47.304-8 paragraph (b) is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 114—47.304—8 Report of identical 
bids. 

- • • • « • 

(b) Whenever Identical bids or offers 
are received through closed competitive 
negotiations or through sealed or spot 
bid procedures for the sale of real prop¬ 
erty under the conditions set forth in 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of this 
paragraph, a copy of the invitation and a 
copy of the completed abstract of bids 
with identical bids circled in red shall 
be submitted to the Director of Manage¬ 
ment Services (PM), for transmittal to 
the Attorney General. These documents 
shall be forwarded to reach the Office of 
Management Services within 15 days fid- 
lowing the disposition of all bids received 
in response to the invitation Involved 
whether by awarding of contract(s) or 
other action. * 

• • • • • 
Section 114-47.304-51 paragraph (c); 

(2) (v) is revised to read as follows: 

§ 114-47.304-51 Noncollueive bids and 
proposals. 
• • • • • 

(v) White letterhead tissue copy to be 
marked “Director of Management Serv¬ 
ices (PM).” 

Subpart 114-47.8—Identification of 
Undeeded Federal Real Property 

Section 114-47.802-54 paragraph (d) Is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 114-47.802-54 Annual report to the 
Department. 
• • * » # 

(d) Be prepared, in duplicate* and 
transmitted to reach the Director of 
Management Services (PM) by August 21 
of each year. 

PART 114-52—ESTABLISHMENT OF 
QUARTERS RENTAL RATES 

Subpart 114—52.2—Surveys and 
Appraisals 

Section 114-52.203 paragraph (b) is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 114—52.203 Establishment of basic 
rental rates. 
• • • • • 

(b) FHA appraisers. Rental rate ap¬ 
praisals made by Federal Housing Ad¬ 
ministration appraisers permit the use 
of generally accepted real estate con¬ 
cepts. Should any Bureau or Office de¬ 
sire to use this method to establish rates, 
it should submit its proposal to the Di¬ 
rector of Management Services (PM) 
for consideration and referral to the 
Washington, D.C., headquarters office of 
the Federal Housing Administration. 

• • • * * 

PART 114-60—PERSONAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT 

Subpart 114-60.1—General 

Section 114-60.104 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 114—60.104 General ledger control ac¬ 
counts. 

Each Bureau and Office shall establish 
and maintain general ledger control ac¬ 
counts to properly account for all per¬ 
sonal property acquired or to be acquired 
In accordance with the provisions of this 
part 114-60. All basic property account¬ 
ing systems and procedures shall be 
cleared with the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary-Management (Reference shall 
be made to the Budget and Accounting 
Procedures Act of 1950 (84 Stat. 832)). 
(Sec. 206(c), 83 Stat. 390; (6 U.S.C. 301)) 

[FR Doc.75-3430 Filed 2-6-75;8:45 am] 

Title 43—Public Lands: interior 

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF THE INTERIOR 

PART 4—DEPARTMENT HEARINGS 
AND APPEALS PROCEDURES 

Subpart C—Special Rules Applicable To 
Contract Appeals 

Special Procedural Rules 

On November 20, 1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
40781-40782), pursuant to authority con¬ 
tained In 5 U.S.C. 301, a notice and text 
of proposed amendments of Department 
Hearings and Appeals Procedures in 43 
CFR Part 4, Subpart C—Special Rules 
Applicable to Contract Appeals, by revis¬ 
ing {S 4.113, 4.115, and 4.116, pertaining, 
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respectively, to accelerated procedure; 
depositions; and interrogatories to par¬ 
ties, inspection of documents, and admis¬ 
sion of facts. The notice stated that the 
revised rules provide for an optional ac¬ 
celerated procedure in the case of dis¬ 
putes involving $25,000 or less, and im¬ 
proved, clarifying language with respect 
to procedures for depositions, interroga¬ 
tories to parties, inspection of documents, 
and admission of facts. As was pointed 
out in the notice, the Commission on 
Government Procurement, in a report 
issued in December 1972, recommended 
uniform procedures for contract appeals 
boards, particularly in the areas of the 
proposed regulations. Promulgation of 
the revised rules will bring the proce¬ 
dures of the Interior Board of Contract 
Appeals into uniformity with those of the 
Armed Services Board of Contract Ap¬ 
peals in these important areas and in 
line with the Procurement Commission’s 
report. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
within which to participate in the rule- 
making through submission of written 
comments, suggestions or objections. No 
comments, suggestions or objections were 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
revised regulations are adopted, without 
change, as set forth below. 

Effective date: These revised regula¬ 
tions shall be effective February 6, 1975. 

Date: January 30, 1975. 

Richard R. Hite, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 

1. 3 4.113 is revised to read as follows 
to provide for an optional accelerated 
procedure in disputes involving $25,000 
or less: 

§ 4.113 Optional accelerated procedure. 

(a) In appeals Involving $25,000 or 
less, either party may elect, in his notice 
of appeal, complaint, answer, or by sep¬ 
arate correspondence or statement prior 
to commencement of hearing or settle¬ 
ment of the record, to have the appeal 
processed under a shortened and ac¬ 
celerated procedure. For application of 
this rule the amount in controversy will 
be determined by the sum of the amounts 
claimed by either party against the other 
in the appeal proceeding. If no specific 
amount of claim is stated, a case will be 
considered to fall within this rule if 
the sum of the amounts which each 
party represents in writing that it could 
recover as a result of a Board decision 
favorable to it does not exceed $25,000, 
Upon such election, a case shall then be 
processed under this rule unless the other 
party objects and shows good cause why 
the substantive nature of the dispute 
requires processing under the Board’s 

' regular procedures and the Board, act¬ 
ing through the Chairman, sustains such 
objection. In cases proceeding under 
this rule, parties are encouraged, to the 
extent possible consistent with adequate 
presentation of their factual and legal 
positions, to waive pleadings, discovery, 
and briefs. 

(b) Written decisions by the Board in 
cases proceeding under this rule nor¬ 
mally will be short and contain summary 
findings of fact and conclusions only. 
The Board will endeavor to render such 
decisions within 30 days after the appeal 
is ready for decision. Such decisions will 
be rendered for the Board by a single 
Board member with the concurrence of 
the Chairman; except that in cases in¬ 
volving $5,000 or less where there has 
been a hearing, the single Board member 
presiding at the hearing may, in his dis¬ 
cretion, at the conclusion of the hearing 
and after entertaining such oral argu¬ 
ments as he deems appropriate, render 
on the record oral summary findings of 
fact, conclusions and decision of the 
appeal. In the latter instance, the Board 
will subsequently furnish the parties a 
typed copy of such oral decision for 
record and payment purposes and to es¬ 
tablish the date from which the period 
for filing a motion for reconsideration 
under § 4.125 commences. 

2. §§ 4.115 and 4.116 are revised to read 
as follows to provide improved, clarifying 
language: 

§ 4.115 Discovery—Depositions. 

(a) General policy and protective or¬ 
ders. The parties are encouraged to en¬ 
gage in voluntary discovery procedures. 
In connection with any deposition or 
other discovery procedure, the Board 
may make any order which justice re¬ 
quires to protect a party or person from 
annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, 
or undue burden or expense, and those 
orders may include limitations on the 
scope, method, time and place for dis¬ 
covery, and provisions for protecting 
the secrecy of confidential information 
or documents. 

(b) When depositions permitted. Af¬ 
ter an appeal has been docketed and 
complaint filed, the parties may mutually 
agree to, or the Board may, upon appli¬ 
cation of either party and for good 
cause shown, order the taking of testi¬ 
mony of any person by deposition upon 
oral examination or written interroga¬ 
tories before any officer authorized to 
administer oaths at the place of exam¬ 
ination, for use as evidence or for pur¬ 
pose of discovery. The application for 
order shall specify whether the purpose 
of the deposition is discovery or for use 
as evidence. 

(c) Orders on depositions. The time, 
place, and manner of taking depositions 
shall be as mutually agreed by the par¬ 
ties, or, failing such agreement, governed 
by order of the Board. 

(d) Use as evidence. No testimony 
taken by depositions shall be considered 
as part of the evidence in the hearing of 
an appeal unless and until such testi¬ 
mony is offered and received in evidence 
at such hearing. It will not ordinarily 
be received in evidence if the deponent 
is present and can testify personally at 
the hearing. In such instances, however, 
the deposition may be used to contradict 
or impeach the testimony of the witness 
given at the hearing. In cases submitted 
on the record, the Board may in its. dis¬ 

cretion receive depositions as evidence 
in supplementation of that record. 

(e) Expenses. Each party shall bear its 
own expenses associated with the taking 
of any deposition. 

§4.116 Interrogatories to parties; in¬ 
spection of documents; admission of 
facts. 

Under appropriate circumstances, but 
not as a matter of course, the Board will 
entertain applications for permission to 
serve written interrogatories upon the 
opposing party, applications for an order 
to produce and permit the inspection of 
designated documents, and applications 
for permission to serve upon the opposing 
party a request for the admission of 
specified facts. Such applications shall be 
reviewed and approved only to the extent 
and upon such terms as the Board in its 
discretion considers to be consistent with 
the objective of securing just and in¬ 
expensive determination of appeals with¬ 
out unnecessary delay, and essential to 
the proper pursuit of that objective in 
the particular case. 
(5 U.S.C. 301) 

[FR Doc.75-3433 Filed 3-5-75;8:45 am] 

Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER IV—FEDERAL MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS AFFECTING 
MARITIME CARRIERS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 

[Domestic Tariff Circular No. 3| 

PART 531—FILING OF FREIGHT AND PAS¬ 
SENGER RATES, FARES AND CHARGES 
IN THE DOMESTIC OFFSHORE TRADE, 
PUBLICATION AND POSTING 

Transportation of U.S. Government Per¬ 
sonnel and Property; Revocation of Spe¬ 
cial Permission 

Section 6 of the Intercoastal Shipping 
Act, 1933, previously permitted domestic 
offshore carriers subject to Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission jurisdiction to provide 
services to the United States, state, and 
municipal governments or for charitable 
purposes free or at reduced rates. The 
shipping acts did not permit carriers in 
the domestic offshore trades to carry 
property or passengers lawfully at any 
rate different from that specified in its 
effective tariff on file with the Commis¬ 
sion. Because the reduced governmental 
rates were permitted by section 6 of the 
Intercoastal Shipping Act, 1933, were 
subject to the approval of the govern¬ 
ment agency involved, were not held out 
to the general public, and were not then 
subject to full economic regulation by 
this Commission, and because the Com¬ 
mission was of the opinion that no use¬ 
ful regulatory purpose would be served 
by requiring the carriers to comply with 
all of the tariff circular rules, which were 
promulgated to protect the public inter¬ 
est, the Federal Maritime Commission, 
on August 25, 1967, adopted regulations 
(Rule 25, Domestic Tariff Circular No. 3, 
as amended; 46 CFR 531.25) to govern 
the submission to the Commission, on 
one-day’s notice, of quotations or ten¬ 
ders of rates, fares, or charges for the 
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transportation, storage, or handling of 
property or the transportation of per¬ 
sons for the United States Government, 
or any agency or department thereof, 
free or at reduced rates, pursuant to 
the provisions of section 6 of the Inter¬ 
coastal Shipping Act, 1933, as amended 
( 46 U.S.C. 846). 

On October 26, 1974, section 6 of the 
Intercoastal Shipping Act, 1933, was 
repealed. The purpose and effect of the 
new legislation, designated Pub. L. 93- 
487, is to provide for the full economic 
regulation by the Federal Maritime 
Commission of the carriage, storage, and 
handling of governmental and charitable 
cargo in the domestic offshore trades of 
the United States so as to insure that the 
rates on such cargo meet the same stat¬ 
utory standards of reasonableness and 
fairness currently applicable to com¬ 
mercial cargo rates. 

Since the publications, the filing of 
which were governed by Rule 25, are no 
longer permitted, and since the special 
permission authority for one-day’s notice 
authorized by. Rule 25 has no further 
force nor effect, the rule serves no use¬ 
ful purpose and should be revoked. 

§ 531.25 [Revoked] 
Therefore, pursuant to section 4 of 

the Administrative Procedure Act, (5 
U.S.C. 553) and section 43 of the Ship¬ 
ping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 841a) Title 46 
CFR is hereby amended by revoking 
§ 531.25 Transportation of U.S. Govern¬ 
ment Personnel and Property; Special 
Permission (Rule 25 of Domestic Tariff 
Circular No. 3), effective on February 6, 
1975. Carriers which have effective quo¬ 
tations or tenders on file with the Com¬ 
mission shall, on or before April 7, 1975, 
cancel or reissue such quotations or ten¬ 
ders in tariff form. 

Notice and public procedure are not 
required for this revocation since Rule 25 
applied only to those quotations or ten¬ 
ders permitted by section 6 of the Inter¬ 
coastal Shipping Act, 1933. That section 
having been repealed, Rule 25 no longer 
has any applicability. 

By the Commission, January 23,1975. 

Francis C. Htjrney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3447 Filed 2-5-75; 8:46 am] 

Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF¬ 
FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DEPART¬ 
MENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket No. 74-26; Notice 2] 

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE 
SAFETY STANDARDS 

New Pneumatic Tires for Passenger Cars 
and Vehicles Other Than Passenger 
Cars; Definition of Test Rim 

This notice amends the definition of 
“test rim” in 49 CFR 571.109 (Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 109) and 
modifies related provisions of that sec¬ 
tion and 5 571.110 (Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 110). A conforming amend¬ 
ment is made to similar provisions in 

$ 571.119 (Motor Vehicle Safety Stand¬ 
ard No. 119). The notice of proposed 
rulemaking on which this amendment is 
based was published on July 10, 1974 
(39 FR 25329). 

The definition of “test rim” has pre¬ 
vious to this amendment referenced the 
1967 and earlier editions of publications 
of various foreign and domestic tire and 
rim associations as the source for deter¬ 
mining rim specifications and appro¬ 
priate tire/rim matching information for 
testing tires to the requirements of Mo¬ 
tor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 109, 
and for equipping passenger cars pur¬ 
suant to Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 110. The Rubber Manufacturers' As¬ 
sociation petitioned that this reference 
be changed because the publications have 
become outdated in terms of the rim 
information they provide. This amend¬ 
ment, which adopts the proposed rule of 
July 10, 1974, in essentially the form 
proposed, deletes the references to the 
1967 and earlier publications and sub¬ 
stitutes for them the publications of the 
various associations current at the time 
of tire manufacture. 

Under the amendment, a “test rim” 
will be any rim listed for use with a tire 
size designation in any of the current 
publications of the various foreign and 
domestic tire and rim associations. The 
listing will apply to all tires that fit the 
description (by tire size designation, use 
category, etc.) unless the publication 
itself or a separately published manu¬ 
facturer’s document states otherwise. A 
manufacturer wishing to except any tire 
manufactured by him from any listing 
would be expected to request the asso¬ 
ciation to publish the exception in its 
publication. If it does not, the manufac¬ 
turer must himself publish the excep¬ 
tion in his own listing, which he must 
distribute to his dealers, this agency, 
and to any member of the public on 
request. The language of the proposal 
is clarified, and a conforming amend¬ 
ment made to Standard No. 119 to show 
that an exception must be published 
in each association publication listing 
the tire and rim combination. The 
amendment further specifies that a 
“listing” of a rim must contain dimen¬ 
sional specifications, including diagrams, 
for the rim. This is necessary to pro¬ 
vide for uniformity of rim dimensions 
and reflects the present practice of as¬ 
sociation publications of publishing such 
dimensional specifications. However, di¬ 
mensional specifications or a diagram 
of a rim need not be included in manu¬ 
facturers’ separate listings if the speci¬ 
fications and diagram for the rim ap¬ 
pear in each association publication 
where it is listed. 

By referencing the current publica¬ 
tions, the amendment ends the need for 
Appendix “A” of Standard No. 110, 
which lists tire/rim combinations ap¬ 
proved for use subsequent to the 1967 
and earlier associations publications. 
The associations and various manufac¬ 
turers should ascertain that all tire/rim 
combinations presently listed in that 
Appendix are incorporated into at least 

one of their respective publications be- . 
fore the effective date of this amend¬ 
ment. Moreover, the addition of new 
tire/rim combinations subsequent to the 
effective date becomes the sole respon¬ 
sibility of the industry. Appendix “A” 
of Standard No. 109, listing tire size 
designations, is not affected by this 
amendment. 

An effect of the amended definition 
of test rim is to clarify this agency’s 
position that each tire must be able 
to pass each performance requirement 
(except that for physical dimensions) 
of Standard No. 109 with any rim with 
which it is listed, regardless of rim 
width, unless that tire is specifically 
excepted from each listing where it ap¬ 
pears. The requirements for physical 
dimensions must be met only on a test 
rim of the width specified for the tire 
size designation in Standard No. 109. A 
tire failing the requirements on any test 
rim would be considered as having failed 
the requirements on all test rims. This 
continues existing NHTSA enforcement 
policy. 

One of the two comments received 
regarding the proposal objected to this 
aspect of the amendment, arguing that 
some manufacturers have traditionally 
certified conformity on the basis of test 
results using only the test rims of the 
specified test rim width and that no 
safety problems had been encountered. 
The NHTSA believes, however, that the 
interest of safety demands that manu¬ 
facturers ensure that tires certified as 
conforming to Standard No. 109 will 
conform to the standard’s requirements 
on any rim which the manufacturer lists 
for use with the tire and with which 
the tire may consequently be used in 
service. This position has been reflected 
in the guidelines for the additions of 
new tire/rim combinations to the Ap¬ 
pendix of Standard No. 110, which have 
required that the manufacturer demon¬ 
strate conformity to Standard No. 109 
on each newly requested rim. If a manu¬ 
facturer doubts the ability of his tires to 
conform to the standard on certain 
recommended rims, he has the option 
of excepting his tires from being used 
with those rims. No other objections to 
the proposed rule were received. 

In light of the above, the following 
amendments are made to 49 CFR 571.- 
109, 571.110, and 571.119: 

,§ 571.109 [Amended] 

A. Section 571.109 is amended as 
follows: 

1. The definition of “test rim” in S3. 
Is revised to read: 

“Test rim” means, with reference to a 
tire to be tested, any rim that is listed 
as appropriate for use with that tire in 
accordance with S4.4. For purposes of 
this section and § 571.110, each rim list¬ 
ing shall include dimensional specifica¬ 
tions and a diagram of the rim. 

* • ♦ * » 

2. A new paragraph S4.4, Tire and rim 
matching information, is added to read: 

S4.4 Tire and rim matching informa¬ 
tion. 
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S4.4.1 Each manufacturer of tires 
shall ensure that a listing of the rims 
that may be used with each tire that he 
produces Is provided to the public. A 
listing compiled in accordance with 
paragraph (a) of this section need not 
include dimensional specifications or dia¬ 
gram of a rim if the rim’s dimensional 
specifications and diagram are contained 
in each listing published in accordance 
with paragraph (b). The listing shall be 
in one of the following forms: 

(al Listed by manufacturer name or 
brand name in a document furnished to 
dealers of the manufacturer’s tires, to 
any person upon request, and in dupli¬ 
cate to: Tire Division, National High¬ 
way Traffic Safety Administration, 400 
Seventh Street SW. Washington D.C. 
20590; or 

(b) Contained in publications current 
at tli^ date of manufacture of the tire 
or any later date of at least one of the 
following organizations: 
The Tire and Rim Association. 
The European Tyre and Rim Technical Or¬ 

ganisation. 
Japanese Industrial Standards. 
Deutsche Industrie Norm. 
The Society of Motor Manufacturers & 

Traders, Ltd. 
British Standards Institution. 
Scandinavian Tire and Rim Organisation. 

S4.4.2 Information contained in any 
publication specified in S4.4.1(b) which 
lists general categories of tires and rims 
by size designation, type of construction 
and/or intended use, shall be considered 
to be manufacturer’s information pur¬ 
suant to S4.4.1 for the listed tires and 
rims, unless the publication itself or 
specific information provided according 
toS4.4.1(a) indicates otherwise. 

3. Paragraph 85.1(a) is revised to 
read: 

(a) Mount the tire on a test rim hav¬ 
ing the test rim width specified in Ap¬ 
pendix A of this section for that tire 
size designation and inflate it to the 
applicable pressure specified in Table III. 

§ 571.110 [Amended] 

B. Section 571.110 is amended as 
follows: 

1. Paragraph 84.4.1(a) is revised to 
read: 

(a) Be constructed to the dimensions 
of a rim that is listed pursuant to the 
definition of “test rim" in paragraph 
S3, of S 571.109 (Standard No. 109) for 
use with the tire size designation with 
which the vehicle is equipped. 

2. Appendix A is deleted. 

§ 571.119 [Amended] 

C. Section 571.119 is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Paragraph S5.1 is amended to read: 
S5. Tire and rim matching informa¬ 

tion. 
S5.1 Each manufacturer of tires shall 

ensure that a listing of the rims that 
may be used with each tire that he pro¬ 
duces is provided to the public. For pur¬ 
poses of this section each rim listing 
Khali include dimensional specifications 
and a diagram of the rim. However a 
listing compiled in accordance with para¬ 

graph (a) of this section need not in¬ 
clude dimensional specifications or a dia¬ 
gram of a rim if the rim's dimensional 
specifications and diagram are contained 
in each listing published in accordance 
with paragraph (b). The listing shall be 
in one of the following forms: 

(a) Listed by manufacturer name or 
brand name in a document furnished to 
dealers of the manufacturer’s tires to 
any person upon request and in duplicate 
to: Tire Division, National Highway 
Safety Administration, 400 Sevnth 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20590; or 

(b) Contained in publications, current 
at the date of manufacture of the tire or 
any later date, of at least one of the 
following organizations: 
The Tire and Rim Association. 
The European Tyre and Rim Technical Or¬ 

ganisation. 
Japanese Industrial Standards. 
Deutsche Industrie Norm. 
The Society of Motor Manufacturers and 

Traders, Ltd. 
British Standards Institution. 
Scandinavian Tire and Rim Organisation. 

* • • * • 
Effective date. August 5, 1975, for 

Standard No. 109; March 1, 1975, for 
Standard No. 119. The amendment to 
Standard No. 119 is of a clarifying na¬ 
ture, and should be made effective with 
the existing effective date of that stand¬ 
ard. The amendment does not require 
substantial leadtime for conformity, and 
it is found for good cause shown that an 
effective date less than 180 days from 
publication is in the public interest. 
(Secs. 103. 119, 201, 202, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 
Stat. 718; 15 US.C. 1392, 1407. 1421, 1422; 
delegation of authority at 49 CPR 1.61.) 

Issued on January 31, 1975. 

James B. Gregory, 
Administrator. 

[PR Doc.75-3409 Filed 2-6-75:8:45 am] 

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

PART 28—PUBLIC ACCESS, USE, AND 
RECREATION 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Sequoyah National Wildlife Refuge, 
Oklahoma; Correction 

In FR Doc.75-1811, appearing on pages 
3297 and 3298 of the issue for Tuesday, 
January 21, 1975, special conditions 1 
and 2 should read as follows: 

(1) The open season for sport fishing 
on the refuge extends from January 1 
through December 31, 1975, inclusive, 
except for an area of approximately 
2,200 acres south of Vian Creek, as 
posted, to be closed during the periods 
January 1 through March 31, 1975, in¬ 
clusive, and October 1 through Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, inclusive. 

(2) Some refuge roads leading to wa¬ 
ters open to fishing may be closed during 
the periods January 1 through March 31, 
1975, inclusive, and October 1 through 
December 31,1975, inclusive. 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective February 6, 1975. 

§ 28.28 Special regulations; public ac¬ 
cess, use, and recreation; for individ¬ 
ual wildlife refuge areas. 

The Sequoyah National Wildlife 
Refuge, Oklahoma, is open to public ac¬ 
cess, use, and recreational activity from 
January 1 through December 31, 1975, 
inclusive, subject to the provisions of 
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, 
and all applicable Federal and State 
laws and regulations and all official signs 
posted in the area. The refuge area, com¬ 
prising approximately 20,800 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, 412 N. Maple, Sallisaw, 
Oklahoma, and from the Regional Direc¬ 
tor. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, P.O. 
Box 1306, Albuquerque, New Mexico 
87103, and is subject to the following 
special conditions: 

(1) An area of approximately 2,200 
acres, south of Vian Creek and east of 
the refuge tour road, shall be closed, as 
posted, to all public access during the 
periods January 1 through March 31, 
1975, inclusive, and October 1 through 
December 31, 1975, inclusive. This land is 
set aside to provide an area of minimum 
disturbance for waterfowl and other 
wildlife during the winter months. 

(2) Sightseeing, nature observation, 
photography and hiking are permitted. 

(3) Picknicking is permitted only at 
the Vian Creek Recreation Area. Picnic 
fires may be built at the recreation area 
only in the fire grills provided or in 
camp stoves or charcoal grills. 

(4) Overnight camping is not per¬ 
mitted except for youth conservation 
groups supervised by adults. Permits 
must be obtained in advance from the 
refuge manager. 

(5) Firearms are prohibited except 
during authorized hunting seasons when 
only shotguns are permitted. Firearms 
being transported in a motor vehicle 
must be unloaded and dismantled or 
cased. Possession of any firearm on the 
refuge at night is prohibited. Long bows 
and arrows are permitted only as au¬ 
thorized in current refuge hunting and 
State fishing regulations. 

(6) Boating is permitted in accord¬ 
ance with Federal and State regula¬ 
tions. 

(7) Waterskiing is prohibited in all 
refuge waters. 

(8) Pets must be kept in a vehicle or 
on a leash. Dogs may be used for hunt¬ 
ing in accordance with refuge hunting 
regulations. 

(9) Pecan picking is limited to one 
quart per person per day. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern public access, use, and recrea¬ 
tion on national wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Put 
28, and are effective through December 
31,1975. 

W. O. Nelson, Jr., 
Regional Director, U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service, Albu¬ 
querque, New Mexico. 

January 28, 1975. 
[FR Doc.75-3342 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 
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Sherburne National Wildlife Refuge, Minn. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on February 6, 
1975. 
§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish* 

ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

Minnesota 

SHERBURNE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Sherburne Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge is permitted only 
on the areas designated by signs as open 
to public fishing. These open areas, com¬ 
prising approximately 1,000 acres, are 
delineated on maps available at the 
refuge headquarters, Route 2, Zimmer¬ 
man, Minnesota 55398, and from the 
office of the Regional Director, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Federal Building, 
Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, Minnesota 
55111. Sport fishing shall be in accord¬ 
ance with all applicable State regula¬ 
tions subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) The open season for sport fishing 
extends from May 1, 1975 to March 1, 
1976, inclusive. 

(2) During periods when no ice exists, 
fishing activity is confined to the St. 
Francis River. 

(3) Access to all fishing areas is per¬ 
mitted only at designated access sites. 

(4) Boats, without motors, may be 
used on the St. Francis River only from 
designated access sites. 

(5) The use of snowmobiles, all terrain 
vehicles, trail bikes, motorcycles, mini¬ 
bikes, and other such conveyances are 
prohibited on the refuge at all times. 

John E. Wilbrecht, 
Refuge Manager, Sherburne Na¬ 

tional Wildlife Refuge, Zim¬ 
merman, Minnesota. 

January 24, 1975. 
[FR Doc.75-3428 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

Title 7—Agriculture 

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

[Navel Orange Reg. 338] 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN 
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
California-Arizona Navel oranges that 
may be shipped to fresh market during 
the weekly regulation period February 7- 
13, 1975. It is issued pursuant to the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended, and Marketing Order 
No. 907. The quantity of Navel oranges 
so fixed was arrived at after considera¬ 
tion of the total available supply of 
Navel oranges, the quantity currently 
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available for market, the fresh market 
demand for Navel oranges. Navel orange 
prices, and the relationship of season 
average returns to the parity price for 
Navel oranges. 

$ 907.638 Navel Orange Regulation 338. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907), regulating the handling of Navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under- the said amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of 
handling of such Navel oranges, as here¬ 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this section to limit 
the respective quantities of Navel 
oranges that may be marketed from Dis¬ 
trict 1, District 2, and District 3 during 
the ensuing week steins from the produc¬ 
tion and marketing situation confront¬ 
ing the Navel orange industry. 

(i) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantities of Navel oranges that should 
be marketed during the next succeeding 
week. Such recommendation, designed to 
provide equity of marketing opportunity 
to handlers in all districts, resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 
ports that the fresh market demand for 
Navel oranges continues very good. 

Prices f.o.b. averaged $3.69 per carton 
on a reported sales volume of 1,278 car- 
lots last week, compared with an average 
f.o.b. price of $3.44 per carton and sales 
of 1,121 carlots a week earlier. 

Track and rolling supplies at 536 cars 
were up 108 cars from last week. 

(ii) Having considered the recom¬ 
mendation and information submitted 
by the committee, and other available 
information, the Secretary finds that the 
respective quantities of Navel oranges 
which may be handled should be fixed as 
hereinafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making proce¬ 
dure, and postpone the effective date of 
this section until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time this section must be¬ 
come effective in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act is insufficient, 
and a reasonable time is permitted, under 
the circumstances, for preparation for 
such effective time; and good cause exists 
for making the provisions hereof effec- 
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tive as hereinafter set forth. The com¬ 
mittee held an open meeting during the 
current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for Navel oranges and the 
need for regulation; interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation, including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Navel oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this section effective during 
the period herein specified; and compli¬ 
ance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
persons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was held 
on February 4,1975. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period Feb¬ 
ruary 7,1975, through February 13,1975, 
are hereby fixed as follows; 

(1) District 1: 1,392,000 cartons; 
(ii) District 2: 208,000 cartons; 
(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 
(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 

“District 1 ” "District 2,” “District 3,” 
and "carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; (7 U.S.C. 
601-874)) 

Dated: February 6,1975. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 

etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

(FR Doc.76-3«37 FUed 3-5-76; 11; 46 am] 

CHAPTER XVIII—FARMERS HOME ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION. DEPARTMENT OF AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

[FmHA INSTRUCTION 444.16] 

PART 1822—RURAL HOUSING LOANS 
AND GRANTS 

Subpart M—Sections 502 and 504 Rural 
Housing Loans on Leasehold Interests 
in Nonfarm Tracts; Deletion of Subpart 

Subpart M of Part 1822, "Sections 502 
and 504 Rural Housing Loans on Lease¬ 
hold Interests in Nonfarm Tracts,” (36 
FR 3954) is deleted from Chapter XVIII 
of Title 7 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations. Authorization for Sections 502 
and 504 rural housing loans on leasehold 
interests in nonfarm tracts has been in¬ 
corporated in the revision of Subpart A 
of Part 1822 (39 FR 44992 dated 12-30- 
74). 
(42 U.S.C. 1480; delegation of authority by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, 7 CFR 2.23; del¬ 
egation of authority by the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Rural Development, 7 CFR 2.70) 
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Effective date. This deletion shall be¬ 
come effective on February 6, 1975. 

Dated: January 17.1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Fanners Home Administration. 
[FR Doc.75-3440 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[AL-116 (451)] 

PART 1890n—SERVICING OF INTEREST 
CREDIT FOR SECTION 502 RH BOR¬ 
ROWERS 

Deletion of Part 

Part 1890n, “Servicing of Interest 
Credit for Section 502RH Borrowers,” 
(37 FR 21425), is deleted from Chapter 
XVIII, Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. The provisions of this Part 
have been incorporated in Subpart A of 
Part 1822 of this Chapter. 
(42 UJ3.C. 1480; delegation of authority by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, 7 CFR 2.23; del¬ 
egation of authority by the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Rural Development, 7 CFR 2.70) 

Effective date: This deletion shall be¬ 
come effective on February 6, 1975. 

Dated: January 31,1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 
(FR Doc.76-3441 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

Title 12—Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK SYSTEM 

PART 522—ORGANIZATION OF THE 
BANKS 

The Federal Home Loan Bank System 
was created by the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Act, Pub. L. 304, 72d Congress, ap¬ 
proved July 22,1932. Until recently, sec¬ 
tion 7(a) of the Act provided, with ex¬ 
ceptions not relevant in this connection, 
that the management of each Federal 
Home Loan Bank shall be vested in a 
board of directors, eight of whom shall be 
elected by the members of the Bank and 
four of whom shall be appointed by this 
Board. Section 522.20 of the Board’s 
Regulations for the Federal Home Loan 
Bank System (12 CFR 522.20) imple¬ 
ments section 7(a). 

Pub. L. 93-541, approved December 26, 
1974, amended section 7(a) to increase 
the number of directorships which are 
filled by appointment by the Board from 
a minimum of four to a minimum of six. 
The enactment of Pub. L. 93-541 thus re¬ 
quires a conforming amendment to 
I 522.20. 

In addition, § 522.26 of the Board’s 
regulations for the Federal Home Loan 
Bank System (12 CFR 522.26) has now 
become obsolete. Section 522.26 provides 
that directors of the Federal Home Loan 
Banks who were serving prior to the 
amendment of section 7 of the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Act in 1961 by Pub. L. 
87-211 would continue to serve until the 
expiration date of their terms. 

Accordingly, the Board considers it de¬ 
sirable to amend Part 522 by amending 
S 522.20 and by deleting $ 522.26, as set 
forth below, effective February 7, 1975. 

§ 522.20 Appointive Directors. 

(a) Hie Board will appoint six direc¬ 
tors for each Bank. Each director must 
be a citizen of the United States and a 
bona fide resident of the district in which 
the Bank is located. 

• • • • * 
§ 522.26 [Deleted] 

Since the above amendments are, re¬ 
spectively, required by statute and delete 
an obsolete provision, affording public 
notice and procedure on these amend¬ 
ments would be unnecessary and con¬ 
trary to the public interest under the 
provisions of 12 CFR 508.11 and 5 U.S.C. 
553(b); and since publication of said 
amendments for the 30-day period spec¬ 
ified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 U.S.C. 
553(d) prior to the effective date of said 
amendments would in the opinion of the 
Board be unnecessary for the same rea¬ 
sons, the Board hereby provides that said 
amendments shall become effective as 
hereinbefore set forth. 
(Section 17, 47 Stat. 736, as amended; 12 
UJ3.C. 1437, Reorg. Plan No. 3 ot 1947, 12 FR 
4981, 3 CFR, 1943-48 Comp., p. 1071.) 

Dated: January 30, 1975. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[seal] Grenville L. Millars, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3438 Filed 2-5-76;8:45 am] 

CHAPTER VIII—FEDERAL FINANCING 
BANK 

PART 811—BOOK-ENTRY PROCEDURE 
FOR FEDERAL FINANCING BANK SECU¬ 
RITIES 

Adoption of Regulations 

The regulations governing the book- 
entry procedure for Federal Financing 
Bank securities, set forth below, are is¬ 
sued under authority of the Federal Fi¬ 
nancing Bank Act of 1973, sections 9-11, 
87 Stat. 939, 940; 12 U.S.C. 2288, 2289, 
2290. 

As these regulations relate to the fis¬ 
cal policy of the United States, notice 
and public procedures thereon are un¬ 
necessary. 

The regulations were adopted on Jan¬ 
uary 31,1975. 

Dated: January 31, 1975. 

John K. Carlock, 
Vice President and Treasurer, 

Federal Financing Bank. 
Sec. 
811.0 Definition of terms. 
811.1 Authority of Reserve Banks. 
811.2 Scope and effect of book-entry pro¬ 

cedure. 
811.3 Transfer or pledge. 
811.4 Withdrawal of Federal Financing 

Bank securities. 
811.5 Delivery of Federal Financing Bank 

securities. 
811.6 Registered bonds and notea. 

Sec. 
811.7 Servicing book-entry Federal Financ¬ 

ing Bank securities; payment of In¬ 
terest; payment at maturity or upon 
call. 

§ 811.0 Definition of terms. 

In this part, unless the context other¬ 
wise requires or indicates: 

(a) “Reserve Bank” means the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of New York (and 
any other Federal Reserve Bank which 
agrees to issue Federal Financing Bank 
securities in book-entry form) as fiscal 
agent of the United States acting on be¬ 
half of the Federal Financing Bank and, 
when indicated, acting in its individual 
capacity. 

(b) “Federal Financing Bank security” 
means a Federal Financing Bank bond, 
note, certificate of indebtedness, or bill 
issued under the Federal Financing Bank 
Act of 1973, in the form of a definitive 
Federal Financing Bank security or a 
book-entry Federal Financing Bank 
security. 

(c) “Definitive Federal Financing 
Bank security” means a Federal Financ¬ 
ing Bank bond, note, certificate of in¬ 
debtedness, or bill issued under the Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank Act of 1973, in en¬ 
graved or printed form. 

(d) “Book-entry Federal Financing 
Bank security” means a Federal Financ¬ 
ing Bank bond, note, certificate of in¬ 
debtedness, or bill issued under the Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank Act of 1973, in the 
form of an entry made as prescribed in 
this part on the records of a Reserve 
Bank. 

(e) “Pledge” includes a pledge of, or 
any other security interest in, Federal 
Financing Bank securities as collateral 
for loans or advances or to secure de¬ 
posits of public monies or the perform¬ 
ance of an obligation. 

(f) “Date of call” is the date fixed in 
the official notice of call published in the 
Federal Register on which the Federal 
Financing Bank will make payment of 
the security before maturity in accord¬ 
ance with its terms. 

(g) “Member bank” means any na¬ 
tional bank. State bank or bank or trust 
company which is a member of a Reserve 
Bank. 

§ 811.1 Authority of Reserve Banks. 

Each Reserve Bank is hereby author¬ 
ized, in accordance with the provisions 
of this part, to (a) issue book-entry Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank securities by means 
of entries on its records which shall in¬ 
clude the name of the depositor, the 
amount, the loan title (or series) and 
maturity date; (b) effect conversions be¬ 
tween book-entry Federal Financing 
Bank securities and definitive Federal 
Financing Bank securities; (c) other¬ 
wise service and maintain book-entry 
Federal Financing Bank securities; and 
(d) issue a confirmation of transaction 
in the form of a written advice (serially 
numbered or otherwise) which specifies 
the amount and description of any secu¬ 
rities, that 1s, loan title (or series) and 
maturity date, sold or transferred and 
the date of the transaction. 
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§ 811.2 Scope and effect of book-entry 
procedure. 

(a) A Reserve Bank, as fiscal agent of 
the United States acting on behalf of 
the Federal Financing Bank, may apply 
the book-entry procedure provided for 
in this part to any Federal Financing 
Bank securities which have been or are 
hereafter deposited for any purpose in 
accounts with it in its individual capac¬ 
ity under terms and conditions which in¬ 
dicate that the Reserve Bank will con¬ 
tinue to maintain such deposit accounts 
in its individual capacity, notwithstand¬ 
ing application of the book-entry proce¬ 
dure to such securities. This paragraph 
is applicable, but not limited, to securi¬ 
ties deposited: 

(1) As collateral pledged to a Reserve 
Bank (in its individual capacity) for ad¬ 
vances by it; 

(2) By a member bank for its sole 
account; 

(3) By a member bank held for the 
account of its customers: 

(4) In connection with deposits in a 
member bank of funds of States, munici¬ 
palities, or other political subdivisions; 
or, 

(5) In connection with the perform¬ 
ance of an obligation or duty under Fed¬ 
eral, State, municipal, or local law, or 
judgments or decrees of courts. 

The application of the book-entry pro¬ 
cedure under this paragraph shall not 
derogate from or adversely affect the re¬ 
lationship that would otherwise exist be¬ 
tween a Reserve Bank in fts individual 
capacity and its depositors covering any 
deposits under this paragraph. When¬ 
ever the book-entry procedure is applied 
to such Federal Financing Bank securi¬ 
ties, the Reserve Bank is authorized to 
take all action necessary in respect of 
the book-entry procedure to enable such 
Reserve Bank in its individual capacity 
to perform its obligations as depositary 
with respect to such Federal Financing 
Bank securities. 

(b) A Reserve Bank, as fiscal agent 
of the United States acting on behalf of 
the Federal Financing Bank, shall apply 
the book-entry procedure to Federal Fi¬ 
nancing Bank securities deposited as col¬ 
lateral pledged to the United States un¬ 
der current revisions of Department of 
the Treasury Circulars Nos. 92 and 176 
(31 CFR, Parts 203 and 202), and may 
apply the book-entry procedure, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treas¬ 
ury, to any other Federal Financing 
Bank securities deposited with a Reserve 
Bank, as fiscal agent of the United States. 

(c) Any person having an interest in 
Federal Financing Bank securities which 
are deposited with a Reserve Bank (in 
either its individual capacity or as fiscal 
agent of the United States) for any pur¬ 
pose shall be deemed to have consented to 
their conversion to book-entry Federal 
Financing Bank securities pursuant to 
the provisions of this part, and in the 
manner and under the procedures pre¬ 
scribed by the Reserve Bank. 

(d) No deposits shall be accepted under 
this section on or after the date of ma¬ 
turity or call of the securities. 

§ 811.3 Transfer or pledge. 

(a) A transfer or a pledge of book- 
entry Federal Financing Bank securities 
to a Reserve Bank (in its individual ca¬ 
pacity or as fiscal agent of the United 
States), or to the United States, or to any 
transferee or pledgee eligible to main¬ 
tain an appropriate book-entry account 
in its name with a Reserve Bank under 
this part, is effected and perfected, not¬ 
withstanding any provision of law to the 
contrary, by a Reserve Bank making an 
appropriate entry in its records of the 
securities transferred or pledged. The 
making of such an entry in the records 
of a Reserve Bank shall (1) have the ef¬ 
fect of a delivery in bearer form of de¬ 
finitive Federal Financing Bank securi¬ 
ties; (2) have the effect of a taking of 
delivery by the transferee or pledgee; 
(3) constitute the transferee or pledgee 
a holder; and (4) if a pledge, effect a per¬ 
fected security interest therein in favor 
of the pledgee. A transfer or pledge of 
book-entry Federal Financing Bank se¬ 
curities effected under this paragraph 
shall have priority over any transfer, 
pledge, or other interest, theretofore or 
thereafter effected or perfected under 
paragraph (b) of this section or in any 
other manner. 

(b) A transfer or a pledge of transfer¬ 
able Federal Financing Bank securities, 
or any interest therein, which is main¬ 
tained by a Reserve Bank (in its indi¬ 
vidual capacity or as fiscal agent of the 
United States) in a book-entry account 
under this part, including securities in 
book-entry form under § 811.2(a)(3), is 
effected, and a pledge is perfected, by 
any means that would be effective under 
applicable law to effect a transfer or to 
effect and perfect a pledge of the Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank securities, or any 
interest therein, if the securities were 
maintained by the Reserve Bank in 
bearer definitive form. For purposes of 
transfer or pledge hereunder, book- 
entry Federal Financing Bank securities 
maintained by a Reserve Bank shall, 
notwithstanding any provision of law 
to the contrary, be deemed to be main¬ 
tained in bearer definitive form. A Re¬ 
serve Bank maintaining book-entry Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank securities either in 
its individual capacity or as fiscal agent 
of the United States is not a bailee for 
purposes of notification of pledges of 
those securities under this subsection, or 
a third person in possession for purposes 
of acknowledgement of transfers thereof 
under this subsection. Where transfer¬ 
able Federal Financing Bank securities 
are recorded on the books of a depositary 
(a bank, banking institution, financial 
firm, or a similar party, which regularly 
accepts in the course of its business Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank securities as a cus¬ 
todial service for customers, and main¬ 
tains accounts in the names of such cus¬ 
tomers reflecting ownership of or inter¬ 
est in such securities) for account of the 
pledgor or transferor thereof and such 
securities are on deposit with a Reserve 
Bank in a book-entry account hereun¬ 
der, such depositary shall, for purposes 
of perfecting a pledge of such securities 
or effecting delivery of such securities 

to a purchaser under applicable provi¬ 
sions of law, be the bailee to which noti¬ 
fication of the pledge of the securities 
may be given or the third person in pos¬ 
session from which acknowledgement of 
the holding of the securities for the pur¬ 
chaser may be obtained. A Reserve Bank 
will not accept notice or advice of a 
transfer or pledge effected or perfected 
under this subsection, and any such no¬ 
tice or advice shall have no effect. A Re¬ 
serve Bank may continue to deal with 
its depositor in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of this part, notwithstanding any 
transfer or pledge effected or perfected 
under this subsection. 

(c) No filing or recording with a pub¬ 
lic recording office or officer shall be nec¬ 
essary or effective with respect to any 
transfer or pledge of book-entry Federal 
Financing Bank securities or any inter¬ 
est therein. 

(d) A Reserve Bank shall, upon receipt 
of appropriate instructions, convert 
book-entry Federal Financing Bank se¬ 
curities into definitive Federal Financing 
Bank securities and deliver them in ac¬ 
cordance with such Instructions; no such 
conversion shall affect existing interests 
in such Federal Financing Bank securi¬ 
ties. 

(e) A transfer of book-entry Federal 
Financing Bank securities within a Re¬ 
serve Bank shall be made in accordance 
with procedures established by the Bank 
not inconsistent with this part. The 
transfer of book-entry Federal Financing 
Bank securities by a Reserve Bank may 
be made through a telegraphic transfer 
procedure. 

(f) All requests for transfer or with¬ 
drawal must be made prior to the ma¬ 
turity or date of call of the securities. 

§ 811.4 Withdrawal of Federal Financ¬ 
ing Bank securities. 

. (a) A depositor of book-entry Federal 
Financing Bank securities may withdraw 
them from a Reserve Bank by requesting 
delivery of like definitive Federal Financ¬ 
ing Bank securities to itself or on its order 
to a transferee. 
t (b) Federal Financing Bank securities 

which are actually to be delivered upon 
withdrawal may be issued either in regis¬ 
tered or in bearer form, except that Fed¬ 
eral Financing Bank bills will be Issued 
in bearer form only. 

§ 811.5 Delivery of Federal Financing 
Bank securities. 

A Reserve Bank which has received 
Federal Financing Bank securities and 
effected pledges, made entries regarding 
them, or transferred or delivered them 
according to the instructions of its de¬ 
positor is not liable for conversion or 
for participation in breach of fiduciary 
duty even though the depositor had no 
right to dispose of or take other action 
in respect of the securities. A Reserve 
Bank shall be fully discharged of its 
obligations under this part by the deliv¬ 
ery of Federal Financing Bank securities 
in definitive form to its depositor or upon 
the order of such depositor. Customers of 
a member bank or other depository 
(other than a Reserve Bank) may ob¬ 
tain Federal Financing Bank securities 
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in definitive form only by causing the 
depositor of the Reserve Bank to order 
the withdrawal thereof from the Reserve 
Bank. 

§ 811.6 Registered bonds and notes. 

Registered Federal Financing Bank 
securities deposited with a Reserve Bank 
for any purpose specified in $ 811.2 shall 
be assigned for conversion to book-entry 
Federal Financing Bank securities. The 
assignment, which shall be executed in 
accordance with the provisions of Sub¬ 

part F of 31 CFR, Part 306, so far as 
applicable, shall be to “Federal Reserve 
Bank of-- as fiscal agent 
of the United States acting on behalf 
of the Federal Financing Bank for con¬ 
version to book-entry Federal Financing 
Bank securities.” 

§ 811.7 Servicing book-entry Federal 
Financing Bank securities; payment 
of interest; payment at maturity or 
upon call. 

Interest becoming due on book-entry 
Federal Financing Bank securities shall 

be charged against the special agent ac¬ 
count maintained by the Department of 
the Treasury for the Federal Financing 
Bank on the interest due date and re¬ 
mitted or credited in accordance with 
the depositor’s instructions. Such securi¬ 
ties shall be redeemed and charged 
against the above said account on the 
date of maturity or call, and the redemp¬ 
tion proceeds, principal and interest, 
shall be disposed of in accordance with 
the depositor’s instructions. 

[FR Doc.75-3386 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 26—THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 



5535 

proposed rules 
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 

these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 

[ 26 CFR Part 1 ] 
REGULATIONS RELATING TO EXCEP¬ 

TION FOR CERTAIN INSURANCE CON¬ 
TRACT PLANS FROM MINIMUM FUND¬ 
ING STANDARDS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
Notice is hereby given that the regula¬ 

tions set forth in tentative form in the 
attached appendix are proposed to be 
prescribed by the Commissioner of In¬ 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury or his delegate. 
Prior to the final adoption of such reg¬ 
ulations, consideration will be given to 
any comments pertaining thereto which 
are submitted in writing (preferably six 
copies) to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, Attention: CC :LR :T, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20224, by March 10, 1975. Pur¬ 
suant to 26 CFR 601.601(b), designations 
of material as confidential or not to be 
disclosed, contained in such comments, 
will not be accepted. Thus, a person sub¬ 
mitting written comments should not in¬ 
clude therein material that he considers 
to be confidential or inappropriate for 
disclosure to the public. It will be pre¬ 
sumed by the Internal Revenue Service 
that every written comment submitted to 
it in response to this notice of proposed 
rule making is intended by the person 
submitting it to be subject in its entirety 
to public inspection and copying in ac- 
cordance with the procedures of 26 CFR 
601.702(d)(9). Any person submitting 
written comments who desires an oppor¬ 
tunity to comment orally at a public 
hearing on these proposed regulations 
should submit his request, in writing, to 
the Commissioner by March 10, 1975. In 
such case, a public hearing will be held, 
and notice of the time, place, and date 
will be published in a subsequent issue 
of the Federal Register, unless the per¬ 
son or persons who have requested a 
hearing withdraw their requests for a 
hearing before notice of the hearing has 
been filed with the Office of the Federal 
Register. The proposed regulations are to 
be issued under the authority contained 
in section 412(i) and 7805 of the Inter¬ 
nal Revenue Code of 1954 (88 Stat. 919, 
68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 412 (i) and 7805). 

[seal] Donald C. Alexander, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

This document contains a proposed 
amendment to the income Tax Regula¬ 
tions <26 CFR Part 1) to reflect the ad¬ 
dition of section 412 to the Internal Rev¬ 
enue Code of 1954, as added by section 
1013(a) of the Employee Retirement In¬ 

come Security Act of 1974 (88 Stat. 914), 
relating to minimum funding standards. 
This document also contains proposed 
regulations to implement section 412(i) 
of the Code and section 301(b) of such 
Act (88 Stat. 869), relating to the re¬ 
quirements which an insurance contract 
plan must satisfy to be treated as de¬ 
scribed in section 412(i) of such Code 
and section 301(b) of such Act. 

Under section 412(h)(2) of the Code, 
as added by section 1013(a) of the Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974, any insurance contract plan de¬ 
scribed in section 412(i) of the Code for 
a plan year is not subject to the minimum 
funding requirements of section 412 of 
the Code for that plan year. Section 412 
(i) of the Code sets forth certain require¬ 
ments which an individual insurance 
contract plan must meet in order to 
qualify for this exception from the mini¬ 
mum funding requirements. 

Under section 412(i) of the Code, a 
plan funded exclusively by the purchase 
of group insurance contracts is treated 
as a plan described in section 412(i) if it 
is determined under regulations pre¬ 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
or his delegate to have the same charac¬ 
teristics as an individual insurance con¬ 
tract plan. In general, these rules apply 
to plans in existence on January 1, 1974, 
for plan years beginning after Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, and to other plans for plan 
years beginning after September 2, 1974. 

The proposed regulations provide re¬ 
quirements which an individual contract 
plan or a group insurance contract plan 
must satisfy in order to be considered de¬ 
scribed in section 412(1) of the Code. Both 
types of plans must be funded exclusively 
by the purchase of annuity or life insur¬ 
ance contracts from an insurance com¬ 
pany. Other requirements which must be 
satisfied by individual and group plans 
relate to the manner of premium pay¬ 
ments, benefit levels under the con¬ 
tracts, a guarantee of benefits, and the 
prohibition of security interests or loans 
with respect to the contracts. The pro¬ 
posed regulations also provide that a 
group insurance contract plan must have 
certain minimum benefits guaranteed by 
the insurance company for individual 
participants in the plan. 

Proposed Amendments to the 
Regulations 

In order to conform the Income Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) to reflect 
the addition of section 412 to the In¬ 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954 by section 
1013(a) of the Employee Retirement In¬ 
come Security Act of 1974 (88 Stat. 914), 
and to prescribe rules under section 412 

(i) of the Code and section 301(b) of 
such Act (88 Stat. 869), the following 
new sections are added immediately after 
§ 1.405-3: 

§ 1.412(a) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; general 
rule. 

Sec. 412. Minimum funding standards—(a) 
General rule. Except as provided in subsec¬ 
tion (h), this section applies to a plan if, for 
any plan year beginning on or after the ef¬ 
fective date of this section for such plan— 

(1) Such plan Included a trust which qual¬ 
ified (or was determined by the Secretary or 
his delegate to have qualified) under section 
401(a), or 

(2) Such plan satisfied (or was determined 
by the Secretary or his delegate to have satis¬ 
fied) the requirements of section 403(a) or 
405(a). 

A plan to which this section applies shall 
have satisfied the minimum funding stand¬ 
ard for such plan for a plan year if as of the 
end of such plan year, the plan does not have 
an accumulated funding deficiency. For pur¬ 
poses of this section and section 4971, the 
term “accumulated funding deficiency" 
means for any plan the excess of the total 
charges to the funding standard account for 
all plan years (beginning with the first plan 
year to which this section applies) over the 
total credits to such account for such years 
or. If less, the excess of the total charges to 
the alternative minimum funding standard 
account for such plan years over the total 
credits to such account for such years. 

[Section 412(a) added by sec. 1013(a), Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 1974 
(88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(b) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; funding 
standard account. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. * • • 

(b) Funding standard account—(1) Ac¬ 
count required. Each plan to which this sec¬ 
tion applies shall establish and maintain a 
funding standard account. Such account 
shall be credited and charged solely as pro¬ 
vided In this section. 

(2) Charges to account. For a plan year, the 
funding standard account shall be charged 
with the sum of— 

(A) The normal cost of the plan for the 
plan year, 

(B) The amounts necessary to amortize In 
equal annual Installments (until fully amor¬ 
tized)— « 

(l) In the case of a plan In existence on 
Janusfry 1, 1974, the unfunded past service 
liability under the plan on the first day of 
the first plan year to which this section ap¬ 
plies, over a period of 40 plan years, 

(il) In the case of a plan which comes into 
existence after January 1, 1974, the unfunded 
past service liability under the plan on the 
first day of the first plan year to which this 
section applies, over a period of 30 plan years 
(40 plan years in the case of a multiemployer 
plan), 
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(111) Separately, with respect to each plan 
year, the net Increase (If any) In unfunded 
past service liability under the plan arising 
from plan amendments adopted in such year, 
over a period of 30 plan years (40 plan years 
in the case of a multiemployer plan), 

(iv) Separately, with respect to each plan 
year, the net experience loss (If any) under 
the plan, over a period of 15 plan years (20 
plan years In the case of a multiemployer 
plan), and 

(v) Separately, with respect to each plan 
year, the net loss (If any) resulting from 
changes in actuarial assumptions used under 
the plan, over a period of 30 plan years, 

(C) The amount necessary to amortize 
each waived funding deficiency (within the 
meaning of subsection (d) (3)) for each 
prior plan year In equal annual Installments 
(until fully amortized) over a period of 15 
plan years, and 

(D) The amount necessary to amortize in 
equal annual Installments (until fully amor¬ 
tized) over a period of 5 plan years any 
amount credited to the funding standard 
account under paragraph (3) (D). 

(3) Credits to account. For a plan year, 
the funding standard account shall be cred¬ 
ited with the sum of— 

(A) The amount considered contributed 
by the employer to or under the plan for 
the plan year, 

(B) The amount necessary to amortize In 
equal annual installments (until fully amor¬ 
tized)— 

(1) Separately, with respect to each plan 
year, the net decrease (If any) in unfunded 
past service liability under the plan arising 
from plan amendments adopted in such 
year, over a period of 30 plan years (40 plan 
years in the case of a multiemployer plan), 

(11) Separately, with respect to each plan 
year, the net experience gain (if any) under 
the plan, over a period of 15 plan years (20 
plan years In the case of a multiemployer 
plan), and 

(lit) Separately, with respect to each plan 
year, the net gain (If any) resulting from 
changes In actuarial assumptions used under 
the plan, over a period of 30 plan years, 

(C) The amount of the waived funding 
deficiency within the meaning of subsec¬ 
tion (d) (3) for the plan year, and 

(D) In the case of a plan year for which 
the accumulated funding deficiency is de¬ 
termined under the funding standard ac¬ 
count if such plan year follows a plan year 
for which such deficiency was determined 
under the alternative minimum funding 
standard, the excess (If any) of any debit 
balance in the funding standard account 
(determined without regard to this subpara¬ 
graph) over any debit balance In the alter¬ 
native minimum funding standard account. 

(4) Combining and offsetting amounts to 
be amortized. Under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary or his delegate, amounts 
required to be amortized under paragraph 
(2) or paragraph (8), as the case may be— 

(A) May be combined into one amount 
under such paragraph to be amortized over 
a period determined on the basis of the 
remaining amortization period for all items 
entering Into such combined amount, and 

(B) May be offset against amounts re¬ 
quired to be amortized under the other 
such paragraph, with the resulting amount 
to be amortized over a period determined 
on the basis of the remaining amortization 
periods for all Items entering Into which¬ 
ever of the two amounts being offset Is the 
greater. 

(5) Interest. The funding standard ac¬ 
count (and Items therein) shall be charged 
or credited (as determined under regula¬ 
tions prescribed by the Secretary or hls dele¬ 
gate) with Interest at the appropriate rate 

consistent with the rate or rates of Interest 
used under the plan to determine costs. 

[Sec. 412(b) added by sec. 1013(a), Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act 1974 (88 
Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(c) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 

mum funding standards; special 

rules. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding standards. 
• • • 

(c) Special rules—(1) Determinations to 
be made under funding method. For pur¬ 
poses of this section, normal costs,'accrued 
liability, past service liabilities, and experi¬ 
ence gains and losses shall be determined 
under the funding method used to determine 
costs under the plan. 

(2) Valuation of assets—(A) In general. 
For purposes of this section, the value of the 
plan’s assets shall be determined on the 
basis of any reasonable actuarial method of 
•valuation which takes Into account fair 
market value and which is permitted under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary or 
his delegate. 

(B) Election with respect to bonds. The 
value of a bond or other evidence of in¬ 
debtedness which is not In default as to 
principal or interest may, at the election of 
the plan administrator, be determined on 
an amortized basis running from initial cost 
at purchase to par value at maturity or 
earliest call date. Any election under this 
subparagraph shall be made at such time 
and In such manner as the Secretary or hls 
delegate shall by regulations provide, shall 
apply to all such evidences of Indebtedness, 
and may be revoked only with the consent 
of the Secretary or his delegate. 

(3) Actuarial assumptions must be reason¬ 
able. For purposes of this section, all costs, 
liabilities, rates of Interest, and other fac¬ 
tors under the plan shall be determined on 
the basis of actuarial assumptions and 
methods which. In the aggregate, are reason¬ 
able (taking Into account the experience of 
the plan and reasonable expectations) and 
which, In combination, offer the actuary's 
best estimate of anticipated experience under 
the plan. 

(4) Treatment of certain changes as ex¬ 
perience gain or loss. For purposes of this 
section, if— 

(A) A change in benefits under the Social 
Security Act or In other retirement benefits 
created under Federal or State law, or 

(B) A change In the definition of the 
term “wages” under section 3121, or a change 
In the amount of such wages taken Into ac¬ 
count under regulations prescribed for pur¬ 
poses of section 401(a) (5), results in an in¬ 
crease or decrease in accrued liability under 
a plan, such Increase or decrease shall be 
treated as an experience loss or gain. 

(5) Change in funding method or in plan 
year requires approval. It the funding 
method for a plan Is changed, the new fund¬ 
ing method shall become the funding method 
used to determine costs and liabilities under 
the plan only if the change is approved by 
the Secretary or his delegate. If the plan 
year for a plan is changed, the new plan year 
shall become the plan year for the plan only 
if the change is approved by the Secretary 
or his delegate. 

(6) Full funding. If, as of the close of 
a plan year, a plan would (without regard 
to this paragraph) have an accumulated 
funding deficiency (determined without re¬ 
gard to the alternative minimum funding 
standard account permitted under subsec¬ 
tion (g)) In excess of the full funding 
limitation— 

(A) The funding standard account shall 

be credited with the amount of such ex¬ 
cess, and 

(B) All amounts described in paragraphs 
(2) (B), (C), and (D) and (3) (B) of sub¬ 
section (b) which are required to be amor¬ 
tized shall be considered fully amortized 
for purposes of such paragraphs. 

(7) Full funding limitation. For purposes 
of paragraph (6), the term “full funding 
limitation” means the excess (If any) of— 

(A) The accrued liability (including nor¬ 
mal cost) under the plan (determined under 
the entry age normal funding method if such 
accrued liability cannot be directly calcu¬ 
lated under the funding method used for the 
plan), over 

(B) The lesser of the fair market value of 
the plan’s assets or the value of such assets 
determined under paragraph (2). 

(8) Certain retroactive plan amendments. 
For purposes of this section, any amendment 
applying to a plan year which— 

(A) Is adopted after the close of such plan 
year but no later than 2 and one-half months 
after the close of the plan year (or, in the 
case of a multiemployer plan, no later than 
2 years after the close of such plan year), 

(B) Does not reduce the accrued benefit 
of any participant determined as of the be¬ 
ginning of the first plan year to which the 
amendment applies, and 

(C) Does not reduce the accrued benefit of 
any participant determined as of the time 
of adoption except to the extent required by 
the circumstanoes, shall, at the election of 
the plan administrator, be deemed to have 
been- made on the first day of such plan 
year. No amendment described In this para¬ 
graph which reduces the accrued benefits of 
any participant shall take effect unless the 
plan administrator files a notice with the 
Secretary of Labor notifying him of such 
amendment and the Secretary of Labor has 
approved such amendment, or within 90 days 
after the date on which such notice was 
filed, failed to disapprove such amendment. 
No amendment described in this subsection 
shall be approved by the Secretary of Labor 
unless he determines that such amendment 
is necessary because of a substantial business 
hardship (as determined under subsection 
(d) (2)) and that a waiver under subsection 
(d)(1) is unavailable or inadequate. 

(9) 3-year valuation. For purposes of this 
section, a determination of experience gains 
and losses and a valuation of the plan’s 
liability shall be made not less frequently 
than once every 3 years, except that such 
determination shall be made more frequently 
to the extent required in particular cases 
under regulations prescribed by the Secre¬ 
tary or hls delegate. 

(10) . Time when certain contributions 
deemed made. For purposes of this section, 
any contributions for a plan year made by 
an employer after the last day of such plan 
year, but not later than two and one-half 
months after such day, shall be deemed to 
have been made on such last day. For pur¬ 
poses of this paragraph, such two and one- 
half month period may be extended for not 
more than six months under regulations pre¬ 
scribed by the Secretary or his delegate. 

[Section 412(c) added by sec. 1013(a), Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 1974 
(88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(d) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 

mum funding standards; variance 

from minimum funding standard. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. • * • 

(d) Variance from minimum funding 
standard—(1) Waiver in case of substan¬ 
tial business hardship. If an employer or in 

the case of a multiemployer plan, 10 percent 

or more of the number of employers contrib¬ 

uting to or under the plan, are unable to 

satisfy the minimum funding standard for 
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a plan year without substantial business 
hardship and if application of the standard 
would be adverse to the Interests of plan 
participants In the aggregate, the Secretary 
or his delegate may waive the requirements 
of subsection (a) for such year with respect 
to all or any portion of the minimum fund¬ 
ing standard other than the portion thereof 
determined under subsection (b) (2) (C). The 
Secretary or his delegate shall not waive the 
minimum funding standard with respect to 
a plan for more than 5 of any 15 consecutive 
plan years. 

(2) Determination of substantial business 
hardship. For purposes of this section, the 
factors taken into account in determining 
substantial business hardship shall Include 
(but shall not be limited to) whether or 
not— 

(A) The employer Is operating at an eco¬ 
nomic loss, 

(B) There Is substantial unemployment 
or underemployment In the trade or busi¬ 
ness and In the Industry concerned, 

(C) The sales and profits of the Industry 
concerned are depressed or declining, and 

(D) It Is reasonable to expect that the plan 
will be continued only If the waiver Is 
granted. 

(3) Waived funding deficiency. For pur¬ 
poses of this section, the term “waived fund¬ 
ing deficiency" means the portion of the 
minimum funding standard (determined 
without regard to subsection (b) (3) (C)) for 
a plan year waived by the Secretary or his 
delegate and not satisfied by employer con¬ 
tributions. 

(Sec. 412(d) added by sec. 1013(a), Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act 1974 (88 
Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(e) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; extension 
of amortization periods. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. • • • 

(e) Extension of amortization periods. 
The period of years required to amortize any 
unfunded liability (described In any clause 
of subsection (b) (2) (B)) of any plan may be 
extended by the Secretary of Labor for a 
period of time (not In excess of 10 years) 
If he determines that such extension would 
carry out the purposes of the Employee Re¬ 
tirement Income Security Act of 1974 and 
would provide adequate protection for par¬ 
ticipants under the plan and their benefi¬ 
ciaries and If he determines that the failure 
to permit such extension would— 

(1) Result in— 
(A) A substantial risk to the voluntary 

continuation of the plan, or 
(B) A substantial curtailment of pension 

benefit levels or employee compensation, and 
(2) Be adverse to the Interests of plan 

participants In the aggregate. 
[Sec. 412(e) added by section 1013(a), Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 1974 
(88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(f) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; benefits 
may not be increased during waiver 
or extension period. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. • • • 

(f) Benefits may not be increased during 
waiver or extension period—(1) In general. 
Mo amendment of the plan which Increases 
the liabilities of the plan by reason of any 
Increase in benefits, any change In the ac¬ 
crual of benefits, or any change In the rate 
at which benefits become nonforfeitable un¬ 
der the plan shall be adopted If a waiver 
under subsection (d) (1) or an extension of 
time under subsection (e) Is In effect with 
respect to the plan, or If a plan amendment 

described In subsection (c) (8) has been 
made at any time in the preceding 12 months 
(24 months for multiemployer plans). If a 
plan is amended In violation of the preceding 
sentence, any such waiver or extension of 
time shall not apply to any plan year ending 
on or after the date on which such amend¬ 
ment Is adopted. 

(2) Exception. Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to any plan amendment which— 

(A) The Secretary of Labor determines to 
be reasonable and which provides for only 
de minimis Increases in the liabilities of the 
plan, 

(B) Only repeals an amendment described 
In subsection (c) (8), or 

(C) Is required as a condition of qualifi¬ 
cation under this part. 
[Sec. 412(f) added by section 1013(a), Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 1974 
(88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(g) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; alternative 
minimum funding standard. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. • • • 

(g) Alternative minimum funding stand¬ 
ard—(1) In general. A plan which uses a 
funding method that requires contributions 
in all years not less than those required 
under the entry age normal funding method 
may maintain an alternative minimum 
funding standard account for any plan year. 
Such account shall be credited and charged 
solely as provided In this subsection. 

(2) Charges and credits to account. For a 
plan year the alternative minimum funding 
standard account shall be— 

(A) Charged with the sum of— 
(I) The lesser of normal cost under the 

funding method used under the plan or 
normal cost determined under the unit 
eredit method, 

(II) The excess. If any, of the present value 
of accrued benefits under the plan over the 
fair market value of the-assets, and 

(III) An amount equal to the excess (if 
any) of credits to the alternative minimum 
standard account for all prior plan years 
over charges to such account for all such 
years, and 

(B) Credited with the amount considered 
contributed by the employer to or under 
the plan for the plan year. 

(3) Special rules. The alternative mini¬ 
mum funding standard account (and Items 
therein) shall be charged or credited with 
Interest in the manner provided under sub¬ 
section (b) (5) with respect to the funding 
standard account. 

[Section 412(g) added by section 1013(a), 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
1974 (88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(h) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; exceptions. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. * • • 

(h) Exceptions. This section shall not ap¬ 
ply to— 

(1) Any profit-sharing or stock bonus 
plan, 

(2) Any Insurance contract plan described 
In subsection (1), 

(3) Any governmental plan (within the 
meaning of section 414(d)), 

(4) Any church plan (within the mean¬ 
ing of section 414(e)) with respect to which 
the election provided by section 410(d) has 
not been made, 

(5) Any plan which has not, at any time 
after the date of the enactment of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974, provided for employer contributions, 
or 

(6) Any plan established and maintained 
by a society, order, or association described 
In section 501(c) (8) or (9), If no part of 
the contributions to or under such plan are 
made by employers of participants In such 
plan. 

No plan described in paragraph (3), (4>, or 
(6) shall be treated as a qualified plan for 
purposes of section 401 (a) unless such plan 
meets the requirements of section 401(a) (7) 
as In effect on the day before the date of the 
enactment of the Employee Retirement In¬ 
come Security Act of 1974. 

[Section 412(h) added by section 1013(a), 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974 (88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(i) Statutory provisions; mini¬ 
mum funding standards; certain in¬ 
surance contract plans. 

Sec. 1.412. Minimum funding stand¬ 
ards. * • • 

(1) Certain insurance contract plans. A 
plan Is described in this subsection If— 

(1) The plan Is funded exclusively by the 
purchase of individual Insurance contracts. 

(2) Such contracts provide for level an¬ 
nual premium payments to be paid extending 
not later than the retirement age for each 
Individual participating In the plan, and 
commencing with the date the individual 
became a participant In the plan (or. In 
the case of an increase In benefits, com¬ 
mencing at the time such Increase be¬ 
comes effective), 

(3) Benefits provided by the plan are equal 
to the benefits provided under each contract 
at normal retirement age under the plan 
and are guaranteed by an insurance carrier 
(licensed under the laws of a State to do 
business with the plan) to the extent pre¬ 
miums have been paid. 

(4) Premiums payable for the plan year, 
and all prior plan years, under such contracts 
have been paid before lapse or there Is rein¬ 
statement of the policy, 

(5) No rights under such contracts have 
been subject to a security Interest at any 
time during the plan year, and 

(6) No policy loans are outstanding at 
any time during the plan year. 

A plan funded exclusively by the purchase 
of group Insurance contracts which Is deter¬ 
mined under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary or his delegate to have the same 
characteristics as contracts described In the 
preceding sentence shall be treated as a 
plan described In this subsection. 

[Section 412(1) added by sec. 1013(a), Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 1974 
(88 Stat. 914) ] 

§ 1.412(i)—1 Certain insurance contract 
plans. 

(a) In general. Under section 412(h)(2) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as 
added by section 1013(a) of the Emnloyee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (88 
Stat. 914) (hereinafter referred to as “the 
Act”), an insurance contract plan described 
in section 412(1) for a plan year Is not sub¬ 
ject to the minimum funding requirements 
of section 412 for that plan year. Conse¬ 
quently, If an individual or vroun Insurance 
contract Plan satisfies all of t*e reoulrements 
of paragraph (b) (21 or (c) (2) of this section, 
whichever are applicable, for the plan year, 
the plan Is not subiect to the reoulrements of 
section 412 for th»t plan vear. TV'e effective 
date for section 412 of the Code Is deter¬ 
mined u«der section 1017 of the Act. In gen¬ 
eral, in the case of a Plan w*>ich was not 
in existence on January 1, 1974, this section 
applies for plan years beginning after Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1974, and In the case of a plan In 
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existence on January l, 1974, to plan years 

beginning after December 31, 1975. 

(b) Individual Insurance contract plans. 
(1) An Individual insurance contract plan 

is described in section 413(1) during a plan 

year if the plan satisfies the requirements 

of paragraph (b) (3) of this section for the 

plan year. 
(2) The requirements of this paragraph 

are: 
(1) The plan must be funded exclusively 

by the purchase from a life insurance com¬ 

pany (licensed under the law of a State or 

the District of Columbia to do business with 
the plan) of individual annuity or individual 
Insurance contracts, or a combination 

thereof. The purchase may be made either 

directly by the employer or through the use 

of a custodial account or trust. 
(ii) The individual annuity or individual 

Insurance contracts issued under the plan 
must provide for level annual, or more fre¬ 

quent, payments to be paid for the period 

commencing with the date each individual 

participating in the plan became a partici¬ 

pant and ending not later than the normal 

retirement age far that individual or, if 

earlier, the date the individual ceases his 

participation in the plan. In the case of an 

Increase in benefits the contracts must pro¬ 

vide for level annual payments with respect 

to such increase to be paid for the period 
commencing at the time the increase 

becomes effective. If payment commences on 
the first payment date under the contract 

occurring after the date an individual 
becomes a participant or after the effective 

date at an Increase in benefits, the require¬ 

ments of this subdivision will be satisfied 

even though payment does not commence 
on the date on which the Individual’s par¬ 

ticipation commenced or on the effective 

date of the benefit increase, whichever is 

applicable. If an Individual accrues benefits 

after his normal retirement age, the require¬ 

ments of this subdivision are satisfied if pay¬ 

ment is made at the time such benefits 
accrue. If the provisions required by this 

subdivision are set forth in a separate agree¬ 

ment with the Issuer of the individual con¬ 

tracts, they need not be included, in the 

Individual contracts. 
(ill) The benefits provided by the plan 

for each individual participant must be 
equal to the benefits provided under his 

individual contracts at his normal retire¬ 

ment age uniter the plan provisions. 

(tv) The benefits provided by the plan 

for each individual participant must be 
guaranteed by the life insurance company, 

described in paragraph (b) (2) (1) of this 

section, issuing the individual contracts to 

the extent premiums have been paid. 

(v) Except as provided in the following 
sentence, all premiums payable for the plan 

year, and for all prior plan years, under the 

insurance or annuity contracts must have 
been paid before lapse. If the lapse has 

occurred during the plan year, the require¬ 

ments of this subdivision will be considered 

to have been met if reinstatement of the 

insurance policy, under which the Individual 

insurance contracts are issued, occurs during 

such year. 
(vi) No lights under the individual con¬ 

tracts may have been subject to a security 
interest at any time during the plan year. 

This subdivision shall not apply to contracts 

which have been distributed to participants 

if the security Interest is created after the 

date of distribution. 
(vil) No policy loans, including loans to 

individual participants, on any of the indi¬ 
vidual contracts may be outstanding at any 
time during the plan year. This subdivision 

mttmn mt apply to contracts which have been 

distributed to participants if the loan is 
made after the date of distribution. 

(c) Group insurance contract plans. (1) A 

group insurance contract plan is described in 

section 412(1) during a plan year if the plan 

satisfies the requirements of subparagraph 
(2) for the plan year. 

(2) The requirements of this subpara¬ 
graph are: 

(i) The plan must be funded exclusively 
by the purchase from a life Insurance com¬ 

pany, described in paragraph (b) (2) (i) of 

this section, of group annuity or group in¬ 

surance contracts, or a combination thereof. 

The purchase may be made either directly by 

the employer or through the use of a cus¬ 

todial account or trust. 

(li) In the case of a plan funded by a 

group Insurance contract or a group annuity 

contract the requirements of paragraph (b) 

(2) (ii) of this section must be satisfied by 

the group contract Issued under the plan. 
Thus, for example, each individual partici¬ 

pant’s benefits under the group contract 

must be provided for by level annual, or 

more frequent, payments equivalent to the 
payments required to satisfy such paragraph. 

The requirements of this subdivision will not 

be satisfied if benefits for any individual are 

not provided for by level payments made on 

his behalf under the group contract. 

(ill) The group annuity or group Insurance 

contract must satisfy the requirements of 

clauses (ill), (iv), (v). (vl), and (vil) of 

paragraph (b)(2). Thus, for example, each 

participant’s benefits provided by the plan 

must be equal to his benefits provided under 

the group contract at his normal retirement 
age. 

(iv) (A) If the plan is funded by a group 

annuity contract, the value of the benefits 

guaranteed by the insurance company Issu¬ 

ing the contract under the plan with respect 

to each participant under the contract must 

not be less than the value of such benefits 

which the cash surrender value would pro¬ 

vide for that participant under any individu¬ 

al annuity contract plan satisfying the re¬ 

quirements of paragraph (b) and delivered 

in the State where the principal office of the 
plan is located. 

(B) If the plan is funded by a group In¬ 

surance contract, the value of the benefits 

guaranteed by the Insurance company issu¬ 

ing the contract under the plan with respect 

to each participant under the contract must 

not be less than the value of such benefits 

which the cash surrender value would pro¬ 
vide for that participant under any individu¬ 

al insurance contract plan satisfying the re¬ 

quirements of paragraph (b) and delivered 

In the State where the principal office is 
located. 

(v) Under the group annuity or group in¬ 

surance contract, premiums or other con¬ 

sideration received by the Insurance com¬ 

pany (and, if a custodial account or trust 

is used, the custodian or trustee thereof) 

must be allocated to purchase individual 

benefits for participants under the plan. A 

plan which maintains unallocated funds in 

an auxiliary trust fund or which provides 

that an insurance company will maintain 

unallocated, funds in a separate account, 

such as a group deposit administration con¬ 

tract, does not satisfy the requirements of 

this subdivision. 

JPB Doc.75-3343 Piled 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Fanners Home Administration 

[ 7 CFR Part 1867] 

[FmHA Instruction 452.1] 

REAMORTIZING AND RENEWING 
OPERATING LOANS 

Proposed Revision 

Notice Is hereby given that the 
Farmers Home Administration has un¬ 

der consideration the revision of Part 
1867, Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (36 FR 17843 ; 37 FR 33628). 
The major proposed changes are as 
follows: 

1. A delinquent Operating loan note 
may be reamortized within seven years 
from the date of its execution. 

2. A delinquent Operating loan note 
may be renewed after the end of the 
seventh year from the date of its 
execution. 

3. An Operating loan note may be re¬ 
amortized or renewed when extra pay¬ 
ments or refunds have been made total¬ 
ing at least 10 percent of the balance 
owed on the note. 

4. Reamortized or renewed notes will 
be retained in the borrower’s case file. 

5. The interest rate will be the cur¬ 
rent rate in effect at the time of re¬ 
amortization or renewal. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, 
data or arguments to the Office of the 
Deputy Administrator Comptroller, 
Farmers Home Administration, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Room 5007, 
South Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
on or before March 10, 1975. All written 
submissions made pursuant to this no¬ 
tice will be made available for public in¬ 
spection at the Office of the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator Comptroller during regular 
business hours. (8:15 a.m.^4:45 p.m.) 
As proposed, Part 1867 is revised to read 
as follows: 

Part 1867—Reamortizing and Renewing 
Operating Loans 

Sec. 

1867.1 Introduction. 

1867.2 Definitions. 

1967.3 Eligibility requirements. 

1867.4 Reamortization and renewal pro¬ 
hibitions. 

1867.5 Rates and terms. 

1867.6 Security. 

1867.7 County Committee considerations. 
1867.8 Processing the renewal promissory 

note. 

1867.9 Approval authority. 

1867.10 Disposition of promissory notes. 

Authority : 7 UJ3.C. 1989; delegation of 

authority by the Secretary of Agriculture, 7 

CPR 2.23; delegation of authority by the 

Assistant Secretary for Rural Development, 
7 CFR 2.70. 

§ 1867.1 Introduction. 

All borrowers are expected to repay 
their Operating loans in accordance with 
the planned repayment schedules. How¬ 
ever, circumstances may occur which will 
not permit them to pay as scheduled or 
to refinance their loans with credit from 
other sources. This regulation prescribes 
the policy and procedure for reamortiz¬ 
ing or renewing Operating loans made 
under the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act. 

§ 1867.2 Definitions. 

(a) **Reamortize ” Reschedule the 
payments of an original note within 
seven years from the date of its execu¬ 
tion. 

(b) “Renew.” Reschedule the pay¬ 
ments of an original note after the end 
of the seventh year from the date of its 
execution. 
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§ 1867.3 Eligibility requirements. 

(a) Delinquent Operating loans. A de¬ 
linquent Operating loan note may be 
reamortized or renewed, as appropriate, 
when: 

(1) The borrower is unable to refi¬ 
nance his Operating loan indebtedness; 

(2) The borrower is making satisfac¬ 
tory progress under prevailing conditions 
in establishing his enterprise(s); 

(3) The inability of the borrower to 
pay his Operating loan note(s) on sched¬ 
ule was due to circumstances beyond his 
control, such as depressed prices; ad¬ 
verse weather conditions which ma¬ 
terially reduced income; accident or 
serious illness; substantial loss of live¬ 
stock or crops due to disease, pestilence, 
or catastrophe; major tenure adjust¬ 
ments, etc.; 

(4) The borrower’s plan for the next 
operating year (or typical year if the 
next year will not be typical) shows that 
he can realistically meet the terms of the 
proposed payment schedule on the re¬ 
amortized or renewed note(s) under the 
conditions which will likely prevail; and 

(5) The reasons for the delinquency 
and the justification for the reamortiza¬ 
tion or renewal are fully documented in 
the running case record. 

(b) Other Operating loans. An Oper¬ 
ating loan note, regardless of whether it 
is delinquent, may be reamortized or re¬ 
newed, as appropriate, when: 

(1) The borrower has made extra pay¬ 
ments or refunds, both totaling 10 per¬ 
cent or more of the principal balance of 
the note being reamortized or renewed; 

(2) The refund or extra payment will 
result in a significantly reduced income 
for the remaining period of the loan; 

(3) The borrower is unable to refi¬ 
nance his Operating loan indebtedness; 

(4) The borrower is making satisfac¬ 
tory progress undgr prevailing conditions 
In establishing his enterprise (s); 

(5) The borrower’s plan for the next 
operating year (or typical year if the 
next year will not be typical) shows that 
he can realistically meet the terms of the 
proposed payment schedule on the re¬ 
amortized or renewed note under the 
conditions which will likely prevail; 

(6) The approving official determines 
that the borrower cannot reasonably be 
expected to meet the repayment schedule 
In the original note(s); and 

(7) The Justification for the reamor¬ 
tization or renewal is fully documented 
in the running case record. 

§ 1867.4 Reamortization and renewal 
prohibitions. 

An Operating loan note will not be re¬ 
amortized or renewed when: 

(1) The account is being serviced or 
may be serviced in the near future by the 
State Office, or has been referred to the 
Office of the General Counsel or the U.S. 
Attorney; or 

(2) The rescheduling is solely for the 
purpose of improving the Farmers Home 
Administration’s (FmHA) record with 
respect to delinquencies. 

§ 1867.5, Rates and terms. 

(a) The interest rate will be the cur¬ 
rent rate in effect at the time Form 
FmHA 452-1, “Renewal Promissory 
Note,” is signed by the borrower. The 
unpaid accrued interest will be sched¬ 
uled in the first installment. In some 
cases this will affect the scheduling of the 
unpaid principal. 

(b) The repayment terms may include 
installments which are either unequal or 
equal, depending on the circumstances, 
and may also include a balloon install¬ 
ment when such arrangement is appro¬ 
priate to the borrower’s financial situa¬ 
tion. 

(c) The repayment period on a re¬ 
amortized note will not extend beyond 7 
years from the date of the original prom¬ 
issory note. 

(d) The repayment period on a re¬ 
newed note will not commence until after 
the end of the seventh year or extend 
beyond 12 years from the date of the 
original promissory note. 

(e) The repayment period on a re¬ 
amortized or renewed note will not ex¬ 
ceed the useful life of the security. 

§ 1867.6 Security. 

A new security instrument will not be 
obtained as a prerequisite to reamortiza¬ 
tion or renewal, unless required for other 
reasons. 

§ 1867.7 County committee considera¬ 
tions. 

Before the reamortization or renewal 
of an Operating loan note is processed, 
the County Supervisor will take into con¬ 
sideration recommendations of the 
County Committee as a result of: 

(a) The graduation review; 
(b) The annual review of delinquent 

and other problem cases; and 
(c) Consideration and certification of 

eligibility for any FmHA loan. 

§ 1867.8 Processing the renewal promis¬ 
sory note. 

A separate Form FmHA 452-1 will be 
prepared for each Operating loan note 
being reamortized or renewed. All parties 
who executed the note being reamortized 
or renewed will be required to execute 
Form FmHA 452-1, unless otherwise au¬ 
thorized by the State Director. 

(a) If the County Office is in posses¬ 
sion of the original note being reamor¬ 
tized or renewed, Form FmHA 452-1 will 
be processed in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of the guidelines for completing 
this form available in any FmHA office 
and this regulation. 

(b) If the County Office is not in pos¬ 
sesion of the original note being reamor¬ 
tized or renewed, the County Supervisor 
will request the Finance Office to have 
the note assigned to the insurance fund 
and returned to the County Office before 
processing Form FmHA 452-1. 

§ 1867.9 Approval Authority. 

Loan approval officials are hereby au¬ 
thorized to approve the reamortization 
or renewal of Operating loans subject to 
the policies within this regulation, and 

provided the principal amount owed on 
the Operating loan note being reamor¬ 
tized or renewed plus the outstanding 
total principal balance owed by the bor¬ 
rower on other Operating and Emer¬ 
gency loans does not exceed the loan 
approval official’s authority shown in 
Subpart B of Part 1810 of this Chapter. 

§ 1867.10 Disposition of promissory 
notes. 

The original and County Office copy 
of all notes that are reamortized or re¬ 
newed will be stamped “RENEWED, NOT 
PAID” or “REAMORTIZED, NOT 
PAID,” as appropriate, by the County 
Office and retained in the borrower’s case 
file. When a renewed or reamortized note 
has been paid in full or otherwise satis¬ 
fied, it will be handled in accordance 
with the provisions of Subpart A of Part 
1861 or Part 1864 of this Chapter. 

Dated: January 30,1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 
{PR Doc.75-3389 FUed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[ 7 CFR Part 1871] 

[FmHA Instruction 455.1] 

CHATTEL SECURITY 

Liquidation of Chattel Security and 
Related Actions 

Notice is hereby given that the Farm¬ 
ers Home Administration has under con¬ 
sideration a proposed amendment to 
Subpart B of Part 1871, Title 7, Code of 
Federal Regulations (36 FR 1118). The 
proposed change in § 1871.40(c) (3) will 
provide that the interest rate on Operat¬ 
ing and Emergency loans to be paid by an 
ineligible transferee will be the current 
interest rate in effect at the time the 
transfer is approved or the rate in the 
note(s) being assumed, whichever is 
greater. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposed 
amendment to the Deputy Administrator 
Comptroller, Farmers Home' Adminis¬ 
tration, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Room 5007, South Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, on or before 
March 10, 1975. All written submissions 
made pursuant to this notice will be 
made available for public inspection at 
the Office of the Deputy Administrator 
Comptroller during regular business 
hours. (8:15 a.m. to 4:45 p.m.) 

As proposed, § 1871.40(c) (3) will read 
as follows: 

§ 1871.40 Transfer of chattel security 

and EO property and assumption of 

debts not provided for in § 1871.39 

and release of liability. 

* • • • • 
(c) Transfer to ineligibles * * • 

* • • • • 
(3) FmHA debts assumed will be 

scheduled for repayment in amortized 
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installments not to exceed five years, 
using Form FmHA 460-5. Interest to the 
transferee for Operating and EM loans 
will be the current interest rate in effect 
at the time of approval of the transfer 
or the rate specified in the note(s) evi¬ 
dencing the loan(s) being assumed, 
whichever is the greater. The interest 
rate for EO loans will be 6 percent. The 
transferred property (including EO 
property) will be made subject to any 
existing lien in favor of FmHA or by 
execution of new lien instruments. 
(7 UJS.C. 1988; 42 UJS.C. 1480; 42 U.S.C. 2942; 
6 UJS.C. 301; See. 10 of PJL. 93-357, 88 Stat. 
392; delegation of authority by the Sec. of 
Agri., 7 CFR 2.23; delegation of authority by 
the Asst. Sec. for Rural Development, 7 CFR 
3.70; delegations of authority by Dir., OEO, 
99 FR 14764, 33 FB 9850) 

Dated: January 29,1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 
[FR Doc.76-3439 Filed 2-5-75:8:46 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Social Security Administration 

[20 CFR Part404] 

[Regulations No. 4] 

FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SURVIVORS, AND 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 

( 

Exclusion from Social Security Coverage of 
Certain Farm Rental Income Received by 
a Landowner or Tenant 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553) that the amendments to the regu¬ 
lations set forth in tentative form below 
are proposed by the Commissioner of 
Social Security, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. The proposed amendments reflect 
the provisions of section 10 of Pub. L. 
93-368, enacted August 7, 1974, which 
provide for the exclusion from social 
security coverage of farm rental income 
received by a landowner or tenant who 
turns over the management of his farm 
to an agent and does not himself mate¬ 
rially participate in the farm operation. 

Under present law, farm rental in¬ 
come is covered under social security if 
the rental arrangement provides that the 
landowner or tenant materially partici¬ 
pate in the production of the agricultural 
or horticultural commodities on his land 
and if there is material participation by 
the landowner or tenant. In determining 
whether the landowner’s or tenant’s 
actions contribute in a material way to 
the production of the commodities 
raised on his farm, his own actions plus 
actions of his agent are considered. 
Actions by an agent are attributed to the 
farm landowner or tenant, so that if the 
agent participates in the management 
and operation of the farm, the farm- 
owner or tenant is also deemed to be par¬ 
ticipating even though he does not per¬ 
sonally participate. 

A problem has arisen in the case of 

with a professional farm management 
company or other person who has the 
responsibility to choose a tenant and to 
manage and supervise the farm opera¬ 
tion. In such a situation, the landowner 
does not participate in the operation of 
the farm and views his income as invest¬ 
ment income rather than income from 
farm self-employment. 

Accordingly, the amendment provides 
that in such a situation the landowner 
would not be considered to participate in 
the operation of the farm. Therefore, 
his farm income would not count for 
social security purposes if he entered into 
an agreement with another person to 
manage or supervise the farm operation, 
including the selection of tenants, when 
there is in fact no participation on his 
part. 

Consideration will be given to any 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto which are submitted in writing 
in triplicate to the Commissioner of 
Social Security, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare Building, Fourth 
and Independence Avenue SW, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20201, on or before March 10, 
1975. The amendments will be effective 
upon final publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Copies of all comments received in re¬ 
sponse to this notice will be available for 
public inspection during regular busi¬ 
ness hours at the Washington Inquiries 
Section, Office of Public Affairs, Social - 
Security Administration, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, North 
Building, Room 4146, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201. 

The proposed regulations are to be is¬ 
sued under the authority of sections 
205(a), 211(a) (1), and 1102 of the Social 
Security Act, as amended, 53 Stat. 1368, 
as amended, 64 Stat. 502, as amended, 
49 Stat. 647, as amended; 42 U.S.C. 405 
(a), 411(a)(1), and 1302. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.803, Social Security—Retire¬ 
ment Insurance.) 

Dated: January 20,1975. 

J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: January 31,1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Secretary of Health, Education 

and Welfare. 

Subpart K—Employment—Wages—Self- 
Employment—Self-Employment Income 

Subpart K of Regulation No. 4 of the 
Social Security Administration, as 
amended (20 CFR Part 404), is further 
amended by revising paragraph (c) (5) 
and examples (5) and (6) in paragraph 
(c) (6) of S 404.1053 to read as follows: 

§ 404.1053 Rentals from real estate; 
material participation. 
* * • • 

(c) Special rule for “includible farm 
rental income?’ • • * 

— • • • • • 
(5) Employees or agents. Any arrange- 

agent of an owner or tenant and another 
person is considered an arrangement en¬ 
tered into by the owner or tenant for 
purposes of satisfying the requirement 
set forth in paragraph (c)(2) of this 
section that the income must be derived 
under an arrangement between the 
owner or tenant and another person. For 
purposes of determining whether the ar¬ 
rangement satisfies the requirement set 
forth in paragraph (c) (3) of this section 
that the parties contemplate that the 
owner or tenant Is to materially partici¬ 
pate in the production or management of 
production of a commodity: (i) for tax¬ 
able years ending after 1955 and be¬ 
ginning before January 1, 1974, services 
performed by such an employee or agent 
are considered services performed by the 
owner or tenant in determining the ex¬ 
tent to which the owner or tenant has 
participated in the production or man¬ 
agement of production of a commodity; 
(ii) for taxable years beginning after 
December 31, 1973, the activities (in¬ 
cluding services) of such an employee or 
agent shall not be considered as the ac¬ 
tivities (including services) of the owner 
or tenant in determining the extent to 
which the owner or tenant has partici¬ 
pated in the production or management 
of production of a commodity. 

(6) Examples * * * 

* • * • * 
Example 5. J owned a farm several 

miles from the town in which he lived. 
He rented the farm to K under an ar¬ 
rangement which contemplated J’s mate¬ 
rial participation in the management of 
production of wheat. J furnished one- 
half the seed and fertilizer and all the 
farm equipment and livestock. He em¬ 
ployed H to perform all the services In 
advising, consulting, and inspecting 
which were contemplated by the arrange¬ 
ment, effective with taxable years begin¬ 
ning after Deoember 31, 1973. J is not 
materially participating in the manage¬ 
ment of production of wheat by K. The 
work done by J’s employee, H, is not 
attributable to J In determining the ex¬ 
tent of J’s participation. J’s rental in¬ 
come from the arrangement is not to 
be Included in computing his net earn¬ 
ings from self -employment. 

Example 6. Assume the same facts as 
in the previous example except that J 
appointed the X Bank as his agent to 
enter into the rental arrangement with 
K and to perform the services which were 
contemplated by the arrangement, ef¬ 
fective with taxable years beginning after 
December 31, 1973. J is not materially 
participating in the management of pro¬ 
duction of wheat by K because the work 
done by X Bank is not attributable to 
J in determining the extent of J’s par¬ 
ticipation. J’s rental income from the 
arrangement would not be included In 
computing his net earnings from self- 
employment. 

• • * • * 

landowners who enter into an agreement ment entered into by an employee or [FR Doc.76-3425 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 
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Social and Rehabilitation Service 

[ 45 CFR Part 205 ] 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION—PUBLIC 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

Proposed Cost Allocation 

Notice is hereby given that the regu¬ 
lation set forth in tentative form below 
is proposed by the Administrator, Social 
and Rehabilitation Service, with the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of Health. Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. The proposed revi¬ 
sion is necessary as we found the existing 
regulation, 45 CFR 205.150 (published in 
the Federal Register on September 26, 
1973 (38 FR 26804)) deficient.in two 
areas: (1) The existing regulation pro¬ 
vides that no Federal financial partici¬ 
pation will be allowed in the costs of 
administration, services (excluding 
those purchased) and training if a State 
fails to submit a revised cost allocation 
plan within 3 months after a request by 
the SRS Regional Commissioner, and the 
regulation does not clearly provide for 
reinstatement of the disallowed expendi¬ 
tures upon receipt of an approved cost 
allocation plan. (2) It inadvertently 
provides that FFP will be based on the 
old plan even where the State submits 
a new plan within the prescribed three 
months. 

The proposal provides for deferring 
payment of any overstated portions of 
expenditures due to use of an outdated 
cost allocation plan until a new plan is 
filed with and approved by the SRS 
Regional Comr.Jssioner, rather than a 
total withdrawal of Federal financial 
participation ir all allocated expendi¬ 
tures as required under the existing reg¬ 
ulation. In addition, it places responsi¬ 
bility on the State to revise its cost allo¬ 
cation plan whenever it is outdated due 
to organizational changes within the 
State agency, changes in Federal law or 
regulations, or other similar changes, 
rather than only when the SRS Regional 
Commissioner requests a revised cost 
allocation plan. 

Prior to the adoption of the proposed 
regulation, consideration will be given 
to any comments, suggestions or objec¬ 
tions thereto which are received in writ¬ 
ing by the Administrator, Social and Re¬ 
habilitation Service, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, P.O. 
Box 2366, Washington, D.C. 20013, on or 
before March 10, 1975. Comments re¬ 
ceived will be available for public inspec¬ 
tion in room 5324 of the Department’s 
offices at 330 C Street, SW, Washington, 
D.C., on Monday through Friday of each 
week from 8:30 am to 5 pm (area code 
202-245-0950). 
(Section 1102, 49 Stat. 647 (42 U.S.O. 1302)) 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.707, Child Welfare Services; 
13.714, Medical Assistance Program; 13.724, 
Public Assistance—State and Local Train¬ 
ing; 13.748, Work Incentive Program—Child 
Care; 13.764, Public Assistance Social Serv¬ 

ices; 13.761, Public Assistance—Maintenance 
Assistance (State Aid)). 

Dated: December 16,1974. 

James S. Dwight, Jr„ 
Administrator, Social and 

Rehabilitation Service. 

Approved: January 31, 1975. 

Caspar W. Wienberger. 
Secretary. 

Section 205.150 of Part 205, Chapter 
n, Title 45, of the Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations is revised to read as set forth 
below: 

§ 205.150 Cost allocation. 

(a) State plan requirements. (1) (i) A 
State plan under Titles I, IV-A, IV-B, 
VI. X, XIV, XVI or XIX of the Social 
Security Act must provide that the Single 
State Agency will have an approved cost 
allocation plan on file with the SRS 
Regional Commissioner which identifies 
and describes the methods and proce¬ 
dures the State has established for prop¬ 
erly charging the costs of administration, 
services, and training activities under the 
plan in accordance with the Federal re¬ 
quirements set out in 45 CFR Part 74, 
Appendix C, and in Department and So¬ 
cial and Rehabilitation Service regula¬ 
tions and instructions. 

(ii) The cost allocation plan shall in¬ 
clude descriptions of the functions and 
activities by organizational units ;■ esti¬ 
mated costs for an annual period by or¬ 
ganizational units (unless specifically 
waived by the Regional Commissioner); 
and the basis used for allocating the vari¬ 
ous pools of costs to programs and acti¬ 
vities (with justification for each). 
The cost allocation plan must contain 
such other information as is necessary 
to document the validity of the cost allo¬ 
cation methods and precedures and must 
include methods and procedures for: 

(A) Allocating all such administrative 
costs of the State Department in which 
the State agency is located between Fed¬ 
eral and non-Federal programs; 

(B) Identifying, of the costs applica¬ 
ble to more than one of the Federal pro¬ 
grams, those applicable to each of the 
separate programs, in accordance with 
program classifications specified by the 
Secretary; and 

(C) Segregating costs in paragraph 
(a) (1) (ii) (B) of this section by service 
and income maintenance functions, 
where applicable, and by such other clas¬ 
sifications as are found necessary by the 
Secretary. 

(iii) The estimated costs are included 
solely to permit evaluation of the meth¬ 
ods of allocation, and therefore approval 
of the cost allocation plan shall not con¬ 
stitute approval of these estimated costs 
for use in calculating claims for Federal 
financial participation. 

(2) A State shall revise its cost allo¬ 
cation plan when the allocation method 
shown in the existing plan is outdated 
due to organizational changes within the 
State agency, changes in Federal law or 
regulations, or other similar changes. 

(b) Federal financial participation. 
(1) As a condition for receipt of Federal 
financial participation in administration, 
services and training for any quarterly 
period, a State’s claim for such expendi¬ 
tures must be in accord with a cost 
allocation plan on file with and approved 
by the Regional Commissioner for that 
period. 

(2) If a State falls to revise its cost 
allocation plan as required by paragraph 
(a) (2) of this section within the quarter 
that such changes are effective, the 
Regional Commissioner will defer pay¬ 
ment of any overstated portions of ex¬ 
penditures which he determines to result 
from the State using an outdated cost 
allocation method until the State has 
submitted a revised cost allocation plan 
which is approved by him and the State 
has revised its claim accordingly. 

(3) If a State does not have any cost 
allocation plan on file with the Regional 
Commissioner, payment will be made 
only for those costs of administration, 
services, and training which are entirely 
chargeable to a funption or activity 
within a given title having one rate of 
Federal financial participation. Payment 
for the remaining cost of administration, 
services and training which requires an 
allocation method, will be deferred until 
such time as a cost allocation plan has 
been submitted and is approved by the 
Regional Commissioner. 

(FR Doc.75-3422 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

[33 CFR Part 117] 

[OGD 75-035] 

FOX RIVER, WISC. 

Proposed Drawbridge Operation 
Regulations 

At the request of the City of Oshkosh, 
Wisconsin, the Coast Guard is consider¬ 
ing revising the regulations for the 4 
highway drawbridges across the Fox 
River and Portage Canal located within 
the City of Oshkosh, to provide periods 
during which the draws would not be re¬ 
quired to open for the passage of vessels. 
The periods are 11:45 a.m. to 12:15 pjn., 
12:45 p.m. to 1:15 p.m., and 3 p.m. to 5 
p.m. In addition, the draws would open 
from 12 midnight to 8 a.m. only if at 
least 4 hours notice is given. The draws of 
these bridges are presently required to 
open on signal. This change is being con¬ 
sidered because of increased vehicular 
traffic during the day and few vessel 
passages during the midnight to 8 a.m. 
period. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the this proposed rule making by submit¬ 
ting written data, views, or arguments to 
the Commander (oan). Ninth Coast 
Guard District, 1240 East 9th Street, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44199. Each person sub¬ 
mitting comments should Include his 
name and address, identify the bridge, 
and give reason for any recommended. 
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change in the proposal. Copies of all 
written communications received will be 
available for examination by interested 
persons at the office of the Commander, 
Ninth Coast Guard District. 

The Commander, Ninth Coast Guard 
District, will forward any comments re¬ 
ceived before March 7, 1975, with his 
recommendations to the Chief, Office of 
Marine Environment and Systems, who 
will evaluate all communications received 
and take final action on this proposal. 
The proposed regulations may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, be amended 
by adding a new paragraph (d) to 
$ 117.643 to read as follows: 

§ 117.643 Fox River and Portage Canal, 
Wis. 
• * * • * 

(d) Highway bridges at Oshkosh, Wis¬ 
consin 

(1) The owners of or agencies con¬ 
trolling the bridges shall provide the 
necessary drawtenders and properly 
maintain operating machinery to ensure 
the safe opening of the draws. 

(2) Signals. 
(i) The signal for opening the bridges 

shall be one long blast followed by one 
short blast of a whistle, horn or other 
sound producing device. 

(ii) The acknowledging signal from the 
drawtender when the draw shall open is 
one long blast followed by one short blast. 

(iii) When the draw cannot be opened, 
the drawtender shall sound four short, 
rapid blasts. 

(3) The draws shall be opened 
promptly on signal between the hours 
of 8 a.m. and 12 midnight except that 
on Monday through Friday from 11:45 
a.m. to 12:15 p.m., 12:45 pjn. to 1:15 
p.m., and 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. the draw need 
not open for the passage of vessels other 
than public vessels of the United States. 

(4) Between the hours of 12 midnight 
and 8 a.m., the draws of the bridges shall 
open for the passage of the vessels if at 
least four hours notice is given to the 
Winnebago County Highway Department 
(Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362, as amended, sec. 6(g) (2), 
80 Stat. 937 (33 U.S.C. 499, 49 U.S.C. 1665(g) 
(2)); 49 CFR 1.46(c)(5), 33 CFR 1.05-l(c) 

. (4)) 
Dated: January 30, 1975. 

R. I. Price, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 

Chief, Office of Marine En¬ 
vironment and Systems. 

[FR Doc.75-3471 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

Federal Aviation Administration 

[14 CFR Part 45] 

(Docket No. 14130; Notice No. 74-36AJ 

NATIONALITY AND REGISTRATION 
MARKS ON FIXED-WING AIRCRAFT 

Extension of Comment Period 

This notice extends the period for 
comments on notice 74-36 (published 
November 21, 1974; 39 FR 40862), pro¬ 

posing to regulate the size and location 
of registration marks on fixed-wing air¬ 
craft. The present comment period ter¬ 
minates on February 19, 1975. 

This extension of the comment period 
is provided in response to a petition sub¬ 
mitted by the Experimental Aircraft 
Association (EAA). The EAA states that 
additional time is needed because the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making is of 
great interest to its members and because 
it plans to publish the full text of the 
notice in the January issue of its publica¬ 
tion, “Sport Aviation.” The EAA expects 
that its publication of the notice will re¬ 
sult in numerous pertinent comments 
from its readers, inasmuch as the pro¬ 
posals therein will have a direct affect on 
their.operations. The Experimental Air¬ 
craft Association requests that the period 
for comment be extended 30 days to 
March 19, 1975. 

The FAA agrees that the members of 
the EAA have a particular interest in 
this notice because they build, own, and 
operate many types of aircraft which will 
be subject to the proposed rule. More¬ 
over, the EAA submitted the original 
petition which led to the development of 
this notice, and we expect the EAA to 
contribute many useful and pertinent 
comments. Accordingly, we conclude that 
the public interest will be served by 
granting the extension. Further, we do 
not believe that granting the exemption 
will have any adverse effect on safety 
nor appreciably delay the completion of 
this regulatory action. 

I find that tin petitioners have shown 
a substantive interest in the proposed 
amendment, that good cause exists for an 
extension of the comment period until 
March 19, 1975, and that the extension 
is consistent with the public interest. 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
(14 CFR 11.45), the closing date for pub¬ 
lic comment on notice 74-36 is extended 
to March 19, 1975. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 29. 1975. 

R. P. Skully, 
Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 
(FR Doc.75-3344 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-52] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
alter the control zone and transition area 
at Escanaba, Michigan. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Direc¬ 
tor, Great Lakes Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon 

Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. All 
communications received on or before 
March 10, 1975, will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendments. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. Any data, 
views, or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record 
for consideration. The proposals con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Great 
Lakes Region, Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Illinois 60018. 

A review of controlled airspace at Es¬ 
canaba, Michigan, indicates the airspace 
should be changed to conform with 
present operation. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.171 (39 FR 354), the following 
control zone is amended to read: 

Escanaba, Michigan 

Within a 5-mile radius of Delta County Air¬ 
port (Latitude 45‘43'26” N., Longitude 
87“05'56” W.); within 3 miles each side of 
the Escanaba VORTAC 007°, 101°, and 266° 
radials, extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles north, east and west of the 
VORTAC. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is amended to read: 

Escanaba, Michigan 

That airspace extending from 700 feet 
above the surface within a 6 mile radius of 
the Delta County Airport (Latitude 45°43'- 
25” N„ Longitude 87*05'56” W ); that air¬ 
space extending from 1200 feet above the sur¬ 
face within a 19-mile radius of Escanaba 
VORTAC, excluding that portion which over- 
lies the Marquette, Michigan transition area 
and that portion south of the 45°45' parallel. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348), and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on Jan¬ 
uary 13,1975. 

R. O. Ziegler, 
Acting Director, 

Great Lakes Region. 
fFR Doc.75-3352 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

^ [ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 
[Airspace Docket No. 75-GL-2] 

CONTROL ZONE 

Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
Is considering amending Part 71 of the 
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Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a control zone at Waukesha, 
Wisconsin. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Great Lakes Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 2300 East Devon Avenue, 
Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division, 
Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. All communi¬ 
cations received on or before March 10, 
1975, will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Di¬ 
vision Chief. Any data, views, or argu¬ 
ments presented during such conferences 
must also be submitted in writing in ac¬ 
cordance with this notice in order to be¬ 
come part of the record for considera¬ 
tion. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Great 
Lakes Region, Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Illinois 60018. 

A non-federal tower has been estab¬ 
lished on the Waukesha County Airport. 
The tower has official weather report¬ 
ing capability. All requirements for a 
control zone have been met and one has 
been requested by the airport manager. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.171 (39 FR 354), the following 
control zone is added: 

Waukesha, Wisconsin 

Within a 5 mile radius of the Waukesha 
County Airport (Latitude 43°02'25" N., Lon¬ 
gitude 88°14’00" W.); within 2% miles each 
side of the 272* bearing from the airport 
extending from the 5 mile radius area to 5.5 
miles west. This control zone shall be effec¬ 
tive during the specific dates and times es¬ 
tablished in advance by a notice to Airmen, 
The effective date and time will thereafter 
be continuously published in the Airman’s 
Information Manual. 

This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348), and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on Jan¬ 
uary 13, 1975. 

R. O. Ziegler, 
Acting Director, 

Great Lakes Region. 
[FR Doc.75-3351 FUed 2-6-75:8:45 am] 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74—GL-55] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
alter the control zone and transition area 
at Ironwood, Michigan. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Great Lakes Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. All 
communications received on or before 
March 10, 1975, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ments. No public hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements for 
informal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. Any data, views, 
or arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposals contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 2300 East 
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 
60018. 

The instrument approach procedures 
for the Gogebic County Airport have been 
revised. This requires a change in the 
controlled airspace required to protect 
the procedures. Accordingly it is neces¬ 
sary to alter the Ironwood, Michigan, 
control zone and transition area to ade¬ 
quately protect aircraft executing the 
revised procedures. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.171 (39 FR 354), the following 
control zone is amended to read: 

Ironwood, Michigan 

Within a 6y2-niUe radius of Gogebic 
County Airport (Latitude 46°31'32'' N., 
Longitude 90°07'54'' W.): within 3 miles 
each side of the Ironwood VORTAC 258* 
radial, extending from the 6*4-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles west of the VORTAC. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is amended to read: 

Ironwood, Michigan 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 13-mile ra¬ 

dius of the Gogebic County Airport (Lati¬ 
tude 46<,31'32'' N„ Longitude 90*07'54” W ); 
within 3 miles each Bide of the 272* radial, 
extending from the 13-mlle radius to 15 
miles west of the Ironwood VORTAC and 
that airspace extending upward from 1200 
feet above the surface within a 24-mile ra¬ 
dius of the Ironwood VORTAC excluding the 
portion in the State of Wisconsin. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348), and of section 6(c) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on 
January 14,1975. 

. H. W. POGGEMEYER, 
Acting Director, 

Great Lakes Region. 
[FR Doc.75-3353 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 75—GL-41] 

TRANSITION AREA 

Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a transition area at East 
Liverpool. Ohio. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they mav desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director. Great Lakes Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue, Des Plaines. Illinois 60018.* All 
communications received on or before 
March 10, 1975, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for in¬ 
formal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. Any data, views 
or arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for ex¬ 
amination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 2300 East 
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois. 

A new instrument approach procedure 
has been developed for the Columbiana 
County Airport, East Liverpool, Ohio. 
Consequently, it is necessary to provide 
controlled airspace protection for air¬ 
craft executing this new approach proce¬ 
dure by designating a transition area at 
East Liverpool, Ohio. 
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In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In S 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is added: 

East Liverpool, Ohio 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 

of the Columbiana County Airport (Latitude 
40°40'24” N.. Longitude 80«88'30" W.); with¬ 
in 3 miles each side of the 070° bearing from 
the airport, extending from the 5-mile radius 
area to 8.5 miles east of the airport, exclud¬ 
ing that portion which overlies the Beaver 
Falls, PA transition area. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307 (a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348), and 

of section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on Jan¬ 
uary 20,1975. 

H. W. POGGEMEYER, 
Acting Director, 

Great Lakes Region. 

[FR Doc.75-3354 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

, Office of the Secretary 

[Dept, circular—Public Debt Series No. 4-75] 

TREASURY BONDS OF 1995-2000 

Redesignation 

January 31,1975. 
Hie Secretary of the Treasury an¬ 

nounced on January 30, 1975, that the 
interest rate on the bonds described in 
Department Circular—Public Debt Se¬ 
ries—No. 4-75, dated January 23, 1975, 
will be 7% percent per annum. Accord¬ 
ingly, the bonds are hereby redesignated 
7% percent Treasury Bonds of 1995-2000. 
Interest on the bonds will be payable at 
the rate of 7ys percent per annum. 

John K. Carlock, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-3385 Piled 2-5-75:8:45 am[ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[Colorado 011369] 

WESTERN SLOPE GAS CO. 

Pipeline Application 

January 29,1975. 
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 

to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as amended (30 
U.S.C. 185), Northwest Pipeline Corpora¬ 
tion, P.O. Box 1526, Salt Lake City. Utah 
84110, has applied for a right of way for 
installation of the Rocky Mountain Ex¬ 
change Meter Station Site across the fol¬ 
lowing lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridan, Colorado 

T. 8 8.. R. 103 W.. 
Bee. 29, NEV4SWV4 in Mesa County, Colo¬ 
rado. ' 

The facility is necessary for the meter¬ 
ing and regulation of natural gas moving 
through an already existing and ap¬ 
proved pipeline system. 

The purposes of this notice are: to 
inform the public that the Bureau of 
Land Management will be proceeding 
with the preparation of environmental 
and other analyses necessary for deter¬ 
mining whether the application should be 
approved and, if so, under what terms 
and conditions; to allow Interested par¬ 
ties to comment on the application, and 
to allow any persons asserting a claim to 
the lands or having bona fide objections 
to the proposed meter station right of 
way to file their objections in this office. 
Any person asserting a claim to the lands 

or having bona fide objections must in¬ 
clude evidence that a copy thereof has 
been served on the applicant. 

Any comment, claim, or objections 
must be filed with the Chief, Branch of 
Land Operations, Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Colorado State Office, Room 
700, Colorado State Bank Building, 1600 
Broadway, Denver, Colorado 80202, on 
or before March 10,1975. 

Everett K. Weedin, 
Chief, Branch of Land Operations. 

[FR Doc.75-3341 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

[Wyoming 49372] 

WYOMING 

Notice of Application 

January 29, 1975. 
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 

to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185), 
Stauffer Chemical Company of Wyoming 
has applied for a natural gas pipeline 
right-of-way across the following lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 

T. 21 N., R. 99 W., 
Sec. 34, S%S%. 

The pipeline will convey natural gas from 
the Kemmerer Well, Unit No. 4. In the 8W%, 
sec. 33 to an existing pipeline in the SWV4, 
sec. 35, all in T. 21 N„ R. 99 W., 6th Principal 
Meridian, Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved and, 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should send their name and 
address to the District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 1869, 
Rock Springs, WY 82901. 

Philip C. Hamilton, 
Chief, Branch of Lands and 

Minerals Operations. 
[FR Doc.75-3427 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Wyoming 49376] 

WYOMING 

Notice of Application 

January 29, 1975. 
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 

to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920, as amended (30 UJ3.C. 185), 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation has ap¬ 

plied for a natural gas pipeline across 
the following lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 

T. 26 N., R. 113 W., 
Sec. 2, lots 13 and 14. 

The pipeline will convey natural gas from 
the Green River Bend #51-1 well in the 
NWV4SW&, sec. 1 to an existing pipeline In 
Lot 14, sec. 2, all In T. 26 N„ R. 113 W., 6th 
P.M., Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to Inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applicatior should be approved and, 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should send their name and 
address to the District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management. P.O. Box 1869, 
Rock Springs, WY 82901. 

Philip C. Hamilton, 
Chief, Branch of Lands and 

Minerals Operations. 
[FR Doc.75-3426 Filed 2-5-75:8:46 am] 

Geological Survey 

PLATFORMS, STRUCTURES AND 
ASSOCIATION EQUIPMENT 

Revision of OCS Order No. 8, Gulf of Mexico 
Area 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 75-1792, appearing at page 
3220 in the issue of Tuesday, January 21, 
1975, in the third column of page 3322, 
under paragraph “(8) Electrical Equip¬ 
ment/’ the paragraphs that appear im¬ 
mediately after paragraph (a), begin¬ 
ning with paragraph “1. Description of 
operations.” through the first full para¬ 
graph of the first column of page 3323, 
beginning with “Prior to burning • • 
should be transposed to appear immedi¬ 
ately after paragraph “B. Simultaneous 
facility operations.” in the first column 
of page 3323. 

Office of Hearings and Appeals 

[Docket No. M 75-66] 

L & M. COAL CO., INC. ET AL 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that In accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301(c) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c) 
(1970), L. & M. Coal Company, Inc. et al. 
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have filed a petition to modify the ap¬ 
plication of 30 CFR 75.1201 to the fol¬ 
lowing mines located in Lee County, 
Virginia: 

L. Ji M. Coal Co., Inc- Mo. 2 Ulna 
Glen wood Coal Co_ Mo. 1 Mine 
H. & R. Coal Co., Inc_ Mo. 1 Mine 
Bee Coals, Ltd_ No. 1 Mine 
C. & C. Coal Co_ No. 1 Mine 
Lawrence F. Williams Coal 

Co., Inc_ No. 1 Mine 

30 CFR 75.1201 provides: 
Such [mine] map shall be made or certified 

by a registered engineer or a registered sur¬ 
veyor of the State in which the mine Is 
located. 

In support of their petition to secure 
a waiver of Section 75.1201, Petitioners 
state: 

(1) Due to a shortage of certified engineers 
in the Lee County, Virginia area, Petitioners 
have utilized the services of a person who has 
experience, but not a degree, in engineering. 
The materials prepared by this individual 
were certified and accepted by the Mining 
Enforcement and Safety Administration dur¬ 
ing the period from July, 1971, to September, 
1974. On September 25,1974, Petitioners were 
Issued notices at violation for failure to have 
mine maps which were made or certified by 
a registered engineer or a registered surveyor. 

(2) Petitioners’ employee has experience 
in all phases of mine engineering including: 
planning, projection, mapping, surveying, 
and plotting. In addition, this individual is 
certified by the State of Virginia as a mine 
foreman for both deep and surface mines. 

(3) Petitioner’s alternate method of em¬ 
ploying a person who is not an engineer to 
supplement and revise mine maps will at 
aU times guarantee no less than the same 
measure of protection afforded by the appli¬ 
cation of the mandatory standard. 

Persons interested In this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before March 10, 
1975. Such requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies 
of the petition are available for inspec¬ 
tion at that address. 

James R. Richards, 
Director, 

Office of Hearings and Appeals. 

January 27, 1975. 
|FR Doc.75-3429 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Farmers Home Administration 
(Designation Number A133] 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has 
found that a general need for agricul¬ 
tural credit exists in Clarion County, 
Pennsylvania, as a result of a natural 
disaster consisting of a hailstorm, wind, 
and rain on September 9,1974. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for Emergency 

loans, pursuant to the provisions of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop¬ 
ment Act, as amended by Pub. L. 93-237, 
and the provisions of 7 CFR 1832.3(b) 
including the recommendation of Gov¬ 
ernor Milton J. Shapp that such desig¬ 
nation be made. 

Applications for Emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than March 21, 1975, for physical losses 
and October 21, 1975, for production 
losses, except that qualified borrowers 
who receive initial loans pursuant to this 
designation may be eligible for subse¬ 
quent loans. The urgency of the need for 
loans in the designated area makes it 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give advance notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and invite public par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 30th 
day of January, 1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 
[FR Doc.75-3388 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

(Designation Number A132] 

INDIANA 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has found 
that a general need for agricultural credit 
exists in the following counties in 
Indiana: 
Greene Marshall 
Hamilton Parke 
Lawrence 

The Secretary has found that this need 
exists as a result of a natural disaster 
shown on the attached sheet. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as -eligible for Emer¬ 
gency loans, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act, as amended by Pub. L. 
93-237, and the provisions of 7 CFR 
1832.3(b) including the recommendation 
of Governor Otis R. Bowen that such 
designation be made. 

Applications for Emergency loans must 
be reecived by this Department no later 
than March 21, 1975, for physical losses 
and October 21, 1975, for production 
losses, except that qualified borrowers 
who receive initial loans pursuant to this 
designation may be eligible for subse¬ 
quent loans. The urgency of the need for 
loans in the designated areas makes it 
Impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give advance notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and invite public 
participation. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 31st 
day of January, 1975. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration. 

Indiana, 6 CountUi, 1974 

County Excessive 
rainfall 

Drought Frost 

Ctnm.__ Apr. 15 to 
June 22. 

June 23 to 
Sept. 10. 

Oct. 2. 

Hamilton._ Apr. 1 to 
June 22. 

June 20 to 
Aug. 15. 

Oct 1 to X 

Lawrence_ May 10 to 
June 12 
(flood¬ 
ing). 

June 13 to 
July 28. 

Sept. 15. 

Marshall.__ May 1 to 
June 15. 

June 1 to 
Sept. 15. 

Sept. 23. 

Parke. Jan. 1 to 
June 22 
(flood¬ 
ing). 

June 23 to 
July 2A 

Oct. 3. 

(FR Doc.75-3442 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

Forest Service 

CLEAR CREEK PLANNING UNIT 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Clear 
Creek Planning Unit, Gifford Pinchot 
National Forest, Washington. USDA-FS- 
R6-DES- (Adm) -75-08). 

The environmental statement con¬ 
cerns a revised land use plan for the 
Clear Creek Planning Unit. The proposed, 
action describes how the various re¬ 
sources of the Unit would be used and 
what the output for each resource is ex¬ 
pected to be. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on January 29, 
1975. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 
USD A, Forest Service, South Agriculture 

Bldg., Room 3231, 12tb St. & Independence 
Ave., 8W., Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Gifford Pinchot National Forest, 500 West 
12th Street, Vancouver, Washington 98660. 

USD A, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest 
Region, 319 Southwest Pine 8treet, Port¬ 
land, Oregon 97204. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super¬ 
visor, Spencer T. Moore, Gifford Pinchot 
National Forest, 500 West 12th Street, 
Vancouver, Washington 98660. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, state 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public 
and from state and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested spe¬ 
cifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Spencer T. 
Moore, Forest Supervisor, Gifford Pin¬ 
chot National Forest, 500 West 12th 
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Street, Vancouver, Washington 98660. 
Comments must be received by March 31, 
1975 in order to be considered in the 
preparation of the final environmental 
statement. 

January 29,1975. 
Robert R. Tyrrel, 

Director, Planning, 
Programing and Budgeting. 

[FR Doc.76-3418 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 ami 

Office of the Secretary 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON HOG 
CHOLERA ERADICATION 

Notice of Determination 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture proposes to establish 
the Advisory Committee on Hog Cholera 
Eradication for a 2-year period. The 
Secretary has determined that estab¬ 
lishment of the Committee is in the 
public interest in connection with the 
duties imposed on the Department by 
law. 

The purpose of the Committee will be 
to advise the Secretary regarding pro¬ 
gram operations and measures to pre¬ 
vent, suppress, control or eradicate hog 
cholera. Membership will include repre¬ 
sentatives of the swine and related in¬ 
dustries, State and local government 
agencies, professional and scientific 
groups, an officer or employee of the De¬ 
partment, and the general public. 

This notice is given in compliance 
with Pub. L. 92-463. Views and com¬ 
ments of interested persons may be sub¬ 
mitted to the Administrator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, South 
Building, Room 312-E, Washington, D.C. 
20250, until February 24, 1975. All writ¬ 
ten submissions made pursuant to this 
notice will be made available for public 
inspection at the Federal Building, 6505 
Belcrest Road, Room 705, Hyattsville, 
Maryland 20782, during regular hours of 
business (8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday to 
Friday, except holidays) in a manner 
(Convenient to the public business (7 
CFR 1.27(b)). 

Joseph R. Wright, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for 

Administration. 
February 3, 1975. 
[FR Doc.75-3443 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 ami 

Soil Conservation Service 

UPPER BRUSHY CREEK WATERSHED, 
ALABAMA 

Availability of Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; Part 1500 of the Council on En¬ 
vironmental Quality Guidelines (38 FR 
20550, August 1, 1973); and Part 650 of 
the Soil Conservation Service Guidelines 
39 FR 19650, June 3,1974); the Soil Con¬ 
servation Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental impact statement for the 
Upper Brushy Creek Watershed Project, 

Alabama, USDA-SCS-EIS-WS-(ADM)- 
75-l-(D)-AL. 

The environmental impact statement 
concerns a plan for watershed protection, 
flood prevention, and drainage. The 
planned works of improvement include 
conservation land treatment, supple¬ 
mented by 7.2 miles of channel work and 
one grade stabilization structure. The 
channel work will involve enlargement by 
excavation to provide a more efficient and 
unrestricted stream flow in a flatland 
watershed that is about 60 percent agri¬ 
cultural cropland and pastureland. Of the 
7.2 miles of work proposed on existing 
streams or channels, none involves 
streams with perennial flow. There is 
practically no defined channel on 5.8 
miles of which one-half involves ponded 
water and the rest ephemeral or inter¬ 
mittent flow. The balance of 1.4 miles is 
manmade or previously modified chan¬ 
nels which involves ponded water and 
ephemeral flow. 

A limited supply of copies is available 
at the following location to fill single 
copy requests: 
Soil Conservation Service, USDA, 138 South 

Oay Street, Auburn, Alabama 36830. 

Copies of the draft environmental im¬ 
pact statement have been sent for com¬ 
ment to various federal, state, and local 
agencies as outlined in the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines. Com¬ 
ments are als<5 invited from others hav¬ 
ing knowledge of or special expertise on 
environmental impacts. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action or requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to W. B. 
Lingle, State Conservationist, Soil Con¬ 
servation Service, 138 South Gay Street, 
Auburn, Alabama 36830. 

Comments must be received on or be¬ 
fore April 1, 1975, in order to be con¬ 
sidered in the preparation of the final 
environmental impact statement. 

Dated: January 30,1975. 

William B. Davey, 
Deputy Administrator for 

Water Resources Soil Con¬ 
servation Service. 

[FR Doc.75-3419 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

COMPUTER PERIPHERALS, COMPONENTS 
AND RELATED TEST EQUIPMENT TECH¬ 
NICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Partially Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App. I (Supp. m, 1973), and Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-63 
(Revised), Advisory Committee Manage¬ 
ment, effective May 1, 1974, notice was 
given (40 FR 2458) of a meeting of the 
Computer Peripherals, Components and 
Related Test Equipment Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee to be held Thursday, 
February 20, 1975, in Room 5230, Main 
Commerce Building, 14th and Constitu¬ 

tion Avenue, NW Washington, D.C. 
20230. The time of the meeting was in¬ 
advertently omitted. The meeting will 
begin at 9:30 a.m. 

Date: January 29,1975. 
Rauer H. Meyer, 

Director, Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade. 

[FR Doc.75-3414 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

ELECTRONIC INSTRUMENTATION 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Partially Closed Meeting and Correction 

- Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
App. I (Supp. HI, 1973), and Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-63 
(Revised), Advisory Committee Manage¬ 
ment, effective May 1, 1974, notice was 
given (40 FR 3485) of a meeting of the* 
Electronic Instrumentation Technical 
Advisory Committee to be held Tuesday, 
February 25, 1975, at 9:30 a.m. in Room 
5230, Main Commerce Building, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. The Notice of Determination, 
approved by the Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Administration and the 
delegate of the General Counsel of the 
Department of Commerce on December 
16, 1974 and December 12, 1974 respec¬ 
tively, to close a portion of such meeting 
to the public, was incorrectly published 
and should read as set forth below. 

Dated: January 29,1975. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of Export Ad¬ 

ministration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade. 
Notice of Deter min atton 

In response to written requests of repre¬ 
sentatives of a substantial segment of the 
electronic Industry, the Electronic Instru¬ 
mentation Technical Advisory Committee 
was established by the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce pursuant to section 5(s)(l) of the 
Export Administration Act of 1969, 60 U.S.C. 
App. Section 2404(c)(1) (Supp. m, 1973), 
as amended. Public Law No. 93-500, section 
5(b) (October 29, 1974), to advise the De¬ 
partment of Commerce with respect to ques¬ 
tions involving technical matters, worldwide 
avaUability, and actual utilization of pro¬ 
duction and technology, and licensing proce¬ 
dures which may affect the level of export 
controls applicable to electronic Instru¬ 
mentation, Including technical data related 
thereto, and including those whose export is 
subject to multilateral (COCOR) controls. 

The Committee, which currently has eleven 
members representing industry and eight 
members representing government agencies, 
will terminate no later than October 23.1975, 
unless extended by the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce. All members of the Committee have 
the appropriate security clearance. 

The Committee's activities are conducted 
In accordance with the provisions of section 
6(c) (1) of the Export Administration Act of 
1969, as amended, the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act, 6 D8.C. App. I 
(Supp. m, 1973), and Office of Management 
and Budget Circular A-63 (Revised). Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management, effective 
May 1, 1974. Section 10 of the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act provides, among other 
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things, that the meetings of advisory com¬ 
mittees are to be open to the public, and to 
piddle participation, unless the bead gf the 
agency (or his delegate) to which the oom- 
mlttee reports determines In writing that all, 
or some portion, of the agenda of the meet¬ 
ing of the committee is concerned with mat¬ 
ters listed In section 662(b) of Title 6 of the 
United States Code. 

Section 662(b) (1) of Title 5, United States 
Code, provides that Information may be 
withheld from the public If It concerns mat¬ 
ters specifically required by Executive Order 
to be kept secret in the Interest of the na¬ 
tional defense or foreign policy. 

Notices of Determination authorizing the 
closing of meetings, or portions thereof, of 
the Electronic Instrumentation Technical 
Advisory Committee and Its formal subcom¬ 
mittees, dealing with security classified mat¬ 
ters, were approved on March 12, 1974 for the 
Committee’s first meeting on April 9, 1974; 
on April 25. 1974, for the meeting of May 9, 
1974; and on May 28, 1974, covering a series 
of meetings for the period May 28, 1974 

.through January 8,1975. 
In order to provide advice to the Depart¬ 

ment under the terms of its charter, the 
Committee and formal subcommittees there¬ 
of will continue to hold a series of meetings 
dealing with the matters set forth In the 
first paragraph of this Determination. These 
meetings will Include discussions of the 
COCOM control list as It relates to the com¬ 
modities and technical data under its pur¬ 
view, and with the foreign availability of 
these commodities and technical data. In 
addition, the Committee and Its formal sub¬ 
committees will be preparing recommenda¬ 
tions for the Department’s consideration re¬ 
lating to the UB. Government’s negotiating 
position on COCOM-related matters. Much 
of the Information relating to the COCOM 
control list, as well as proposed changes, is 
now or will be security classified for national 
security or foreign policy reasons, pursuant 
to Executive Order No. 11662, 3 C.F.R. 339 
(1974). In order for the Committee and its 
formal subcommittees to provide required 
advice to the UB. Government, It will be 
necessary to provide the Committee and Its 
formal subcommittees with such classified 
material. Therefore, the portions of the se¬ 
ries of meetings of the Committee and of 
subcommittees thereof that will Involve dis¬ 
cussions of matters specifically authorized 
under criteria established by an executive 
order to be kept secret In the Interest of na¬ 
tional defense or foreign policy and are In 
fact properly classified pursuant to such ex¬ 

ecutive order, must be closed to the public. 
The remaining portions of the series of meet¬ 

ings will be open to the public. 
Accordingly, I hereby determine, pursuant 

to section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 

Committee Act that those portions of the 
series of meetings of the Committee and of 
any subcommittees thereof, dealing with 

the aforementioned classified materials shall 

be exempt, for the period January 4, 1975, to 
October 22, 1975, from the provisions of 

section 10(a) (1) and (a) (3), relating to open 

meetings and public participation therein, 
because the Committee and subcommittee 

discussions will be concerned with matters 

listed in section 652(b) (1) of Title 6, United 
States Code. The remaining portions of the 

meetings will be open to the public. 

Dated: December 16,1974. 

Gtrr W. Chamberlin, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for Administration. 

Alfred Meisner, 
Acting General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.76-3418 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

COHANZICK ZOO, BRIDGETON, NJ. 

Withdrawal of Permit Application for 
Marine Mammals 

On February 26,1974, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
7476), that an application had been filed 
with the National Marine Fisheries Serv- . 
ice by the Cohanzick Zoo, Cumberland 
County, Bridgeton, New Jersey 08302, for 
a public display permit to take one (1) 
California sea lion (Zalophus calif or- 
nianus). 

Notice is hereby given that the Cohan¬ 
zick Zoo has requested to withdraw the 
application, and that the request to with¬ 
draw was acknowledged and accepted 
without prejudice by the National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service on January 27, 
1975. 

Dated: January 30, 1975. 

Robert F. Hutton, 
Acting Director, 

National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc.76-8402 FUed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

LLOYD SMALLEY 

Issuance of Permit for Marine Mammals 

On October 31, 1974, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
38403) that an application had been 
filed with the National Marine Fisheries 
Service by Lloyd Smalley, 212 Belle Ave¬ 
nue, San Rafael, California 94901, to take 
an unspecified number of beached and 
stranded California sea lions (Zalophus 
calif or nianus), harbor seals (Phoca vitu- 
Una), and northern elephant seals 
(Mirounga angustirostris) from the 
beaches of California for the purposes of 
rehabilitating the animals and returning 
them to their natural habitat. This ap¬ 
plication was for the purpose of scientific 
research. 

Notice is hereby given that on Jan¬ 
uary 31, 1975, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
issued a Permit to Lloyd Smalley, sub¬ 
ject to certain conditions set forth there¬ 
in. The Permit authorizes the taking of 
up to twenty-five (25) of the above re¬ 
quested marine mammals in any combi¬ 
nation each year through calendar year 
1979, provided no more than ten animals 
are maintained at any one time. The 
Permit is available for review by inter¬ 
ested persons in the office of the Director, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Washington, D.C. 20235, and in the Office 
of the Regional Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Southwest 
Region, 300 South Ferry Street, Termi¬ 
nal Island, California 90731. 

Dated: January 31, 1975. 

John W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director, 

National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc.75-3396 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

PAUL J. PONGANIS 

Issuance of Permit for Marine Mammals 

On November 18, 1974 notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
40522), that an application had been filed 
with the National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice by Paul J. Ponganis, Division of Nat¬ 
ural Sciences, Coastal Marine Labora¬ 
tory, University of California, Santa 
Cruz, California 95064, for a scientific 
research permit to take twelve (12) Pa¬ 
cific white-sided dolphins (Lagenorhyn- 
chus obliquidens), removing up to four 
(4) muscle tissue samples from each 
dolphin. 

Notice is hereby given that, on Janu¬ 
ary 31, 1975, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), 
the National Marine Fisheries Service is¬ 
sued a Permit for the above mentioned 
taking to Paul. J. Ponganis, subject to 
certain conditions set forth therein. The 
Permit is available for review by inter¬ 
ested persons in the Office of the Direc¬ 
tor, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Washington, D.C. 20235, and in the Office 
of the Regional Director, National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service, Southwest Region, 
300 South Ferry Street, Terminal Island, 
California 90731. 

Dated: January 31,1975. 

John W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director, National 

Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc.75-3398 Filed 2-5-76;8:45 am] 

ROEDING PARK ZOO 

Issuance of a Permit for Marine Mammals 

On July 15,1974, notice was published 
in the Federal Register (39 FR 25967) 
that an application had been filed with 
the National Marine Fisheries Service by 
Roeding Park Zoo, 890 W. Belmont 
Street, Fresno, California 93728, to take 
two (2) California sea lions (.Zalophus 
califomianus) for the purpose of public 
display. 

Notice is hereby given that on Janu¬ 
ary 27, 1975, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act Of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
issued a Permit to the Roeding Park Zoo, 
subject to certain conditions set forth 
therein. The Permit is available for re¬ 
view by Interested persons In the Office 
of the Director, National Marine Fisher¬ 
ies Service, Washington, D.C. 20235 and 
in the Office of the Regional Director, 
Southwest Region, 300 South Ferry 
Street, Terminal Island California 90731. 

Dated: January 27,1975. 

John W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director, 

National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc.75-3399 FUed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

SEA-ARAMA MARINEWORLD 

Issuance of Permit for Marine Mammals 

On May 20,1974, notice was published 
In the Federal Register (39 FR 17783), 
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that an application had been filed with South Ferry Street, Terminal Island, 
the National Marine Fisheries Service California 90731. 
by Sea-Arama Marine world. Seawall 
Boulevard at 91st Street, P.O. Box 3086, 
Galveston, Texas 77550, for a permit to 
take seven (7) Atlantic bottleno6ed 
dolphins (Tursiops truncatus) for the 
purpose of public display, and to subse¬ 
quently maintain a permanent inventory 
of no more than fifteen (15) Atlantic 
bottlenosed dolphins (Tursiops trun¬ 
catus), through the replacement of 
animals lost in the course of normal 
attrition. 

Notice is hereby given that, on Jan¬ 
uary 30, 1975, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
Issued a Permit to Sea-Arama Marine- 
world, for four (4) Atlantic bottlenosed 
dolphins. 

Sea-Arama was denied a permit to 
maintain a permanent inventory of ma¬ 
rine mammals. The policy statement re¬ 
garding permanent inventory was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
29607). The Permit is available for re¬ 
view by interested persons in the Office 
of the Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20235, and the Office 
of the Regional Director, National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service, Southeast Region, 
Duval Building, 9450 Gandy Boulevard, 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702. 

Dated: January 30, 1975. 

John W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director, National 

Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc.75-3400 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

SO days of the publication of this notice 
to the Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20235. 

All statements and opinions contained 
in support of this application are sum¬ 
maries based upon information supplied 
by the applicant and, therefore, do not 
necessarily reflect the views of the Na¬ 
tional Marine Fisheries Service. 

WAIKIKI AQUARIUM, UNIVERSITY OF _ . . _ 
HAWAII Dated: January 30,1975. 

Notice of Receipt of Application Robert F. Hutton, 
„ , .. . .. , „ Associate Director for Resource 
Notice is hereby given that the foUow- Management. National Ma¬ 

tos applicant has applied in due form rine Fisheries service. 
for a permit to take marine mammals as 
authorized by the Marine Mammal Pro- d°c-75-3401 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 
tection Act of 1972 and the Regulations - 

ZSZSSSSt*" “d ImPOrtiDg °f Office of the Seer.,an, 
Waikiki Aquarium, University Of Ha- [Department Organization Order 45-1] 

waii, 2777 Kalakaua Avenue, Honolulu, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Hawaii 96815, to take one female monk ADMINISTRATION 
seal (Monachus scha,uinslandi) for the . j _ 
purpose of public display. Organization and Functions 

The Hawaiian monk seal will be taken Section 1. Purpose. .01 This order pre- 
from Laysan Islands. The animal would scribes the organization n-nd assignment 
be taken by the applicant or appropriate of functions within the 7fr*\nnmin De¬ 
members of the Armed Forces, such as velopment Administration (EDA). De- 
the Coast Guard or Navy. partment Organization Order 10-4, “As- 

The animal will be maintained in a sistant Secretary for Economic Develop- 
70,000 gallon pool, within a fenced off ment,” prescribes the scope of authority 
area 58 feet long, 20 feet wide and 5 Vz of the Assistant Secretary for Economic 
feet deep. There is an island, 19 feet long Development and the functions of EDA. 
and 8 feet wide for basking with coves .02 This revision provides for decen- 
undemeath for hiding and privacy. A tralization of approval authority of proj- 
total of two monk seals and three harbor ects under sections 101 and 201 of the 
seals will be maintained in this fenced- Public Works and Economic Development 
to area. Act of 1965, as amended, (42 UJS.C. 3121) 

The Curator/Acting Director, has (the "Act"), to the Regional Directors, 
worked with captive animals for 5% Sec. 2. Organization Structure. The 
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activities of the Investigations and In¬ 
spections Staff and the Indian Program 
Staff; assist the Assistant Secretary in 
all matters affecting the Economic De¬ 
velopment Administration; and perform 
the duties of the Assistant Secretary dur¬ 
ing the latter’s absence. 

.03 The Investigations and Inspections 
Staff shall investigate alleged violations 
of law or other impropriety on the part 
of applicants or recipients; conduct in¬ 
spections relating to the conduct and per¬ 
formance of field personnel and review 
the suitability of applicants for financial 
assistance. The Staff shall also conduct 
special investigations requested by the 
Assistant Secretary, as well as inspections 
to assure the physical security of all EDA 
offices. 

.04 The Indian Program Staff shall 
administer the Indian economic develop¬ 
ment program and advise the Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary concerning its general 
effectiveness. It shall recommend ap¬ 
proval or denial of projects proposed for 
Indian areas except all projects under 
sections 101 and 201 of the Act which do 
not require special action; and negotiate 
and monitor interagency agreements re¬ 
lating to Indian economic development. 
(Projects requiring special action are 
those which are called to Washington for 
purposes of monitoring, involve con¬ 
troversial aspects, or—for example—re¬ 
quire an environmental impact statement 
which must be approved by the Special 
Assistant for Environmental Affairs.) 

Sec. 4. Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Economic Development Planning. 

.01 The Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Economic Development Planning is the 
principal adviser to the Assistant S^re- 
tary on matters of development planning, 
Including the development of policies for 
improving Federal, State, and local gov¬ 
ernment economic programming. 
Through the offices reporting to him, the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary shall: 

a. Coordinate and direct EDA economic 
development planning activities relating 
to regions, districts (including economic 
development centers), redevelopment 
areas, and other areas of substantial 
needs; 

b. Formulate and recommend to the 
Assistant Secretary standards and cri¬ 
teria for administration of economic de¬ 
velopment planning by Regional Offices; 

c. Exercise responsibility for EDA’s in¬ 
teragency and inter-governmental rela¬ 
tions and its relations with those quasi¬ 
public and private agencies interested in 
economic development for districts and 
areas; 

d. Recommend designation of economic 
development districts, economic develop¬ 
ment centers, redevelopment areas, and 
Title I areas which fulfill the statutory 
criteria; 

e. Conduct an annual review of the 
areas and districts designated for assist¬ 
ance under the Act, and recommend such 
modifications or terminations of eligibil¬ 
ity as may be appropriate; 

f. Provide economic data, analyses and 
studies, and planning grants to develop¬ 
ment districts and areas; and 

g. Recommend technical assistance 
proposals for areas and districts. 

.02 The Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Economic Development Planning shall di¬ 
rect and supervise the following organiza¬ 
tion elements: 

a. The Office of Planning and Program 
Support which shall: 

1. Have prime responsibility for co¬ 
ordinating the preparation, review and 
approval of EDA-developed planning 
documents; 

2. Develop analyses and recommended 
strategies of economic development, in¬ 
cluding a system of priorities of EDA’s 
financial assistance, for areas and dis¬ 
tricts; 

3. Develop economic development plan¬ 
ning systems that reflect EDA objectives 
and respond to local and regional prob¬ 
lems and potentials; 

4. Develop the methods and techniques 
needed to evaluate established planning 
systems including the ability of local rep¬ 
resentatives to understand and utilize the 
planning system as well as the compati¬ 
bility of locally developed plans with an¬ 
nual agency objectives; 

5. Participate in the development of 
budgetary requirements and coordinate 
with the Office of Administration and 
Program Analysis in the allocation of re¬ 
sources among Regional Offices as well 
as among EDA programs; 

6. Provide information and special 
services on domestic and international 
regional development planning; 

7. Provide guidance to Regional Offi¬ 
ces on the application of economic de¬ 
velopment planning techniques and sys¬ 
tems to the specific problems of the 
Region; 

8. Advise and assist Regional Offices in 
implementing economic planning activ¬ 
ities after the formal designation of eco¬ 
nomic development districts and areas; 

9. Guide Regional Offices in assisting 
development organizations to prepare 
Overall Economic Development Pro¬ 
grams (OEDPs); 

10. In coordination with Regional Of¬ 
fices, provide guidance to economic de¬ 
velopment district and area organiza¬ 
tions on the techniques and methods of 
economic analysis; 

11. Formulate planning and develop¬ 
ment policies and procedures for guiding 
the preparation and submission of dis¬ 
trict and area OEDPs, including the es¬ 
tablishment of policies and standards 
for their review by Regional Offices; 

12. Initiate suspension of the receipt 
and processing of all applications for as¬ 
sistance from areas and districts which 
fail to submit acceptable OEDP progress 
reports; 

13. Evaluate services, efficient existing 
capacity, and competitive producers for 
use in making determinations on excess 
capacity, pursuant to section 702 of the 
Act; and 

14. Identify industries which have 
demonstrated growth trends for the pur¬ 
pose of relating those industries to 
agency plans. 

b. The Office of Economic Research 
which shall: 

1. Direct and conduct a program of 
internal and external economic research 
designed to meet both planning and op¬ 
erating needs and concerned with eco¬ 
nomic development problems and oppor¬ 
tunities for geographical subdivisions 
(e.g., regions, development districts, re¬ 
development areas, etc.); 

2. Arrange for and monitor EDA-spon- 
sored research conducted by other ele¬ 
ments of the Department, other Gov¬ 
ernment agencies, or private organiza¬ 
tions; 

3. Encourage and stimulate research 
and data collection on economic develop¬ 
ment, both in and out of Government; 

4. Review, evaluate, integrate and dis¬ 
seminate (a) the results of research 
sponsored by EDA, and (b) current 
methodological and other research find¬ 
ings wherever generated that are rele¬ 
vant to EDA's objectives and programs; 

5. Maintain a central reference collec¬ 
tion of economic development materials; 
and 

6. Study and evaluate the effects of 
Government policies on sub-national 
economic development. 

c. The Office of Development Organi¬ 
zations which shall: 

1. Design and direct a program to es¬ 
tablish multi-county development dis¬ 
tricts in consultation and with the as¬ 
sistance and cooperation of EDA Re¬ 
gional Offices, and with the concurrence 
of the States affected; 

2. Initiate policy guidelines and cri¬ 
teria concerning the development dis¬ 
trict and area organizations for use by 
other elements of EDA, and by appropri¬ 
ate State and local agencies; 

3. Evaluate and approve proposed area 
and district economic development or¬ 
ganizations; 

4. Assist Regional Office efforts to or¬ 
ganize economic development districts, 
including the recruitment of staff; 

5. Develop and recommend model ad¬ 
ministrative budgets, reporting proce¬ 
dures, and job specifications for use by 
area and district economic development 
organizations; 

6. Establish policies and standards for 
the review of progress reports by Re¬ 
gional Offices In cooperations with the 
Office of Planning and Program Sup¬ 
port: 

7. Design a system of records to indi¬ 
cate progress as compared to planned 
objectives on all grants made under sec¬ 
tion 301(b) of the Act and assist Re¬ 
gional Offices in implementing system; 

8. Provide guidelines to Regional Of¬ 
fices in order to administer planning 
grants made under the Act to State, 
district, and area agencies; 

9. Evaluate and recommend can¬ 
didates for appointments to professional 
staff positions in economic development 
districts in cooperation with the Re¬ 
gional Offices; 

10. Review Regional Office recom¬ 
mendations for the designation and/or 
termination of economic development 
district and economic development cen¬ 
ters; 

11. Promptly advise interested Federal, 
State, and local agencies of all changes 
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or proposed economic development for Economic Development Operations dimes to improve or terminate projects in 
districts; shall direct and supervise the following default of loan conditions; 

12. Prepare and distribute maps and organization elements; 8. Provide assistance in the liquidation 
related materials showing organizational a. The Office of Public Works which of the affairs and functions conducted 
and designation status of economic de- shall; under the Area Redevelopment Act; 
velopment districts; 1. Direct and oversee all phases of the 9. Establish contact and promote large 

13. Determine whether an area meets Public Works program ; scale involvement of the private sector 
the statistical criteria to qualify as a 2. Recommend policies, standards and in EDA’s economic development activ- 
redevelopment area or a Title I area; procedures for accepting, processing, re- ities; and 

14. Recommend changes in the qualifi- viewing, and approving requests for 10. Maintain operating liaison with 
cation status of redevelopment areas and public works grants and loans, consistent other agencies concerned with the activ- 
Title I areas; with the procedures contained in the ities of this Office. 

15. Recommend designation or change Act; c. The Office of Technical Assistance 
in the designation status of redevelop- 3. Maintain surveillance, evaluate prog- which shall: 
mentor Title 1 areas; ress, and submit reports on the applica- 1. Propose policies, standards, and 

16. Conduct an annual review of area tion by Regional Offices of standards, procedures pertaining to the acceptance, 
eligibility and recommend termination policies, and procedures to assure eflfi- review, and approval of requests for 
of areas no longer eligible for designa- cient, effective, and economical accom- technical assistance, consistent with 
tion; and plishment of the approved projects; the criteria of the Act; 

17. Recommend minor adjustments to 4. Arrange for services from other 2. Plan and develop technical assist- 
boundaries of redevelopment areas. Federal agencies for the administration ance projects in cooperation with other 

Sec. 5. Deputy Assistant Secretary for of approved public works grants and offices, where appropriate; 
Economic Development Operations. loans; 3. Direct or monitor the performance 

.01 The Deputy Assistant Secretary 5. Maintain operating liaison with and implementation of approved tech- 
for Economic Development Operations, Federal agencies having grant-in-aid nical assistance projects; 
through the offices reporting to him, programs which may supplement EDA 4. Recommend policies, standards, and 
shall; programs, and with those Federal procedures for evaluating and utilizing 

a. Provide coordinated direction of all agencies delegated responsibility for ad- the results of technical assistance proj- 
EDA activities related to financial as- ministering or servicing EDA projects; ects; 
sistance for or to physical projects which 6. Make program and policy reviews 5. Execute agreements with other Fed- 
will Improve local economies and super- and Initiate action for the reservation of eral departments and agencies for the 
vise the execution of this aspect of EDA’s funds for all public works grants and conduct of specialized technical assist- 
program; loans, overruns, amendments and re- ance; 

b. Recommend standards, policies and visions, and concur in all major amend- 6. Recommend policies and practices 
criteria for the technical evaluation and ments and major revisions to approved to facilitate effective relationships with 
processing of project applications for fl- projects which require no additional other Government agencies which haye 
nancial assistance, including public funding; and complementary programs for technical 
works grants and loans, business loans, 7. For projects which require special assistance; 
and technical assistance; action at the Washington level, review 7. Maintain surveillance over the ap- 

c. Direct, conduct, coordinate, monitor the project file and recommend approval plication of policies, standards, and pro- 
and, where appropriate, originate techni- or disapproval to the Assistant Secretary, cedures by the Regional Offices in pro- 
cal assistance projects (including man- b. The Office of Business Development cessing project applications; 
agement assistance and feasibility which shall; 8. Review and recommend project ap- 
studies) subject to coordination with the 1. Recommend policies, standards, and plications for approval or denial; and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Economic procedures for processing and approving 9. Coordinate the efforts of EDA in 
Development Planning on proposed tech- applications for financial assistance for the manpower training program. 
nical assistance projects related to area, industrial or commercial usage, consist- Sec. 6. Office of Administration and 
district or center planning; ’ ent with the criteria contained in the Program Analysis. The Office of Admin- 

d. Review and recommend approval Act; istration and Program Analysis shall be 
or denial of project applications except 2. Review applications for commercial responsible for providing the full range 
all projects under sections 101 and 201 or industrial loans and working capital of administrative management services 
of the Act, which do not require special guarantees, and recommend approval or and for program analysis and evalua- 
action. (Projects requiring special action denial; tion functions with respect to EDA’s sub- 
are those which are called to Washington 3. Maintain surveillance over the im- stantive programs. These functions shall 
for purposes of monitoring, involve con- plementation by Regional Offices and be carried out through the principal or- 
troversial aspects, or—for example—re- policies, standards and procedures re- ganizational elements of the Office, as 
quire an environmental impact state- lated to processing loan of applications prescribed below, except that personnel 
ment which must be approved by the for business development to assure ef- management services, accounting for 
Special Assistant for Environmental Af- ficient, effective, and economical accom- administrative funds, and inhouse equal 
fairs.) plishment of the business* development opportunity staff services shall be ob- 

e. Evaluate activities of the Regional programs; tained from the appropriate Depart- 
Offices in applying policies, standards, 4. Develop and implement EDA ap- mental offices. 
and procedures for processing project proved agreements with the Small Busi- .01 The Program Analysis Division 
applications to assure efficient, effective, ness Administration and other Federal shall develop and implement measures 
and economical accomplishment of ap- agencies to secure support of the business of resources utilization for programming 
proved projects; development programs; and budgeting purposes; develop and 

f WxpnitP DOTPPmpntc with nthpr fph 5- Monitor operations of industrial conduct a systematic program evaluation 
eral departments and1 agencies for the and commercial projects approved by effort for EDA; prepare the annual Pro- 
conduct of specialized technical assist- EDA, including outstanding loans for gram Memorandum and analytical 
ance- and projects approved under provisions of the studies required by the Office of Man- 

„ yvor,™™*,. Area Redevelopment Act, and prepare agement and Budget; and develop cost 
reports of accomplishments; benefits studies to aid the Assistant Sec- 

velopmeTare^ S Sf econo^c de’- 6 Arrange for or provide needed reta^ * making choices and decisions 
velopment districted recommend ap- cialized assistance to recipients of EDA between alternative programs for ex¬ 
propriate joint action with the Depart- industrial and commercial loans and nomic development projects, activities, 
ments of Labor and Health, Education, guarantees and Area Redevelopment Act and programs in achieving the objectives 
and Welfare. loans; of the Act and EDA. 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 26—THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 



5552 NOTICES 

.02 The Management Analysis Division 
shall conduct organization and manage¬ 
ment studies and surveys; plan and con¬ 
duct a program for achieving maximum 
economy, effectiveness, and efficiency, 
and for obtaining optimum personnel 
utilization; develop and conduct a pro¬ 
gram for the efficient management of all 
official records, including an issuance 
system for administrative and program 
orders, and the design and control of of¬ 
ficial forms; and develop and administer 
a report control system for all adminis¬ 
trative and operational reports. 

0.3 The Budget Division shall develop 
and manage an integrated financial 
management and budgeting system for 
EDA. It shall develop and prepare the 
annual budget for EDA; be responsible 
for the total financial program of EDA, 
and for the fiscal aspects of EDA pro¬ 
grams entrusted to other Federal agen¬ 
cies; ’and operate a fiscal control 
system for both program and adminis¬ 
trative expenses consistent with the re¬ 
quirements of the Anti-Deficiency Act, 
which shall include but not be restricted 
to, allotment of funds, operating 
budgets, employment limitations, and 
analyses of reports and proposed actions 
relating thereto. 

.04 The Accounting Division shall 
develop and maintain accounting sys¬ 
tems and prepare financial reports for 
internal and external use, according to 
the needs of management, the require¬ 
ments of laws or regulations, and estab¬ 
lished policies; analyze financial and op¬ 
erating data to assure that financial and 
management policies are being followed; 
and serve as the liaison with the Office 
of the Secretary and other Federal 
agencies in all accounting matters. 

.05 The Information Systems and 
Services Division shall plan, develop, ac¬ 
quire, and coordinate the use of auto¬ 
matic data processing systems and equip¬ 
ment for EDA; provide data processing 
services, including the conduct of feasi¬ 
bility studies and the development of 
systems and programs for the applica¬ 
tions of automatic data processing tech¬ 
niques; develop and maintain a compre¬ 
hensive information and data base sys¬ 
tem to meet specified requirements for 
administrative, planning, operational, 
program management, and program 
evaluation purposes; and provide pe¬ 
riodic and special summary reports on 
current optional trends and performance 
comparisons to planned goals. 

.06 The Office Services Division shall 
provide or arrange for office services for 
EDA’s headquarters and, as required, 
for the Regional Offices, including the 
procurement of administrative supplies, 
vehicle hire, furniture, equipment, and 
the distribution of printed and bound 
materials; evaluate, report on, and make 
recommendations on the utilization of 
space, supplies, equipment, communica¬ 
tions, and related services within EDA; 
and serve as liaison with the Office of the 
Secretary on office services matters. 

.07 The Executive Secretariat shall 
receive all correspondence addressed to 
the Office of the Assistant Secretary, and 

assign it to the appropriate office for ac¬ 
tion; record controlled and non-con- 
trolled correspondence, maintain prompt 
followup of replies to insure that dead¬ 
lines are met; and provide a selective 
reference service to files as requested by 
EDA officials. 

Sec. 7. Office of the Chief Counsel. The 
Office of the Chief Counsel shall: 

a. Render all necessary legal services, 
subject to the provisions of Department 
Organization Order 10-6; 

b. Have primary responsibility for the 
preparation, coordination, and clearance 
of all legislation, regulations, and ex¬ 
ternal orders subject to the provisions of 
applicable Department orders; and 

c. Establish uniform overview stand¬ 
ards and procedures to be followed by 
the Regional Offices’ legal staffs in their 
review of projects under sections 101 and 
201 of the Act. 

Sec. 8. Office of Public Affairs. The 
Office of Public Affairs shall: 

a. Advise on all public information 
matters; 

b. Conduct a public information pro¬ 
gram under the policy guidance of the 
Assistant Secretary; and 

c. Provide assistance in the editing, 
printing or reproduction, and distribu¬ 
tion of technical materials and publica¬ 
tions. 

Sec. 9. Office of Congressional Rela¬ 
tions. The Office of Congressional Rela¬ 
tions shall: 

a. Advise on all Congressional matters 
pertinent to the activities under the di¬ 
rection of the Assistant Secretary; and 

b. Serve as the primary point of co¬ 
ordination for continuing liaison with 
the Congress in collaboration with the 
Deputy Under Secretary for Legislative 
Affairs. 

Sec. 10. Office of Civil Rights. The 
Office of Civil Rights shall: 

a. Advise the Assistant Secretary in 
the development and implementation of 
policy and guidance affecting equality of 
opportunity connected with economic 
development programs; 

b. Maintain liaison with Federal, State 
and local governmental organizations 
and with non-governmental organiza¬ 
tions to coordinate and assist in planning 
operations aimed at achieving nondis¬ 
crimination and equality of opportunity; 

c. Provide leadership, staff services and 
advice in matters affecting nondiscrimi¬ 
nation to economic development program 
units, to organizations obligated as par¬ 
ticipants in an economic development 
program to achieve nondiscrimination, 
and to ultimate beneficiaries of economic 
development program activities; 

d. Conduct, sponsor, or coordinate 
meetings, conferences, and training 
courses for equal employment specialist, 
program managers, and executives to 
achieve nondiscrimination in economic 
development programs; 

e. Establish effective systems through¬ 
out EDA to obtain and monitor reports 
concerning the program of equality of 
opportunity and assure conformance 
thereto; 

f. Establish report requirements to in¬ 
sure equality of opportunity by partici¬ 
pants in economic development pro¬ 
grams, conduct on-site inspections, and 
receive, investigate, and adjust com¬ 
plaints; 

g. Receive, investigate, review, adjust 
complaints, and evaluate EDA experience 
relating to the Equal Employment Op¬ 
portunity program and make recommen¬ 
dations to the Assistant Secretary for im¬ 
provement of employment practices 
within EDA; and 

h. Establish uniform overview stand¬ 
ards and procedures to be followed by the 
Regional Offices’ Civil Rights staffs in 
their reviews of projects under sections 
101 and 201 of the Act. 

Sec. 11. Economic Development Re¬ 
gional Offices. 

.01 The Economic Development Re¬ 
gional Offices, headed by Regional Direc¬ 
tors, are as follows: 

Name Located at Serves 

Atlantic.Philadel- Connecticut, Delaware, 
phia, Pa. District of Columbia, 

Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, 
Puerto Rico, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Vermont, Virginia, 
Virgin Islands, and West 
Virginia. 

Southeastern. Atlanta, Qa. Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Tennessee, 

Midwestern.. Chicago,Ill. Illinois,Indiana,Michigan. 
Minnesota, Ohio, and 
Wisconsin. 

Rocky Denver, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, 
Mountain. Colo. Missouri, Montana, Ne¬ 

braska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Utah, 
and Wyoming. 

South- Austin, Tex. Arkansas, Louisiana, New 
western. Mexico, Oklahoma, and 

Texas. 
Western.Seattle, Alaska, American Samoa, 

Wash. Arizona, California, 
Guam, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Nevada, Oregon, and 
Washington. 

.02 Each Regional Director, for the 
EDA programs in his region, shall: 

a. Assist designated areas and districts 
in organizing, staffing, and funding for 
economic planning through the develop¬ 
ment of OEDPs; 

b. Assist local communities in the de¬ 
velopment of applications for financial 
assistance to meet the needs of areas and 
districts serviced by the Regional Office; 

c. Approve all projects except projects 
requiring special action under sections 
101 and 201 of the Act. (Projects requir¬ 
ing special action are those which are 
called to Washington for purposes of 
monitoring, involve controversial aspects, 
or—for example—require an environ¬ 
mental impact statement which must be 
approved by the Special Assistant for En¬ 
vironmental Affairs.) 

d. Process applications for economic 
development assistance, monitor and 
service approved projects, including ap¬ 
propriate public works construction proj¬ 
ects and, when appropriate, liquidate 
projects. 
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.03 The geographic areas of the EDA 
Regional Offices are depicted in Exhibit 
2.1 

This order, effective December 24,1974, 
supersedes the material appearing at 39 
FR 3702 of January 29,1974. 

William W. Blunt, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary 

for Economic Development. 

Approved: 

Guy W. Chamberlin, 
Acting Assistant Secretary 

for Administration. 
[FR Doc.75-3312 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Department Organization Order 25-5B; 
Arndt. 3] 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Organization and Functions 

Department Organization Order 25-5B 
dated April 25, 1974 is hereby further 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 4. Special Staff Offices, a. 
Paragraph .01 is revised to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

.01 The Office of the General Counsel 
shall provide legal services for all com¬ 
ponents of NOAA and shall be respon¬ 
sible for the preparation or review of all 
legislative proposals emanating from any 
component of NOAA, for the expression 
of NOAA’s views as to the merits of pro¬ 
posed or pending legislation, and for 
statements concerning pending legisla¬ 
tion to be made before committees of 
Congress. These activities shall be car¬ 
ried out subject to the overall authority 
of the Department’s General Counsel as 
provided in Department Organization 
Order 10-6. 

b. Paragraph .02 is revised to read as 
follows: 

.02 The Office of Congressional Liai¬ 
son shall coordinate contacts with the 
Congress, except for matters relating to 
appropriations. These activities shall be 
carried out in coordination with and in 
recognition of the responsibilities of the 
Departmental Office of Congressional 
Relations. 

2. Sec. 5. Associate Administrator for 
Marine Resources. The opening para¬ 
graph is revised to read as follows: 

The Associate Administrator for Ma¬ 
rine Resources shall maintain cognizance 
over and establish policy for NOAA’s 
marine resources, marine environment 
management and protection, mapping, 
charting, and geodetic programs, as well 
as those programs closely related thereto. 
He shall not maintain cognizance over 
or establish policy for NOAA’s real time 
marine environmental predictions (in¬ 
cluding observations related thereto) 
which are assigned to the Associate Ad¬ 
ministrator for Environmental Monitor¬ 
ing and Prediction, or the coastal zone 
management and marine sanctuaries 
programs which are assigned to the As- 

* Exhibit 2, map of geographic areas, filed 
as part of the original document. 

slstant Administrator for Coastal Zone 
Management. As the primary program 
policy officer for marine resources, ma¬ 
rine environment management and pro¬ 
tection, mapping, charting, and geodetic 
programs, he shall: 

3. a. Renumber sections 7 and 8 as sec¬ 
tions 8 and 9, respectively. 

b. Delete the present Section 9. Office 
of Coastal Zone Management, in its en¬ 
tirety. 

4. Add a new section 7 to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

Sec. 7. Assistant Administrator for 
Coastal Zone Management. The Assistant 
Administrator for Coastal Zone Manage¬ 
ment shall maintain cognizance over and 
establish policy for NOAA’s coastal zone 
management and marine sanctuaries 
programs and other closely related pro¬ 
grams. This shall not include NOAA’s 
marine resources, marine environment 
management and protection, mapping, 
charting, or geodetic programs. As the 
primary program policy officer for coast¬ 
al zone management and marine sanctu¬ 
aries programs, he shall: 

Serve as the focal point for the coor¬ 
dination with state, Federal and other 
governmental institutions concerned 
with the implementation of the Coastal 
Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 
1451-1464). 

Develop policies and guidelines on a 
continuing basis to assist State and local 
governments in the effective manage¬ 
ment, and where possible, restoration 
and enhancement, of the land and water 
resources of the coastal zone of the na¬ 
tion within the context of the coastal 
zone management program. 

Administer and monitor annual grants 
to states in support of the development 
and administration of coastal zone man¬ 
agement programs. 

Administer and monitor annual grants 
to states in support of the acquisition, 
development and operation of estuarine 
sanctuaries. 

Develop policies and guidelines and ad¬ 
minister the marine sanctuaries program 
authorized under Title m of the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1431-1434). 

Develop NOAA policy, promulgate reg¬ 
ulations, and implement procedures nec¬ 
essary for Federal review and approval 
of state coastal zone management pro¬ 
grams and the execution of Federal con¬ 
sistency provisions vhich then come into 
force. 

5. Sec. 8. Assistant Administrator for 
Administration. 

a. Amend paragraph .01 by deleting 
the term “reports management,’’ from 
the third and fourth lines. 

b. Paragraph .02 is revised to read as 
follows: 

.02 The Office of Management and 
Computer Systems shall conduct studies 
and provide analytical assistance to de¬ 
velop or improve the organization and 
staffing structure and other management 
systems within NOAA; provide manage¬ 
ment staff services in the application of 
advance management principles and 
techniques; carry out the NOAA commit¬ 

tee and reports management functions; 
develop and maintain a central system 
for collecting, analyzing, presenting and 
disseminating information on program 
status and performance; develop systems 
for measuring productivity and perform¬ 
ance; exercise overall management, 
planning and coordination of NOAA’s 
automatic data processing and telecom¬ 
munications needs and facilities includ¬ 
ing serving as the focal point within 
NOAA for intra- and interagency mat¬ 
ters, and the review and evaluation of 
proposals for automatic data processing 
and telecommunications requirements 
and systems; coordinate the Federal 
planning program for environmental 
telecommunications systems; and engage 
in research into advance system concepts 
and apply or provide guidance in the ap¬ 
plication of these concepts. It shall pro¬ 
vide systems analysis and programming 
support to NOAA’s executive and admin¬ 
istrative management functions and to 
other NOAA functions as requested, and 
shall operate and provide system and 
special software support for automatic 
data processing facilities for all NOAA 
components except where separate facil¬ 
ities are approved.” 

6. Sec. 17. Environmental Research 
Laboratories. Subparagraph .Old. is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

d. The Program Manager for Weather 
Modification shall have technical cog¬ 
nizance over laboratory and field work 
in experimental weather modification: 
and, in particular, shall have line man¬ 
agement authority over the hurricane 
and cumulus research and the flight and 
instrumentation support activities. 

7. The organization chart Exhibit 1, 
attached to this amendment, supersedes 
the organization chart dated November 
14, 1974. A copy of the organization 
chart is attached to the original of this 
document on file in the Office of the 
Federal Register. 

This order, effective January 16, 1975, 
further amends the material appearing 
at 39 FR 17786 of May 20, 1974; 39 FR 
26766 of July 23, 1974; and 39 FR 43565 
of December 16,1974. 

Robert M. White, 
Administrator, National Oceanic 

and Atmospheric Administra¬ 
tion. 

Approved: 

Guy W. Chamberlain, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for 

Administration. 
[FR Doc.75-3361 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

[FAP 4H2995] 

SYRACUSE UNIVERSITY RESEARCH 
CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
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(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 ; 21 U.S.C. 348(b) 
(5)), notice is given that a petition (PAP 
4H2995) has been filed by life and Ma¬ 
terials Sciences Division, Syracuse Uni¬ 
versity Research Corp., Merrill Lane, 
University Heights. Syracuse, NY 13210, 
on behalf of Betz Laboratories, Inc., 
Somerton Rd., Trevose, PA 19047, pro¬ 
posing that S 121.2505 Slimicides (21 
CPR 121.2505) be amended to provide 
for safe use of N-(2-nitrobutyl) morpho¬ 
line as a slimicide in the manufacture of 
paper and paperboard that contact food. 

The environmental impact analysis 
report and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive will not have a significant environ¬ 
mental impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-65,5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, dur¬ 
ing working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: January 29, 1975. 

Howard R. Roberts, 
Acting Dirctor, Bureau of Foods. 

(PR Doc.75-3394 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 ami 

National Institutes of Health 

TUMOR REGISTRY WORKSHOP 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given of the meeting 
of the Tumor Registry Workshop, 
National Cancer Institute, March 14, 
1975, Building 31, A Wing, Conference 
Room 3. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on March 14, 1975, 
to discuss tumor registries. Attendance 
by the public will be limited to space 
available. 

For additional information, please con¬ 
tact: John Cutler, M.D., Blair Building, 
Room 720, Division of Cancer Control 
and Rehabilitation; National Cancer 
Institute, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014, (301) 427- 
8055. 

Dated: January 29, 1975. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer, 

National Institutes of Health. 
[FR Doc.75-3420 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 ami 

Office of Education 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON EX¬ 
TENSION AND CONTINUING EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub. L. 
92-463, that a meeting of the Title I 
Committee of the National Advisory 
Council on Extension and Continuing 
Education will be held on February 17- 
18, 1975, in the Executive Suite of the 
Statler Hilton Hotel. 16th and K Streets 

NW, Washington, D.C. Meetings on both 
days will begin at 9 a.m. 

The National Advisory Council on Ex¬ 
tension and Continuing Education is au¬ 
thorized under Pub. L. 89-329. The Coun¬ 
cil is directed to advise the Commis¬ 
sioner of Education in the preparation 
of general regulations and with respect 
to policy matters arising in the admin¬ 
istration of Title I, and to report an¬ 
nually to the President on the admin¬ 
istration and effectiveness of all fed¬ 
erally supported extension and continu¬ 
ing education programs, including com¬ 
munity service programs. 

The meeting of the Title I Committee 
will be open to the public, but because 
of the limited space available at the 
hotel, anyone wishing to attend the 
meeting should inform the Council’s 
staff office (382-7991) no later than 
February 12, 1975. The purpose of the 
meeting will be to discuss portions of 
the Council’s report on the Evaluation 
of Title I which is scheduled to be sent 
to Congress on March 31, 1975. All 
records of Council proceedings are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Coun¬ 
cil’s Staff Office, located in Suite 710, 
1325 G Street NW. Washington, D.C. 

Richard F. McCarthy, 
Associate Director. 

January 30,1975. 
(FR Doc.75-3434 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON EX¬ 
TENSION AND CONTINUING EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub. 
L. 92-463, that a meeting of the Title I 
Committee of the National Advisory 
Council on Extension and Continuing 
Education will be held on February 27- 
28, 1975, in Room 334 of the Washington 
Hotel, 15th Street and Pennsylvania Ave. 
NW, Washington, D.C. Meetings on both 
days will begin at 9 a.m. 

The National Advisory Council on Ex¬ 
tension and Continuing Education is au¬ 
thorized under Pub. L. 89-329. The Coun¬ 
cil is directed to advise the Commissioner 
of Education in the preparation of gen¬ 
eral regulations and with respect to pol¬ 
icy matters arising in the administration 
of Title I, and to report annually to the 
President on the administration and ef¬ 
fectiveness of all federally supported ex¬ 
tension mid continuing education pro¬ 
grams, including community service 
programs. 

The meeting of the Title I Committee 
will be open to the public, but because 
of the limited space available at the 
hotel, anyone wishing to attend the 
meeting should inform the Council’s staff 
office (382-7991) no later than Febru¬ 
ary 24, 1975. The purpose of the meet¬ 
ing will be to discuss portions of the 
Council’s report on the Evaluation of 
Title I which is scheduled to be sent to 
Congress on March 31, 1975. All records 
of Council proceedings are available for 
public inspection at the Council's Staff 

Office, located in Suite 710,1325 G Street 
NW, Washington, D.C. 

Richard F. McCarthy, 
Associate Director. 

January 31, 1975. 
[FR Doc.75-3435 Filed 2-5-75,8:45 am] 

Office of the Secretary 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HEALTH 

Delegation of Authority 

Notice is hereby given that a delega¬ 
tion of authority was made by the Sec¬ 
retary to the Assistant Secretary for 
Health on January 24, 1975, to perform 
all of the authorities vested in the Sec¬ 
retary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare by the Health Services Research. 
Health Statistics, and Medical Libraries 
Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-353), except for 
the prescribing of regulations. 

These authorities may be redelegated. 

Dated: January 21,1975. 

John Ottina, 
Assistant Secretary for 

Administration and Management. 
(FR Doc.75-3421 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Federal Disaster Assistance Administration 
[ Docket No. NFD-249; FDAA 45 -DR] 

MISSISSIPPI 

Major Disaster and Related Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment by the President under Exec¬ 
utive Order 11795 of July 11, 1974, and 
delegated to me by the Secretary under 
Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment Delegation of Authority, 
Docket No. D-74-285; and by virtue of 
the Act of May 22,1974, entitled “Disas¬ 
ter Relief Act of 1974” (88 Stat. 143); 
notice is hereby given that on January 
30, 1975, the President declared a major 
disaster as follows: 

I have determined that the impact of 
tornadoes on the State of Mississippi, occur¬ 
ring on January 10, 1975, Is of sufficient se¬ 
verity and magnitude to warrant a major 
disaster declaration under Public Law 93- 
288. I therefore declare that such a major 
disaster exists In the State of Mississippi. 

This declaration of a major disaster 
supersedes the President’s January 18, 
1975, declaration of an emergency for 
the State of Mississippi, FDAA-3006-EM. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development un¬ 
der Executive Order 11795, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under 
Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment Delegation of Authority, 
Docket No. D-74-285, I hereby appoint 
Mr. Thomas P. Credle, HUD Region IV, 
to act as the Federal Coordinating Of¬ 
ficer for this declared major disaster. 
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I do hereby determine the following 
areas of the State of Mississippi to have 
been adversely affected by this declared 
major disaster: 

The Counties of: 
Lincoln Pike 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: January 30, 1975. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator, Federal Disaster 

Assistance Administration. 
[PR Doc.75-3293 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA'S PROPOSED 
ACTION PLAN 

The District of Columbia Department 
of Highways and Traffic has submitted to 
the Federal Highway Administration of 
the U.S. Department of Transportation 
a proposed Action Plan as required by 23 
CFR Part 795 (39 FR 41819, December 2, 
1974). The Action Plan outlines the or¬ 
ganizational relationships, the assign¬ 
ments of responsibility, and the proce¬ 
dures to be used by the District to assure 
that economic, social and environmental 
effects are fully considered in developing 
highway projects and that final decisions 
on highway projects are made in the best 
overall public Interest, taking into con¬ 
sideration: (1) needs for fast, safe and 
efficient transportation; (2) public serv¬ 
ices; and (3) costs of eliminating or mini¬ 
mizing adverse effects. 

The proposed Action Plan is available 
for public review at the following loca¬ 
tions: 
1. District of Columbia Department of High¬ 

ways and Traffic, Office of Planning and 
Programming, Room 519, 415 12th 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 2004. 

2. District of Columbia Division Office— 
FHWA, Pennsylvania BuUding, Room 
1248, 425 13th Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20004. 

3. FHWA Regional Office—Region 3, George 
H. Fallon Federal Building, 31 Hopkins 
Plaza, Baltimore, Maryland 21201. 

4. U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal 
Highway Administration, Environmen¬ 
tal Development Division, Nesslf BuUd¬ 
ing, Room 3246, 400 Seventh Street, 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. 

Comments from Interested groups and 
the public on the proposed Action Plan 
are Invited. Comments should be sent to 
the FHWA Regional Office shown above 
before March 3,1975. 

Issued on: January 29,1975. 
Nohbert T. Tiemann, 

Federal Highway Administrator. 
[FR Doc.75-3436 FUed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

Federal Railroad Administration 

[Docket No. RAR-2] 

RAILROAD ACCIDENT/INCIDENT 
REPORTING 

Public Meeting 

The Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) promulgated reporting and rec¬ 
ord keeping requirements, entitled “Rail¬ 
road Accident/Incidents: Reports Classi¬ 
fication, and Investigations”, In the 
December 11,1974 Federal Register (39 
FR 23222). These rules constituted a re¬ 
vision to Part 225 of Title 49 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, and became ef¬ 
fective as of January 1, 1975. The revi¬ 
sion has changed the reporting and rec¬ 
ord keeping requirements imposed upon 
railroads. 

In an effort to familiarize railroad 
personnel with the new requirements 
under Part 225, the FRA is conducting a 
number of briefings in a series of public 
meetings. Earlier meetings were held in 
Washington, D.C. and Chicago, Illinois. 
Further meetings will be held on Mon¬ 
day, February 10, 1975 at the Federal 
Office BuUding, 601 East 12th Street, 
Kansas City, Missouri, at 9:30 a.m. in 
Room 140; and on Thursday, February 
13,1975 at the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration BuUding (adjacent to the At¬ 
lanta Airport), 3400 Whipple Street, 
East Point, Georgia, at 9:30 a.m. in Room 
702. 

At each of these meetings FRA Office 
of Safety personnel will explain the new 
reporting requirements and the use of 
new reporting forms. 

Donald W. Bennett, 
Chief Counsel. 

[FR Doc.75-3392 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. EX76-2; Notice 1] 

EXECUTIVE INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Petition for Temporary Exemption From 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards 

Executive Industries, Inc. of Anaheim, 
California, has applied for temporary 
exemption for a new passenger car 
from Standards Nos. 215, Exterior Pro¬ 
tection, and 216, Roof Crush Resist¬ 
ance, on grounds of substantial economic 
hardship. 

Executive is a manufacturer of motor 
homes, producing 1183 such vehicles in 
its fiscal 1974 (October 1, 1974-Septem- 
ber 30, 1974). Anticipating the energy 
crisis and a decline in demand for recre¬ 
ational vehicles. Executive began in 
July 1973 to develop a two-passenger 
sports car. Although the company 
planned to conform to all applicable 
Federal motor vehicle safety standards, 
an outside review of its compliance status 
in October 1974 disclosed two areas of 

concern: The corner impact require¬ 
ments of Standard No. 215 (49 CFR 
571.215) and the roof crush resistance 
test of Standard No. 216 (49 CFR 
571.216) . 

With respect to Standard No. 215, Ex¬ 
ecutive’s vehicle wUl meet all require¬ 
ments other than comer impact protec¬ 
tion. To immediately redesign and re¬ 
tool the body structure and panels of its 
prototypes would add an estimated $850 
to the target retaU price of $6,900, and 
delay its initial production by 6 months. 
It asks a 3-year exemption during which 
it would design a bumper system meeting 
the additional comer impact require¬ 
ments effective September 1,1975, and a 
“no damage” bumper standard issued 
under the Motor Vehicle Information 
and Cost Savings Act. 

Concerning Standard No. 216, the 
company asks whether its vehicle is a 
“convertible” and hence excepted from 
the roof crush resistance requirements 
by the terms of the standard. It bases its 
requests upon the fact that the roof of its 
small vehicle contains a removable panel 
31 % inches by 21% inches in size, which 
forms the major portion of the top. Al¬ 
though NHTSA has not defined the term 
“convertible,” the configuration of Ex¬ 
ecutive’s vehicle is more like that of a 
vehicle with a “sun roof” (i.e., a fixed top 
with a sliding panel) than it is of a ve¬ 
hicle which has no top, or a removable 
top. With the panel removed, Executive’s 
car is still basically an enclosed vehicle 
with substantial body structure above 
the windshield and side windows, unlike 
a vehicle such as the Porsche Targa 
which features a removable top. There¬ 
fore, NHTSA has decided that Execu¬ 
tive’s vehicle is not a “convertible” with¬ 
in the normal or intended meaning of 
that term, and must comply with Stand¬ 
ard No. 216 unless exempted under Part 
555. Although its designs indicate that 
the production vehicle will meet Stand¬ 
ard No. 216, Executive prefers the se¬ 
curity of an exemption until it can pro¬ 
duce a prototype and test it. If the tests 
indicate a failure it believes that the re¬ 
design of the vehicle would add $1,300 to 
manufacturing costs alone. The vehicle 
utilizes a rollbar and has a center of 
gravity behind the occupants which, in 
the event of a rollover, would, in its man¬ 
ufacturer’s opinion, provide protection 
equivalent to that provided by wind¬ 
shield pillars strong enough to meet 
Standard No. 216. 

In support of its petition, the company 
states that “the commitment of another 
quarter million dollars to product de¬ 
velopment before preliminary market 
testing is completed is not economically 
viable.” With the costs of EPA certifica¬ 
tion and “validation of FMVSS compli¬ 
ance,” start up costs for Initial vehicle 
production are estimated at $500,000. 
The company’s net income for fiscal 1974 
was $1,103,976, representing almost a 50 
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per cent drop from 1973’s $2,088,831. 
Denial of the application would force the 
company “to abandon this vehicle proj¬ 
ect, at a monetary loss of more than • 
$215,000 and with a concomitant loss of 
employment opportunities for its work 
force.” The company believes that an ex¬ 
emption would serve the public interest 
by allowing it to develop a lightweight 
bumper system, contributing to better 
fuel mileage and energy savings over the 
life of the vehicle, as well as marketing a 
handcrafted low-volume vehicle of a type 
usually manufactured abroad. This, if 
successful, might lessen dollar outflow 
and would create Job opportunities in 
the United States. 

This notice of receipt of a petition for 
a temporary exemption is published in 
accordance with the NHTSA regulations 
on this subject (49 CFR 555.7). and does 
not represent any agency decision or 
other exercise of judgment concerning 
the merits of the petition. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit comments on the petition of Execu¬ 
tive Industries, Inc. described above. 
Comments should refer to the docket 
number and be submitted to: Docket 
Section, National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration, Room 5108, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW. Washington. D.C. 20590. It 
is requested but not required that five 
copies be submitted. 

All comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated below will be considered. The 
application and supporting materials 
and all comments received, are available 
for examination in the docket both be¬ 
fore and after the closing date. Com¬ 
ments received after the closing date will 
also be filed and will be considered to the 
extent possible. Notice of final action on 
the petition will be published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register pursuant to the authority 
indicated below. 

Comment closing date: March 10,1975. 
Proposed effective date: Date of issu¬ 

ance of the exemption. 
(Sec. 3, Pub. L. 92-548, 86 Stat. 1159 (15 
P-S.O. 1410); delegations of authority ait 49 
CFR 1.51 and 49 CFR 501.8) 

Issued on February 3,1975. 

Robert L. Carter, 
Associate Administrator, 

Motor Vehicle Programs. 
(FR Doc.75-3408 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

MEETING 

The Citizens’ Advisory Committee on 
Environmental Quality will meet on Feb¬ 
ruary 14, 1975, at 10 am. in Room 500, 
1700 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The Committee advises the President 
and the Council on Environmental 
Quality on matters pertaining to en¬ 
vironmental quality. The purpose of the 
meeting is to review pending Committee 
business and to consider Committee 
activities for the coming year. Subjects 
discussed will include legislation. Com¬ 

mittee publications, land use, energy, 
solid waste, and other current environ¬ 
mental issues. 

A limited number of seats—approxi¬ 
mately 10—will be available to observers 
from the press and the public on a re¬ 
served, first-come basis. Requests to 
attend the meeting must be submitted 
in writing or by telephone no later than 
Thursday, February 13, 1975, to 
Lawrence N. Stevens, Executive Director, 
Citizens’ Advisory Committee on En¬ 
vironmental Quality, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20006, 
telephone (202) 233-3040. Oral state¬ 
ments or questioning of Committee mem¬ 
bers or other participants by observers 
in attendance at the meeting will not 
be permitted. Members of the public 
may file written statements with the 
Committee before or after the meeting. 

Requests for information should be 
submitted to Lawrence N. Stevens 
(address given above). 

Lawrence N. Stevens, 
Executive Director, Citizens’ Ad¬ 

visory Committee on Environ¬ 
mental Quality. 

[FR Doc.75-3547 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
[Docket No. 25990; Agreements CAR. 

24827-24832; Order 75-1-140] 

AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. ET AL 

Older Regarding Capacity Agreement To 
Implement Fuel Allocation Program 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 31st day of January 1975. 

By joint application, American Air¬ 
lines, Inc. (American), Trans World 
Airlines, Inc. (TWA), and United Air 
Lines, Inc. (United) request approval 
pursuant to section 412 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, (the 
Act) of six agreements limiting capacity 
in 23 markets1 for the period February 1, 
1975 through June 14, 1975. The agree¬ 
ments were negotiated pursuant to au¬ 
thority granted by Order 74-11-35, No¬ 
vember 7, 1974, authorizing inter-carrier 
discussions concerning, inter alia, exten- 

1 The markets and agreements to which 
they relate are as foUows: 

Agreement CAB. 24827, American, TWA, 
and United, New York/Newark-Los Angeles, 
New York/Newark-San Francisco, Washing¬ 
ton/Baltimore-Los Angeles, and Chlcago-San 
Francisco. 

Agreement CAB. 24828, American, TWA 
and United, Phlladelphla-Los Angeles, De¬ 
troit-Los Angeles, Hartford-Los Angeles, Bos- 
ton-Los Angeles, and Cleveland-Los Angeles. 

Agreement CAB. 24829, American and 
TWA, New York-Cinclnnati, New York-Day- 
ton, and Chicago-Phoenix. 

Agreement CAB. 24830, American and 
United, Chlcago-San Diego, and Washington- 
San Diego. 

Agreement CAB. 24831, TWA and United, 
Boston-San Francisco, Phlladelphla-San 
Francisco, Washlngton/Baltimore-San Fran¬ 
cisco, New York-Denver, Washlngton-Denver, 
New York-Las Vegas, Chlcago-Las Vegas, and 
Philadelphla-Chlcago. 

Agreement CAB. 24832, American, TWA 
and United, New York-Chicago. 

sion of the fuel-related capacity limita¬ 
tion agreements approved in Order 
74-7-105, July 24,1974. 

In support of their application, the 
joint applicants state, inter alia, that 
the form and substance of the agree¬ 
ments are similar to earlier agreements 
approved in this docket; with a few ex¬ 
ceptions, capacity levels will be un¬ 
changed from last year’s off-peak level;* 
the load factors projected in each agree¬ 
ment market fully meet the criteria 
established by the Board for fuel re¬ 
straint agreements;’ current jet fuel al¬ 
locations are at the same 100 percent 
of 1972 levels as when (he Board initi¬ 
ally approved fuel restraint agreements 
in Order 73-10-110, but foreign as well as 
domestic carriers now have the right to 
draw on the domestic jet fuel pool; the 
coal strike combined with a predicted 
unusually severe winter will adversely 
affect the supply of middle distillate 
fuels; the international fuel situation 
shows no sign of improvement; the 
Board has already approved capacity 
agreements in numerous international 
markets for the winter of 1975; the 
agreements benefit both the agreement 
carriers and the traveling public by en¬ 
abling the carriers to raise load factors 
in the agreement markets to levels ap¬ 
proximating those attained on the re¬ 
mainder of their systems, thereby allow¬ 
ing the carriers to continue to offer more 
services on nonagreement routes than 
would otherwise be possible; the agree¬ 
ments will save over 110,000,000 gallons 
of fuel during their 4*4 month term; the 
applicants will not use released capacity 
to increase competition with other car¬ 
riers; and all three carriers will again 
ground aircraft this winter because of 
lack of fuel.1 

Answers in opposition to these agree¬ 
ments have been filed by Frontier Air¬ 
lines, Inc., the City of Chicago, the Las 
Vegas Parties, the Cincinnati Parties, 
Northwest Airlines, Inc., the National Air 
Carrier Association (NACA), the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation, Braniff Airways, 

* The following changes have been made 
from the September 15-December 14, 1974 
level: New York-San Francisco, eleven per¬ 
cent reduction In seats; Chlcago-San Fran- 
clsoo, six percent reduction In seats; 
Detrolt-Los Angeles, substitution at one nar¬ 
row-body for one wide-body; Cleveland-Los 
Angeles, elimination of one narrow-body; 
Chlcago-Las Vegas, substitution of two wtde- 
bodies for two narrow-bodies; New York- 
Denver, two additional narrow-bodies week¬ 
ly; Ghlcago-Phoenix, February 1-April 14, 
substitution of two wide-bodies for two 
narrow-bodies, April 15-June 14, substitution 
of two narrow-bodies for two wlde-bodies. 

* The projected Industry load factor for all 
markets oombined is 55 percent and the 
highest projected load factor Is 66 percent 
in the Chlcago-Las Vegas market. The car¬ 
riers assume no traffic growth In any market 
except for Chlcago-Las Vegas In whioh 10 
percent growth was assumed. 

4 As of February 1, 1975, American expects 
to have grounded four B-747’s; TWA will 
have grounded three L-lOU’s, one B-747, 
and one B-707; and United will have 
grounded 15 DC-8’s. 
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Inc., Delta Air Lines, Inc., the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice, the Airline Pilots As¬ 
sociation (ALPA),' Continental Air Lines, 
Inc., and the State of Maryland." These 
answers are summarized in Appendix A, 
as are the consolidated replies of Ameri¬ 
can and TWA. 

In general, the answers in opposition 
to these agreements are based on five 
major contentions: (1) Approval of the 
agreements would be contrary to the Ini¬ 
tial Decision in the Capacity Reduction 
Agreements Case7 and would constitute 
prejudgment of that case; (2) the agree¬ 
ments are not needed as no fuel shortage 
currently exists and the applicants ap¬ 
pear to have ample fuel to operate with¬ 
out the benefit of capacity agree¬ 
ments over the peak holiday period; * 
(3) the agreements will not result in any 
saving of aviation fuel as any fuel not 
used in the agreement markets will be 
used in other markets to the detriment of 
competing nonagreement carriers; (4) 
the schedule reductions resulting from 
approval of these agreements will ad¬ 
versely affect the traveling public; and 
(5) the applicants have failed to provide 
justification based specifically on sum¬ 
mer operations and specific information 
describing the actual amount of fuel that 
will be saved within the agreement mar¬ 
kets as required by previous Board 
orders. 

Upon consideration of the pleadings 
and all the relevant facts, we have con¬ 
cluded that Agreements C.A.B. 24827 
through 24832, if made subject to cer¬ 
tain conditions, are neither adverse to 
the public interest nor in violation of the 
Federal Aviation Act and, accordingly, 
should be approved pending final Board 
decision in the Capacity Case, or until 
they expire by their terms on June 14, 
1975, whichever first occurs* 

* ALPA has also filed an amendment to Its 
answer with a motion for leave to amend. 
For good cause shown, the motion wiU be 
granted. 

* The State of Maryland’s answer was filed 
four days late and was accompanied by a 
motion for leave to file an otherwise unau¬ 
thorized document. We will consider that 
motion as a motion for leave to file late 
under Rule 17 and will grant the motion, 
excusable neglect having been demonstrated. 

* Initial Decision of Administrative Law 
Judge EL. Robert Seaver In the Capacity Re¬ 
duction Agreements Case, Docket 22908, 
served November 18, 1974, concludes that 
capacity agreements are adverse to the pub¬ 
lic Interest and not Justified on either eco¬ 
nomic or fuel-saving grounds. By Order 75- 
1-32, January 8, 1975, the Board took review 
and stayed the e#ectlveness of Judge Seaver’s 
Initial Decision. Hereinafter, the proceeding 
In Docket 22908 will be referred to as the 
Capacity Case. 

» The predecessor agreements of those cur¬ 
rently In issue, which were approved by 
Order 74-7-105, July 24,1974, expired Decem¬ 
ber 14, 1974. The Instant agreements would 
not become applicable until February 1,1975. 

•In our view the applicants have suffi¬ 
ciently met the evidentiary requirements Im¬ 
posed In Orders 74-7-105 and 74-11-35 to 
warrant our considering the Joint Applica¬ 
tion on Its merits. See application for a dis¬ 
cussion authorization filed In this docket 
on September 24, 1974; TWA’s Consolidated 
Reply herein; Attachment VIII to the Joint 
Application; Reply of American at Appendix 
A; Reply of TWA at Appendix B. 

In several previous orders the Board 
approved capacity agreements because it 
was the Board’s conclusion that the 
agreements would result in a, better allo¬ 
cation of fuel resources in circumstances 
in which the carriers could not obtain 
the quantities of fuel they needed to meet 
the public’s needs for air transportation 
services. This same concern was ex¬ 
pressed by the Board in Order 74-11-35, 
in which the Board authorized the dis¬ 
cussions that led to the agreements here 
under consideration. More specifically, 
the Board authorized the discussions be¬ 
cause, at that time (early November), 
it appeared that the fuel shortage was 
still with us and that this shortage could 
be further exacerbated by a lengthy coal 
workers’ strike, heavy use of middle dis¬ 
tillate fuels for home heating, and so 
forth. 

There is no doubt that the fuel short¬ 
age which faced the nation when the 
capacity agreements were last approved 
has changed considerably.14 But one fact 
is clear. A very serious fuel problem con¬ 
tinues to exist. Previously the unavaila¬ 
bility of fuel called for extraordinary 
measures for allocation of scarce sup¬ 
plies. Presently the critical national need 
is for reduction in the use of available 
fuel supplies in order to reduce this na¬ 
tion’s dependence on imported oil, and 
eliminate the drain on our national 
wealth and exposure of our economy to 
serious disruption that are the conse¬ 
quences of such dependence. 

The critical necessity for fuel conser¬ 
vation has been central to the programs 
of both the President and Congress. 
Thus, in his State of the Union Message 
the President pointed to the urgent need 
to reduce oil imports by one million bar¬ 
rels per day by the end of 1975, and by 
two million barrels per day by the end 
of 1977, with an end to the vulnerability 
of our economy to foreign suppliers by 
1985.u 

Congress fully shares the goal of re¬ 
duction in energy consumption. The 
Senate Majority Leader recently re¬ 
marked, “to cope effectively with exor¬ 
bitant and arbitrary prices for petro¬ 
leum * * * a reduction of consumption 
equal to at least two million barrels per 
day, and preferably more, must be 
achieved.” He added, “Unless we put an 
end to the superfluous and extravagant, 
supplies, no matter how great, will never 
be sufficient." Remarks of Senator Mans¬ 
field, 121 Cong. Rec. S 16, January 15, 
1975 (Daily Ed.). 

Indeed, many members of both Houses 
of Congress of both political parties have 

" Fuel limitations nevertheless remain. 
Thus, Federal Energy Administration Regu¬ 
lations continue to provide for the allocation 
of aviation fuels. Carriers are currently lim¬ 
ited to no more than their 1972 fuel usage 
unless they can show compelling situations 
requiring adjustments to the base period 
use. Mandatory Petroleum Allocation Regu¬ 
lations, 10 C.F.R. Part 211, Subpart H; 39 
Fed. Reg. 37969. 

1111 Weekly Compilation of Presidential 
Documents 49(1975). Other Presidential 
Statements are to the same effect. See, 10 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Docu¬ 
ments 1239, 1272, 1321 and 1556 (1974). 

made statements urging the conserva¬ 
tion of scarce energy resources. Another 
Senator, In outlining a comprehensive 
program for fuel conservation, stated his 
view that, “The very health of our 
economy, and our position as a World 
economic power, may depend on our will 
to adopt tough fuel conservation meas¬ 
ures.” (Senator Charles H. Percy, 120 
Cong. Rec. S. 20920, December 10, 1974 
(Daily Ed.)). 

The Recommendations of the Presi¬ 
dent’s Labor-Management Committee 
were to the same effect. The Committee 
emphasized that, “Conservation in every 
way is essential, and the present level of 
imports of oil should be promptly re¬ 
duced significantly.” Its proposed pro¬ 
gram included, “• • * the establishment 
of formalized energy conservation pro¬ 
grams throughout industry and all levels 
of Government to economize on energy 
use • • Recommendations of the 
President’s Labor-Management Commit¬ 
tee Concerning Economic Initiatives and 
National Energy Policy, December 30, 
1974, 11 Weekly Compilation of Presi¬ 
dential Documents at 35 (1975). 

The Board also has a responsibility to 
carefully consider measures proposed by 
the carriers to eliminate superfluous or 
extravagant utilization of fuel supplies. 
We recognized that responsibility when 
capacity agreements were granted in¬ 
terim approval by the Board in the 
transcontinental markets in Order 73- 
7-147. That Order set for hearing the 
joint application of American, TWA 
and United for approval of an agree¬ 
ment comparable to Agreement C.A.B. 
24827, here before us. One of the prime 
considerations which the Board found 
warranted that interim approval was its 
conclusion that the agreement would 
save substantial quantities of fuel. 

As noted, the applicants allege that 
substantial fuel savings will be accom¬ 
plished by maintenance of reduced 
capacity under .the agreements. More¬ 
over, it is axiomatic that to the extent 
overall reduced capacity may be attrib¬ 
uted to the agreements, fuel savings will 
result.11 The opposing parties urge that 
minimal fuel savings have in fact re¬ 
sulted, since savings in agreement 
markets have been expended in non¬ 
agreement markets, and unilateral re¬ 
straint would be equally effective in 
maintaining the present reduced capac¬ 
ity in the agreement markets. 

Whether substantial fuel savings will 
in fact result from capacity agreements 
in appropriate markets, and whether 
any such fuel savings and other benefits 

“The most recent data available (from 
Forms 41, Schedule P5(b)) Indicate that, 
during the past year when capacity agree¬ 
ments covering the 23 markets were in effect, 
the three agreement carriers decreased their 
fuel use substantially more than did the 
nonagreement carriers (using 1972 as a base: 
See, e.g. Mandatory Petroleum Allocation 
Regulations, 39 Fed. Reg. 37969 (1974)). 
Moreover, data filed with the Board show a 
decrease in fuel consumption, e.g. for the 
month of October 1974 alone, compared to 
October 1973, in the 23-agreement markets, 
consumption was down 16.9 mUllon gallons, 
with a total cost savings of some $4.0 mU¬ 
llon (based on October 1974 fuel costs). 
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outweigh other detrimental effects, are 
questions which will be determined in the 
pending Capacity Case proceeding, Dock- 
et 22908. That case involves agreements 
substantially similar to those here before 
us.“ However, the question which we 
now must resolve is whether, pending 
that determination, the Board should 
create a risk that the benefits, particular¬ 
ly in the form of fuel conservation, which 
appear to have been derived from the 
agreements, might be lost by premature 
disapproval of the agreements prior to 
our final determinations as to the public 
interest of such agreements in the Ca¬ 
pacity Case. Considering the short dura¬ 
tion of the agreements, the very serious 
present necessity for fuel conservation, 
and the Board’s responsibility to give 
very careful consideration to proposed 
fuel conservation measures, we conclude 
that that risk is one which the Board 
should not take. We will, therefore, grant 
interim approval of these agreements 
through June 14, 1975, or until the final 
Board order in the Capacity Case. 

There are additional reasons which 
lend support to our conclusion that con¬ 
tinued interim approval of these agree¬ 
ments should be granted. In Order 73-7- 
147 we tentatively concluded that capac¬ 
ity reduction agreements also have bene¬ 
ficial effects on the financial health of 
the parties to such agreements. In this 
respect we take note of the recent slump 
in the traffic picture of the airlines, and 
the various projections of a continuation, 
at least for the immediate future, of the 
current recession. Coupled with the 
gloomy traffic picture are steeply rising 
carrier costs.14 Thus the prospects are not 
bright with respect to the carriers’ fi¬ 
nances, a matter of serious concern in 
view of TWA’s already mounting losses 
and the fact that American’s present 
period of profitability has not been a 
lengthy one.“ 

Further, while we would be reluctant 
to continue to approve capacity limita- 

“ Various parties to the present proceed¬ 
ing also urge us to take into consideration 
the findings and conclusions of the Initial 
Decision in the Capacity Case. As noted ear¬ 
lier, the Administrative Law Judge there con¬ 
cluded that capacity limitation agreements 
are, except in extraordinary circumstances, 
contrary to the public interest. However, as 
also noted above, petitions seeking review 
have been filed which take issue with prac¬ 
tically all aspects of the Initial Decision and 
the Board has agreed to review the case. Ac¬ 
cordingly, reliance by the Board on any of 
the Initial Decision’s findings and conclu¬ 
sions would, at this Juncture, be unfair and 
inappropriate. 

11 Fuel costs, for example, have virtually 
doubled since the year ended June 30, 1973, 
when the average price per gallon for the 
domestic trunks and local service carriers 
was only 11.745 cents. The latest available 
data (November 1974) shows the average 
price per gallon is 23.129 cents. Moreover, If 
the President’s proposed petroleum taxes are 
Implemented, further increases in fuel costs 
are likely to result. 

tion agreements based on tentative views 
if final resolution of the matter were not 
In sight, the Capacity Case is fast draw¬ 
ing to a close. (Briefs to the Board are 
due on February 7, and we contemplate 
that oral argument will be held as soon 
thereafter as is practicable.) With the 
exception of a few short periods, agree¬ 
ments covering New York/Newark-Los 
Angeles/San Francisco, Chicago-San 
Francisco and Baltimore/Washington- 
Los Angeles have been in effect for more 
than three years. Agreements covering 
capacity in the other 19 markets have 
been in effect for most of the past 14 
months. Even were the apparent public 
interest benefits of the agreements (as 
discussed above) less compelling, we 
could not conclude that operation of the 
agreement pendente lite in the Capacity . 
Case would be adverse to the public in¬ 
terest since it does not appear that the 
agreements will have any overriding 
detrimental effects for the relatively 
brief period February-June, and since 
such agreements to all intents and pur¬ 
poses continue the status quo.1* 

As we have touched on above, the 
place that capacity agreements should 
have in the regulation of the nation’s 
air transportation system will be re¬ 
solved in the Capacity Case. The question 
of the validity of the Board’s tentative 
views about capacity agreements will be 
answered there. As we have also dis¬ 
cussed, however, in the meantime, and 
necessarily without the understanding of 
the record in the Capacity Case that will 
be gained from a study of the parties’ 
briefs and arguments, the Board re- 

15 

(12 months ended September 30) 

Net income 
(thousands) 

Rate of return 
(percent) 

1974 1973 1974 1973 

American_ $14,400 ($34,400) 4.2 0.3 
TWA. (1,900) 52,000 4.4 8.1 
United. 97,400 45,000 9.2 6.0 

18 In view of the fact that the Capacity 
Case will soon be completed and that the 
Instant agreements will be In operation for 
such a short term, we have not undertaken 
to attempt to determine precisely their fuel 
savings, financial and environmental effects: 
Compare Order 73-7-147. However, we 
tentatively conclude that the agreement will 
considerably reduce capacity in the agree¬ 
ment markets compared to what would be 
offered but for the agreements. Since we 
continue to adhere to our tentative view 
that such reductions will not be counter¬ 
balanced by unreasonable capacity Increases 
elsewhere, we also tentatively conclude that 
the savings and reductions, In terms of fuel 
use, costs, and noise and air pollution, will 
be substantial. In respect to alleged alter¬ 
native measures for reducing capacity we 
adhere to the views expressed In Order 73- 
7-147. 

mains of the tentative view that 
capacity agreements such as those be¬ 
fore us benefit the public interest. The 
applicants should be on notice, however, 
that if the Board’s study of the record 
and Initial Decision in the Capacity Case 
leads us to conclude that it would be in 
the public interest to do so, we will order 
that the agreements be brought to an 
end forthwith. 

As we have repeatedly said, we will 
also order an end to the agreements if it 
appears that the agreement carriers are 
misusing the resources that the agree¬ 
ments free: See, e.g.. Order 73-4-98, at 
5. This, in turn, brings us to the claims 
of the various competitors of the agree¬ 
ment carriers that the agreements have, 
in fact, had a detrimental impact on 
these competitors. 

Continental’s contentions have already 
been disposed of in Order 74-7-105, and 
Delta’s complaint against American is 
currently pending in Docket 26995.17 
Braniff alleges that, on June 15, 1974, 
American increased its Chicago-Dallas 
frequencies from 6 to 10 nonstop round- 
trip flights. American admits that it in¬ 
creased its Chicago-Dallas frequencies on 
June 15 from 6% to 10*4 nonstop round 
trips; however, American contends that 
it was forced to do so in order to main¬ 
tain its capacity share and keep Braniff 
from driving it out of the market.11 Upon 
consideration of available information, 
we have concluded that American was 
attempting to maintain its competitive 
position in the face of Braniff’s increased 
frequencies, and that the capacity agree¬ 
ments had no causative effect on 
American’s actions. As we have stated in 
the past, we do not believe it equitable 
to place agreement carriers at a com¬ 
petitive disadvantage in nonagreement 
competitive markets by precluding them 
from responding to a competitor’s in¬ 
crease in such markets.11 

We have also concluded that the serv¬ 
ice proposed in the agreements will rea¬ 
sonably satisfy the needs of the traveling 
public. A number of civic parties argue 
that capacity agreement® have unduly 
limited service to those cities. The City 
of Chicago asserts that approval of the 
agreements may result in a further de¬ 
terioration of business travel; however, 

w By letter dated December 17, 1974, the 
Bureau of Enforcement notified Delta of 
Its determination that It would not be in the 
public Interest to Institute an enforcement 
proceeding on the basis of Delta’s complaint. 
Delta has sought Board review of that deter¬ 
mination. Under the circumstances, It would 
be inappropriate for us to consider the merits 
of that complaint here. 

“On April 1, 1974, Braniff Increased its 
nonstop round-trip frequencies in the 
Chicago-Dallas market from 8 to 10. OAG, 
March 15 and April 1, 1974. 

“ See Orders 72-4-63 at 7 and 73-4-98 at 5, 
n. 10. 
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based on this record we cannot agree. 
Load factors in the Chicago-New York 
and Chicago-Philadelphia markets, 
which the city mentions as important 
business markets, were 60 percent during 
the off-peak period of February through 
May 1974, and are projected at 60 per¬ 
cent under the instant agreements. The 
Las Vegas parties expressed concern 
about the Chicago-Las Vegas market, 
which had 70 percent load factors in 
the February-May 1974 off-peak period. 
However, the applicants intend to substi¬ 
tute two wide-bodies for two narrow- 
bodies and project a 66 percent load 
factor during the term of the instant 
agreement. We think that the actual load 
factor will be no higher in the Chicago 
markets than the applicants’ project 
(and probably will be lower) and that 
those load factors are reasonable." 

The Cincinnati parties complain of 
high load factors in the New York/ 
Newark-Cincinnati market and the ab¬ 
sence of nonstop Newark-Cincinnati 
service. The industry load factors in the 
New York/Newark-Cincinnati market 
were 62 percent during the February- 
May 1974, off-peak season and are pro¬ 
jected to be at the same level under the 
instant agreements. Again, we estimate 
that load factors will be no higher than 
as projected by the applicants, and we 
cannot conclude that such load factors 
are excessive. As to the lack of nonstop 
Newark-Cincinnati service, that market 
currently receives two one-stop round 
trips daily from TWA and the Cincin¬ 
nati parties have provided no evidence 
to indicate that nonstop service is needed 
in the market, particularly in light of 
the availability of nonstop service from 
LaGuardia. The State of Maryland’s 
complaint of insufficient service at Balti¬ 
more/Washington International Airport 
has been dealt with in a prior order21 
and is a question which will be resolved 
in the Capacity Case. 

We have also considered the possible 
impact of the agreements on competi¬ 
tion between the agreement carriers and 
on their employees. In respect to the 
competitive impact of the agreements, 
they will, of course, reduce or eliminate 
nonstop capacity competition in the 
markets involved. That is a debit to be 
chalked up against the agreements. On 
the other hand, we again find no reason 
to depart here from the Board’s earlier 
expressed view that agreements like the 
ones before us do not have a detrimental 
effect on other forms of competition." 
As to impact on employees, we have con¬ 
cluded that that impact will be limited, 
given the fact that the agreements In 

10 See, In this regard, the discussion of 
appropriate projected load-factor levels in 
Orders 73-4-98 and 73-7-147. We would only 
add that the intensified national goal of 
favoring actions that save fuel reinforces our 
view that projected mid-60’s load factors in 
agreement markets are entirely acceptable. 

« See Order 73-7-147, at 10. 
" See, Orders 73-7-147 at 11 and 74-7-105 

at 7. See also, the recent discount-fare pro¬ 
posals of American, TWA and United, Dockets 
27273-77, 27280,27326, 27335, 27337-38. 

the main preserve the status quo and 
that the agreements will be in effect for 
4*4 months (or less), and that such ef¬ 
fect, together with the agreements’ 
effects on competition and on passenger 
convenience, will not outweigh the agree¬ 
ments’ beneficial effects: see Order 73- 
7-147 at 14. 

Jurisdiction over the agreements will 
be retained, pursuant to section 412 of 
the Act, for the purpose of amending, 
modifying, or revoking our approval at 
any future time.23 We shall also require 
the applicants to submit a variety of 
reports: See, e.g., Orders 73-7-147 and 
74-7-105.2* If these reports or other in¬ 
formation coming to our attention in¬ 
dicate that the agreements may be 
working to the detriment of the public 
interest for any reason, the Board will 
exercise its discretionary powers of re¬ 
view under section 412(b) of the Act.® 

Accordingly, It is ordered. That: 
1. Effective February 1, 1975 through 

June 14, 1975, or until final Board order 
in the Capacity Reduction Agreements 
Case, whichever first occurs. Agreements 
C.A.B. 24827, 24828, 24829, 24830, 24831, 
and 24832, be and they hereby are ap¬ 
proved subject to the following condi¬ 
tions: 

a. Within 15 days after the end of each 
calendar month each applicant shall sub¬ 
mit to the Board’s Docket Section three 
copies of a report in the form required by 
Order 72-4-63, stating for each total 
market affected by the agreements (in¬ 
cluding satellite airports in each market) 
and for each flight flown therein (includ¬ 
ing extra sections), by flight number, de¬ 
parture time and aircraft type, the rev¬ 
enue passengers carried, number of seats 
flown, and load factor for each day of the 
week and for the month; and as an at¬ 
tachment to that report, each applicant 
shall report the number of times an air¬ 
craft being operated in any of the agree¬ 
ment markets departed with 95 percent 
or more of its seats filled; " 

“ We have touched on this matter earlier. 
We would also note that such action wUl be 
taken If It appears that traffic In any of the 
agreement markets turns out to be mate¬ 
rially greater than expected and the carriers 
fail to react by adding appropriate amounts 
of extra capacity. In this regard, while we 
have retained the requirement that capacity 
be added If load factors average more than 
72 percent over any two-month period, we 
note that the carriers’ forecast load factors 
are considerably below this level, and we 
expect them to use best efforts not to exceed 
their forecast load factors. 

“In order that we may have a complete 
picture of the situation, we shall require 
these reports to be filed for the 2 y2 month 
hiatus period between the predecessor and 
the instant agreements (see footnote 8, 
above) as weU as for the period covered by 
these agreements. 

* Consistent with past orders, we will not 
Impose the restrictive charter service condi¬ 
tion proposed by NACA. NACA’s proposed 
cure, It seems to us. Is considerably worse 
than the claimed disease. Of course the sub¬ 
ject Is specifically In Issue in the Capacity 
Case. 

“For purposes of the 95 percent reports, 
the applicants shall take Into account both 
revenue and positive space nonrevenue pas¬ 
sengers. Such reports shall Include flight 
numbers. 

b. A copy of such reports shall be served 
upon each airport operator in the cities 
which are the subject of the report; 

c. Within 15 days after the end of each 
month each carrier shall file a report 
with the Board’s Docket Section stating, 
on a systemwide basis, average seat-miles 
operated per gallon of fuel used, by type 
of equipment; 

d. Each carrier shall maintain records, 
subject to inspection by the Board, or by 
such other persons as the Board may 
authorize, of the fuel used each month 
by the carrier, throughout its system, on 
a city-pair and flight-by-flight basis (in¬ 
cluding charter operations); 

e. Any schedule changes resulting pur¬ 
suant to the agreements approved herein 
shall be reported to the Board within 15 
days after the end of each month in ac¬ 
cordance with the format in Appendix D 
to Order 74-7-105. Copies of such reports 
shall be provided to all carriers and inter¬ 
ested civic parties requesting them; and 

f. Schedule deletions resulting pursuant 
to the agreements herein approved which 
occur at any of the controlled high- 
density airports," and which result in the 
vacating of slots allocated by the Airline 
Schedule Committees of the respective 
airports pursuant to authority granted in 
Order 72-11-72, shall not be refilled by 
the air carrier applicants, nor be reallo¬ 
cated to other carriers by the Airline 
Scheduling Committee, Provided, how¬ 
ever, That slots originally vacated may 
be reinstated by the vacating carrier to 
the extent such carrier vacates another 
flight at the same airport which operated 
plus or minus three hours of the flights 
to be reinstated; “ 

2. The reports required by ordering 
paragraph 1 above, shall be filed for the 
period December 1,1974 through June 14, 
1975; 

3. The Board shall retain jurisdiction 
over this proceeding in order to modify, 
amend or revoke pur approval at any 
time, or take whatever other action may 
be deemed appropriate in the public in¬ 
terest, without a hearing; 

4. The motions of the Air Line Pilots 
Association and the State of Maryland, 
be and they hereby are granted; 

5. Copies of this order shall be served 
on the U.S. Postal Service and all cer¬ 
tificated air carriers as well as the parties 
named in Appendix A; and 

6. Except to the extent granted herein, 
all outstanding requests be and they 
hereby are denied. 

This order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.® 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 
• Secretary. 

»Airport scheduling agreements affect 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
O’Hare International Airport, Washington 
National Airport and LaGuardia Airport. See 
Order 72-11-72. 

** See Order 73-12-32, December 7, 1973, at 
p. 7. 

* Members Mlnettl and West dissented. 
Members Mlnettl and West reserve the right 
to set forth their views In a dissent to follow. 
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Appendix A 

SUMMARY OF ANSWERS IN OPPOSITION 

Frontier states that: the oil embargo has 
been lifted and fuel la available as needed; 
the benefits derived from the agreements are 
no longer of such critical Importance as to 
warrant their continuation; pendente lite 
approval should not be granted because the 
Initial Decision In the Capacity Reduction 
Agreements Case1 found the agreements con¬ 
trary to the public Interest; the agreements 
afford United and TWA an unfair competi¬ 
tive advantage In nonagreement markets.* 

The City of Chicago opposes approval of 
the agreements in the six Chicago markets 
In Issue, asserting that: approval may result 
in a further deterioration of business travel; 
the coal strike will result In little, if any, 
diversion of aviation fuel because coal users 
cannot readily switch to middle distillate 
fuels; the lack of opposition to International 
capacity agreements Is an attempt to assist 
Pan Am which Is unrelated to domestic mar¬ 
kets; the Initial Decision in the Capacity 
Case concludes that the agreement Is not 
saving and will not save any aviation fuel; 
and the discussions leading up to this agree¬ 
ment do not indicate any efforts to save 
fuel. 

The Las Vegas Parties oppose the applica¬ 
tion on the grounds that it failed to “in¬ 
clude a Justification based specifically on 
the summer operations pursuant to the 
agreements, focusing, inter alia, on the data 
Included In the reports being filed in this 
docket” as required by Order 74-7-105, p. 16, 
ordering paragraph (3); the Initial Decision 
In the Capacity Case found such agreements 
adverse to the public interest in the eco¬ 
nomic area and unnecessary as a fuel con¬ 
servation device; extension of the agreements 
without hearing would raise a serious ques¬ 
tion of Board prejudgment of that proceed¬ 
ing; applicants appear to have ample fuel to 
operate without agreements over the peak 
holiday period since the new agreement will 
not start until February 1; the coal strike 
is now over; the new agreements threaten 
substantial damage to the traveling public 
and the tourism Industry*; ordering para¬ 
graph 1(h) of Order 74-7-105 Is ineffective 
as the condition can easily be met by dump¬ 
ing extra section capacity Into the market 
at the tall end of the period; and the Board 
has been unresponsive to Las Vegas’ pleas 
for relief from oppressive load factors (actual 
load factors In the Denver-Las Vegas market 
ran close to 90 percent during February and 
March, 1974); and the only way carriers will 
properly respond to the needs of major 
markets Is through the stimulus of com¬ 
petition. 

The Cincinnati Parties contend that: The 
agreements are not Justified based on sum¬ 
mer operations pursuant to the agreements, 
as required by Order 74-7-105; the carriers 

have not Justified the agreement on fuel- 

conservation grounds; the carriers cannot be 

1 Docket 22908. Hereinafter referred to as 
Capacity Case. 

* During the term of the agreement, United 
Inaugurated a DC-10 round trip between 
Denver and Las Vegas In competition with 
Frontier. While Frontier cannot prove that 
this equipment escalation was attributable 
to capacity released by virtue of the agree¬ 
ments in other markets, but for the artifi¬ 
cially restrained competition between 
United, TWA, and American, United might 
have concentrated more on the 23 markets 
Included in the proposed agreements. 

»The carriers have consistently underesti¬ 
mated traffic In the Las Vegas-Chicago mar¬ 
ket, for example. 

concerned about fuel supplies this winter 
since the new agreements will not commence 
until February 1, after the holiday peak is 
over; approval threatens substantial Injury 
to the traveling public In a number of 
markets4; the applicants have presented no 
valid reason for any further interim ap¬ 
provals and the Board should cease its prac¬ 
tice In granting long-term authorizations to 
these agreements through the mechanism of 
a series of short-term approvals. 

Northwest asserts that: the instant agree¬ 
ment is for the spring, not for this winter 
as contemplated in the order approving dis¬ 
cussions; the applicants’ Justifications are 
directed to winter fuel supplies and do not 
justify approval through June; the coal 
strike has been settled without reducing air¬ 
line fuel allocations and an unusually severe 
winter cannot Justify a spring agreement; 
the applicants admit that these agreements 
are not needed to conserve fuel this winter; 
the applicants have failed to Justify approval 
on the basis of their summer operations as 
required by Order 74-7-105; the carriers 
have sufficient fuel to meet the public’s 
needs, as no agreement Is necessary during 
the winter; In light of a projected absence 
of traffic growth, the applicants will act ra¬ 
tionally and not add excessive capacity in 
the agreement markets; and the Initial Deci¬ 
sion in the Capacity Case found that fuel- 
related agreements are unnecessary through 
mid-1975. Northwest further alleges that the 
agreement carriers will obtain control of each 
other within the meaning of section 408(a) 
(5); that section 408 requires a hearing be¬ 
fore these agreements can be approved; the 
time span of the proposed agreement would 
extend the fuel-related agreements to the 
end of the period that the carriers had 
sought approval of an economic agreement 
In Docket 22908; and approval of the agree¬ 
ments would be arbitrary. 

The National Air Carrier# Association avers 
that: they are a clear violation of the anti¬ 
trust laws; the Initial Decision in the Ca¬ 
pacity Case concluded that the agreements 
are detrimental to the public interest and 
harmful to both nonagreement and agree¬ 
ment carriers; failure to disapprove the 
agreements would constitute prejudgment of 
the issues In that case; the supply of aviation 
fuel Is Increasing; the coal strike Is settled; 
the agreements will not save fuel as any fuel 
saved in the agreement markets would be 
immediately used in other markets; and, if 
the Instant agreements are approved, that 
approval should be subject to a condition 
that the agreement carriers’ available seat 
miles operated In charter service not exceed 
the ASMs operated in calendar year 1971 
unless the carrier can demonstrate that the 
additional capacity has not been made avail¬ 
able as a result of any capacity agreement or 
is needed to meet a demand for charter serv¬ 
ice which cannot be met by an supplemental 
or other nonagreement carrier. 

The Department of Transportation asserts 
that the agreements are contrary to anti¬ 
trust policy and may only be approved if 
they are required by a serious transportation 
need, necessary to secure important public 

benefits, or are In furtherance of a valid 

regulatory purpose, and if less anticompeti¬ 

tive alternatives are unavailable. In the ab¬ 

sence of substantial evidence, which is here 
lacking, there is absolutely no Justification 

4 For example, neither carrier offers non¬ 
stop service between Newark and Cincinnati 
despite clear evidence of public need for such 
service; and load factors have consistently 
run on the high side in this market and are 
quite excessive during peak times of the dav. 

for the Board authorizing new capacity 
agreements in light of the Initial Decision 
in the Capacity Case. 

Braniff Airways opposes the agreements on 
the grounds that the Initial Decision in the 
Capacity Case rejects all of the purported 
Justifications advanced by the applicants for 
approval of these agreements. Braniff states 
•that: the applicants admit that freed re¬ 
sources will be used in non-agreement mar¬ 
kets6; contrary to Order 74-11-35, the ap¬ 
plicants have not been specific in describing 
the actual amount of fuel that will be saved 
by approval of these agreements; It is impos¬ 
sible to verify their fuel saving estimate; and 
the calculations bear no relationship whatso¬ 
ever to fuel savings which may properly be 
attributed to the agreements. 

Delta Air Lines states that: by arguing 
that the over-capacity situation in the 23 
agreement markets will return, with an at¬ 
tendant reduction in service in other markets 
because of lack of spare fuel, the applicants 
admit that fuel saved from earlier agree¬ 
ments has been used in nonagreement mar¬ 
kets; there Is no further need for such agree¬ 
ments as the industry Is able to make neces¬ 
sary schedule adjustments on a unilateral 
basis during the fuel shortage while main¬ 
taining fully adequate levels of service; the 
fuel savings alleged to flow from the agree¬ 
ments are unsubstantiated and depend upon 
the invalid assumption that pre-agreement 
schedules would be reinstated In the ab¬ 
sence of agreements; the agreements have 
serious anticompetitive potential and do not 
meet the Board’s standards for approving 
such agreements; any fuel “saved” will be 
used for competitive purposes elsewhere; ap¬ 
proval of the agreements would prejudice the 
Board’s final decision In the Capacity Case; 
applicants have failed to provide specific In¬ 
formation in describing the actual amount of 
fuel that will be saved as required by Order 
74-11-37; there Is no way to verify the 
claimed savings since the applicants have not 
supplied any fuel-burned data by which 
their assertions can be tested; and the 
Board’s conditions against transfer of freed 
fuel capacity to nonagreement markets have 
been proved Ineffective in Delta’s complaint 
in Docket 28995. 

The Department of Justice asserts that: 
these agreements do not save fuel on a sys¬ 
temwide basis find do not facilitate a more 
equitable distribution of short supplies of 
fuel among various markets than is available 
through less anticompetitive means; the 
Board has failed to determine whether any 
less anticompetitive alternative remedy ex¬ 
ists; the Initial Decision in the Capacity Case 
compels rejection to this application; and 
the applicants at no point argue that there 
will be any Jet fuel savings on a systemwide 
basis. 

The Air Line Pilots Association maintains 
that: Approval Is not Justified by reason of 
a serious transportation need and will not 
achieve substantial public interest benefits; 
approval will not result In fuel savings; while 
the fuel shortage exists In the sense that 
carriers are limited to 100% of 1972 levels, 
the affect Is not at all drastic because traffic 
levels have diminished to or below 1972 
levels; and, If the Board approves the pro¬ 
posed agreements, labor protective provisions 
should be imposed. 

Continental Air Lines states that: The 
agreements do not meet the standards of 

* E.g., on June 15, 1974, American Increased 
Its frequency of service in the Chicago-Dallas 
market from 6 to 10 nonstop round trips and 
admitted in the Capacity Case that It ex¬ 
pected that this Increase would produce 
losses by both American and braniff In that 
market. 
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sections 412(b) and 102(d) of the Act and 
are also In violation of the antitrust law; 
no conditions of economic stringency exist 
to support approval as the applicants are 
all experiencing operating profits; low load 
factors no longer exist In the markets In 
question; the fuel crisis Is no longer a legiti¬ 
mate Justification for the agreements; the 
use of freed capacity has an adverse impact 
on nonagreement carriers; the agreements 
shelter the applicants in their major markets 
thereby enabling them to unleash their 
greater marketing power In nonagreement 
markets; the decreasing capacity In the 
agreement markets has lowered the quality 
of service provided In those markets; and 
there Is no serious risk of the return to ex¬ 
cess capacity In the agreement markets. 

The State of Maryland also opposes the ap¬ 
plication asserting that: the agreements do 
not save fuel; the carriers generally are now 
operating at reduced levels of fuel consump¬ 
tion and can continue to do so unilaterally; 
the record of recent discussions Is barren of 
any discussion of fuel economy; the appli¬ 
cants are making adequate profits and will 
continue to do so in the absence of capacity 
agreements; and the reduction of service In 
the Baltimore-Los Angeles market has sig¬ 
nificantly impaired the generation of traffic 
In this market and has resulted In public 
inconvenience and a failure to provide ample 
flights. 

Summary of Replies 

Trans World Airlines states that: There is 
a need to conserve fuel and extension of this 
agreement will serve that purpose; a com¬ 
parison of domestic ASM’s operated during 
September, October and November, 1974, 
versus the same months In 1972 shows that 
the agreement carriers have exercised con¬ 
siderably more scheduling restraint than the 
nonagreement carriers; for the last four 
months of 1974, TWA’s fuel consumption was 
3.1 percent below that of the comparable 
1972 period and the gap between 1974/1972 
fuel consumption Is increasing; approval of 
the agreements will not only permit the 
agreement carriers to equitably allocate fuel 
in order to maintain a balance between their 
highly competitive, less competitive and mo¬ 
nopoly routes, but will also permit the agree¬ 
ment carriers to continue to save fuel in 
absolute terms; the agreements have not 
unduly inconvenienced the traveling public, 
as load factors in each agreement market 
have been reasonable even during the peak 
summer months of July and August, 1974; the 
objecting carriers have not been harmed as 
each of them has logged substantial profits 
during the term of the agreement; the con¬ 
tention that the agreement carriers have 
diverted fuel saved in agreement markets to 
other markets is invalid because the agree¬ 
ment carriers are not using all of the fuel 
to which they are entitled; the Initial De¬ 
cision in the Capacity Case is directed at 
economic agreements rather than fuel agree¬ 
ments; and the only reason February 1 was 
established as the effective date of the agree¬ 
ments was to give opponents sufficient time 
to answer the application, the agreement car¬ 
riers sufficient time to reply, and the Board 
sufficient time to consider the pleadings be¬ 
fore issuing an order. 

American Airlines states that nonbonded 
aviation fuel is still allocated at the same 
100% of 1972 level as when the Mandatory 
Fuel Allocation Program was first established; 
the fuel outlook, both as to supply and prioe, 
is most unclear; the agreements have enabled 
their participants to save more fuel than 

other carriers4; there is evidence of excess 
capacity on the long-haul routes of non¬ 
agreement carriers; American plans schedule 
reductions in January that will result in .fuel 
usage at approximately 92 percent of its 1972 
consumption during the period of the agree¬ 
ment; the Initial Decision in the Capacity 
Case should not be relied upon here because 
it is subject to petitions for review and the 
present fuel restraint application involves 
a substantially different basic rationale than 
the agreements considered in that decision; 
summer 1974 data required by Order 74-7-105 
was included in American’s application filed 
in this docket on September 24, 1974, re¬ 
questing authority to discuss an extension of 
the agreements; as the purpose of these 
agreements is to save fuel and achieve an 
equitable allocation of the scarce resource 
among markets, arguments regarding the 
profitability of the agreement carriers are 
largely irrelevant; the agreement carriers, 
operating profits fall far short of a reasonable 
rate of return; American was forced to add 
Chicago-Dallas frequencies in order to main¬ 
tain its capacity share and keep Branlff from 
driving it out of the market7; Delta’s com¬ 
plaint in Docket 26995 has been rejected by 
the Bureau of Enforcement; NACA’s proposed 
condition is designed to protect NACA from 
legitimate competition and is unwarranted in 
that there have been significant increases 
in commercial charter traffic since 1971, 
through normal growth and the expansion 
of types of charters, as well as reductions in 
military charters resulting in the transfer 
of equipment to commercial operations; the 
Cincinnati parties’ allegations of excessive 
load factors in the Cincinnati-New York mar¬ 
ket are without merit.8 and the alleged need 
for Newark-Cincinnatl nonstop service is un¬ 
substantiated;* and labor protective pro¬ 
visions have previously been rejected by the 
Board. 

[FR Doc.75-3468 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am) 

[Docket No. 26776, etc.; Order 75-1-136) 

CANADIAN FOREIGN AIR CARRIERS 

Order Regarding Charter Authority 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 31st day of January, 1975. 

4 The agreement carriers' fuel consumption 
during the first half of 1974 was 11.5 percent 
less than the comparable period in 1972. The 
nonagreement trunks reduced consumption 
by only 8.5 percent. The agreement carriers 
have reduced ASM’s by 3.8 percent compared 
to the remaining trunks’ increase of 2.1 per¬ 
cent. 

7 On June 15, 1974, American increased its 
Chicago-Dallas round-trip frequencies from 
6V2 to 10y2 in response to Branlff’s April 1, 
1974 increase to 10 round-trip frequencies. As 
of August 1, 1974, both carriers were operat¬ 
ing 11 round-trip frequencies. American’s 
testimony was that whUe Branlff’s added fre¬ 
quencies had probably driven the total mar¬ 
ket into a loss situation, and American’s 
added flights would place it in a better fi¬ 
nancial • osture than not matching Braniff’s 
schedules. 

• Cincinnati-New York load factors were 62 
percent during the February-May 1974 pe¬ 
riod, 60 percent during July and August, 1974, 
and are projected at 62 percent under the 
proposed agreement. They are entirely rea¬ 
sonable for a market of 585 miles in length. 

• TWA currently provides 2 daily one-stop 
round trips in the Cincinnatl-Newark market. 
If traffic volumes were sufficient for nonstop 
service, it would clearly be in the carrier’s in¬ 
terest to provide it. 

By Order 74-11-154 the Board dele¬ 
gated authority to the Director, Bureau 
of Operating Rights, to issue foreign air 
carrier permits to 57 Canadian air car¬ 
riers, listed in Appendix A of that Order, 
authorizing charter operations between 
the United States and Canada pursuant 
to the Nonscheduled Air Service Agree¬ 
ment executed May 8, 1974 by the Gov¬ 
ernments of Canada and the United 
States. The permits were to be issued 
upon evidence of compliance with cer¬ 
tain requirements1 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act. For the interim, the Board 
granted waivers of certain regulations to 
the Canadian carriers so as to authorize 
them to perform charter services con¬ 
templated by the Agreement under their 
existing permits. The waivers were to be 
in effect for 60 days from the date of 
Order 74-11-154. 

Twenty-two of the fifty-seven carriers 
listed in Appendix A* of Order 74-41- 
154 have provided evidence to the Board 
of compliance with the requirements of 
the Federal Aviation Act and have been 
issued their new permits. Several of the 
remaining carriers have fulfilled some of 
the requirements, but have experienced 
difficulty in completing documentation 
of other requirements. In view of the 
evidence that effort has and is continuing 
to be made to reach compliance and in 
order to prevent the possible disruption 
in the nonscheduled air services between 
the two countries, we believe it to be in 
the public interest to extend for a fur¬ 
ther period of 00 days the waivers pro¬ 
vided for by ordering paragraphs 1, 2, 4, 
5, and 6 of Order 74-5-37, finalized by 
Order 74-7-140 for those carriers that 
have not yet reoeived their new permit 
as set forth in Appendix A of this order. 
Upon the expiration of the extended time 
period, the Board will proceed to cancel 
the existing permits of those carriers 
failing to comply with the requirements 
as set forth in Order 74-11-154. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That: 
1. Ordering paragraph 8 of Order 74- 

11-154 is hereby amended to read: 
8. Ordering paragraphs 1, 2, 4, 5, and 

6 of Order 74-5-37, finalized by Order 

1 Specifically, the requirements are that 
the carrier: (1) has been granted by the 
Federal Aviation Administration the Operat¬ 
ing Specifications required under Part 129 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations, or other 
appropriate aircraft operating authority; 
(2) has designated in writing pursuant to 
section 1005(b) of the Federal Aviation Act 
an agent upon whom service of all notices 
and process and all orders, decisions, and re¬ 
quirements of the Board and the Secretary 
of Transportation may be made for and on 
behalf of such carrier; (3) has filed with the 
Board a signed counterpart of CAB Agree¬ 
ment 18900; and (4) has in effect third- 
party liability insurance in the amount of 
$1,000,000 or more to meet potential liability 
claims which may arise in connection with 
its operations under the permit, and liabUity 
insurance with respect to passengers suffi¬ 
cient to cover the obligations assumed in 
CAB Agreement 18900 (the evidence of such 
insurance to be in the form specified in the 
proposed new permits). 

* Appendix A filed as part of original docu¬ 
ment. 
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74-7-140, be revoked, effective (a) Im¬ 
mediately with respect to those carriers 
that have been Issued new permits on or 
before January 31, 1975, pursuant to or¬ 
dering paragraph 2 of Order 74-11-154, 
and (b) March 31, 1975 with respect to 
those carriers (as listed in Appendix A 
to Order 75-1-136) that have not been 
issued new permits pursuant to ordering 
paragraph 2 of Order 74-11-154 on or 
before January 31,1975. 

2. This order shall be served upon the 
Departments of State and Transporta¬ 
tion, the carriers listed in Appendix A, 
and the Ambassador of Canada. 

This order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 
- Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-3460 Piled 2-5-75:8:45 ami 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL 326-5] 

LOW-EMISSION VEHICLE CERTIFICATION 
BOARD 

Determination Regarding Suitability of 
Purchase by Federal Government 

On November 2, 1973, the Battronic 
Truck Corporation Division of the Boy- 
ertown Auto Body Works submitted an 
application for certification of six bat¬ 
tery-powered vehicles under section 212 
of the Clean Air Act. 

On June 18, 1974, the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
determined under section 212(c) that 
the vehicles covered by this application 
qualify as low-emission vehicles. Notice 
to this effect was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (39 FR 21068). No com¬ 
ments have been received in response to 
this notice. 

On December 2, 1974 the Low Emis¬ 
sion Vehicle Certification Board 
(LEVCB) met to determine whether 
these vehicles are suitable substitutes for 
any vehicles presently being purchased 
by the Federal government in accord¬ 
ance with the criteria specified in sec¬ 
tion 212(d) of the Clean Air Act. The 
LEVCB determined that the applicant 
vehicles are not suitable substitutes for 
any government purchased vehicles. TTie 
vehicles covered by the application were 
rejected as substitutes for existing ve¬ 
hicles covered by the General Services 
Administration procurement specifica¬ 
tions, since they do not meet perform¬ 
ance requirements of these specifications 
in terms of acceleration, high speed pass¬ 
ing, maximum sustained velocity and 
maximum range. 

The record of the Board’s proceedings 
Is available for inspection In the Public 
Docket at the Office of Public Affairs, 
Room 329 West Tower, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

Date: January 29,1975. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Chairman. 

[FR Doc.76-3338 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

[FRL 330-5] 

NATIONAL DRINKING WATER ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is 
hereby given that a meeting of the Na¬ 
tional Drinking Water Advisory Council 
established under Pub. L. 93-523, the 
"Safe Drinking Water Act”, will be held 
at 9:30 a.m. on February 26 and 27,1975 
in Conference Room 3908, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Waterside Mall, 401 
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

The purpose of the meeting will be: 
(1) To brief the Council on provisions of 

the “Safe Drinking Water Act" and seek 
Its advice on matters relating to the Act. 

(2) To discuss the role of the CouncU 
and ways of assuring its effectiveness; and 

(3) To consult with the CouncU on the 
proposed National Interim Primary Drinking 
Water Regulations. 

The agenda will also include brief re¬ 
ports or informational items of current 
interest to the members. • 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. This is a tentative meeting date and 
any member of the public wishing to at¬ 
tend or submit a written statement 
should contact the Acting Executive Sec¬ 
retary, Mr. Lawrence C. Gray, Water 
Supply Division IWH-4501, Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460, by February 20, 
1975, for confirmation of the meeting 
arrangements. 

The telephone number is Area Code: 
202-426-8847. 

Jaues L. Agee, 
Assistant Administrator 

for Water and Hazardous Materials. 

January 31, 1975. 

[FR Doc.75-3339 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

COAL INDUSTRY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby 
given that the Coal Industry Advisory 
Committee will meet on Tuesday, Feb¬ 
ruary 25, 1975, at 10 a.m., Conference 
Room B, Interdepartmental Auditorium, 
Labor Building, between 12th and 14th 
on Constitution Avenue, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

The Committee was established to as¬ 
sist the Administrator of the Federal 
Energy Administration in encouraging 
the expansion of a readily-usable energy 
source—coal—and maintaining a fair 
and reasonable consumer price for such 
supplies subject to the Federal Energy 
Administration Act of 1974. 

The agenda for the meeting is as 
follows: 

1. President’s Energy Message— 
&. Surface Mining Legislation. 
b. Coal Leasing Policy. 
c. Clean Air Act Amendment. 

2. Present Constraints to Achieving Sig¬ 
nificant Increased Coal Production or Meet¬ 
ing Presidential Goals. 

3. Research and Development—What Is 
Needed In Extraction and Desnethanization. 

4. Coal Pricing and Profits. 

The meeting is open to the public; how¬ 
ever, space and facilities are limited. 

The Chairman of the Committee is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will, in his judgment, facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file 
a written statement with the Commit¬ 
tee will be permitted to do so, either be¬ 
fore or after the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral statements 
should inform Lois Weeks, Advisory 
Committee Management Office, (202) 
961-7022, at least 5 days before the meet¬ 
ing and reasonable provision will be 
made for their appearance on the 
agenda. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from the Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management Office. 

Minutes of the meeting will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Federal Energy Administration, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Issued at Washington, D.C. on Febru¬ 
ary 3, 1975. 

Robert E. Montgomery, Jr., 
General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.75-3391 FUed 2-3-75; 12:16 pm] 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

N.V. PRINSENDAM AND HOLLAND 
AMERICA CRUISES N.V. 

Indemnification of Passengers for Non¬ 
performance of Transportation; Issuance 
of Certificate (Performance) 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing have been issued a Certificate of 
Financial Responsibility for Indemni¬ 
fication of Passengers for Nonperform¬ 
ance of Transportation pursuant to the 
provisions of section 3, Pub. L. 89-777 ( 80 
Stat. 1357, 1358) and Federal Maritime 
Commission General Order 20, as 
amended (46 CFR Part 540): 
N.V. Prlnsendam and HoUand America 

Cruises N.V., C/O Holland America Cruises, 
2 Pennsylvania Plaza, New York, New York 
10001. 

Dated: January 31,1975. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3445 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

N.V. PRINSENDAM AND HOLLAND 
AMERICA CRUISES N.V. 

Financial Responsibility for Liability In¬ 
curred for Death or Injury To Passengers 
or Other Persons on Voyages; Issuance 
of Certificate (Casualty) 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing have been issued a Certificate of 
Financial Responsibility to Meet Liabil¬ 
ity Incurred for Death or Injury to Pas¬ 
sengers or Other Persons on Voyages 
pursuant to the provisions of section 2, 
Pub. L. 89-777 (80 Stat. 1356, 1357) and 
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Federal Maritime Commission General 
Order 20, as amended (46 CFR 540): 
N.V. Prineendam and Holland America 

Cruises N.V., e/o Holland America Cruises, 
2 Pennsylvania Plaza, New York, New York 
10001 

Dated: January 31,1975. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR DOC.75-3446 Piled 2-5-76;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. E-9211] 

CINCINNATI GAS ft ELECTRIC CO. 

Changes in Rates and Charges 

January 30,1975. 

Take notice that The Cincinnati Gas 
& Electric Company (Cincinnati) ten* 
dered for filing on January 13, 1975 a 
First Supplemental Agreement dated as 
of January 1, 1975, to the Interconnec¬ 
tion Agreement dated September 15, 
1969, between Cincinnati and the City 
of Hamilton, Ohio (Hamilton) desig¬ 
nated Cincinnati’s Rate Schedule FPC 
No. 32. 

Notice is hereby given that the fol- Section 1 of this First Supplemental 
lowing petition has been filed with the Agreement provides for a new Revised 
Commission for approval pursuant to Sheet No. 7, to supersede Original Sheet 
section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916, as No. 7 of the service schedule identified in 
amended (75 Stat. 762, 46 U.S.C. 813a). the 1969 Agreement as. Exhibit D-Short 

Interested parties may inspect a copy Term Power Service. This new Revised 
of the current contract form and of the Sheet No. 7 provides for an increase in 
petition, reflecting the changes proposed the Demand Charge from 300 per kilo- 
to be made in the language of said con- watt per week to 450 per kilowatt per 
tract, at the Washington office of the week. 
Federal Maritime Commission, 1100 L Cincinnati has requested waiver of the 
Street NW„ Room 10126 or at the Field Commission’s regulations in order that 
Offices located at New York, N.Y., New the proposed filing will be effective as of 
Orleans, Louisiana, San Francisco, Cali- January 1, 1975. Cincinnati asks for 
fornia and Old San Juan, Puerto Rico, waiver of any other Commission Rules or 
Comments with ref erence to the proposed Regulations with which Cincinnati has 
changes and the petition, including a re- not already complied. Cincinnati states 
quest for hearing, if desired, may be sub- that a copy of the filing has been sent to 
mitted to the Secretary, Federal Mari- Hamilton. 
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW., Any person desiring to be heard or to 
Washington, D.C., 20573, on or before Protest said application should file a 
February 26,1975. Any person desiring a petition to intervene or protest with the 
hearing on the proposed modification of Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
the contract form and/or the approved Capitol Street, NE„ Washington, D.C. 
contract system shall provide a clear and 20426, in accordance with §81.8 and 1.10 
concise statements of the matters upon of the Commission’s rules of practice 
which they desire to adduce evidence. An and procedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such 
allegation of discrimination or unfair- petitions or protests should be filed on 
ness shall be accompanied by a state- °r before February 18, 1975. Protests 
ment describing the discrimination or will be considered by the Commission in 
unfairness with particularity. If a viola- determining the appropriate action to 
tion of the Act or detriment to the com- te taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
merce of the United States is alleged, the testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
statement shall set forth with particu- person wishing to become a party must 
larity the acts and circumstances said to a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
constitute such violation or detriment to application are on file with the Com- 
commerce. mission and are available for public 

A copy of any such statement should inspection, 
also be forwarded to the party filing the Kenneth F. Plumb, 
petition, (as indicated hereinafter), mid Secretary. 
the statement should indicate that this [fr doc.75-3366 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 
has been done. _ 

Notice of Agreement filed by: _ 
[Docket No. RP71-106 (1973 Phase) ] 

L. A. Parish, Agent, L. A. Parish Company, 61 
Saint Joseph Street, P.O. Box 231, MobUe, CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. 
Alabama 36601. Notjce of compliance Filing 

Agreement No. 9490 D.R. 1 revises the January 29 1975 
Merchant’s Contract of R.C.D. Shipping Take notice that on January ’16> 1975f 
Services to conform more closely to the Cities Service Gas Company tendered for 
form of contract contained in the Com- filing copies of its Report of Collections 
mission’s General Order 19. from jurisdictional customers. The com- 

_ , ... _ , ,„ ... _ pany states that its tender is made in 
By order of the Federal Maritime Com- accordance with the Commission’s Sep- 

mission. tember 5,1974 order in the above docket. 
Dated: January 30, 1975. which approved and adopted the stipu- 

franciq r wttbvfv latlon and agreement, dated April 24, FRANCIS C. HURNEY 1974 ^ this docket 

oecreiary. The company also states that copies cording to the application the sale is ex- 
[FR Doc.76-3444 Filed 2-5-75; 8:46 am] of the filing are being served on each pec ted to average about 6,000 Mcf of gas 

[Docket No. CI75-202, et ol.] 

CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY 

Applications, Abandonment of Service and 
Petitions To Amend; Correction 

January 17, 1975. 
In the notice of applications for certifi¬ 

cates, abandonment of service and peti¬ 
tions to amend certificates issued Jan¬ 
uary 10, 1975, and published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on January 20, 1975, 40 
FR 3255, page 3255, first column: change 
“CI75-389” to read “CI75-388.” 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3381 Filed 2-5-76:8:45 am] 
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per day or less and will be Interruptible, 
subject to the operations of CIO’s sys¬ 
tem. CIG states that It will charge Rocky 
Mountain 72.17 cents per Mcf for deliver¬ 
ies up to 6,000 Mcf per day and 97.57 
cents for all volumes delivered in excess 
of 6,000 Mcf per day. The application 
states that Applicants are advised that 
Rocky Mountain will not require any ad¬ 
ditional authorizations to undertake the 
proposed transaction. 

Applicants state that the short-term 
sale is proposed because Rocky Moun¬ 
tain, which endeavors to obtain its gas 
supply entirely within the state of Colo¬ 
rado, has been forced to enter into 
several short-term gas supply arrange¬ 
ments similar to the one proposed in the 
instant application as a result of de¬ 
clines in local gas production. Appli¬ 
cants further state that Rocky Moun¬ 
tain has informed CIO that without this 
supplemental supply of gas Rocky 
Mountain will be forced to curtail par¬ 
tially its firm deliveries in February and 
March 1975, including residential and 
small commercial customers. 

In order to implement the subject 
sale, according to the application, CIG, 
whose system does not connect with 
Rocky Mountain’s, has entered into a 
gas exchange agreement with Cascade 
and Mountain Fuel whereby Cascade 
will make deliveries to Rocky Mountain 
for CIG’s account from an existing inter¬ 
connection in the Divide Creek Field in 
Mesa County, Colorado, and reduce 
deliveries to Mountain Fuel at Bonanza, 
Utah, under Cascade’s FPC Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 1. by a volume equal to the 
volume delivered to Rocky Mountain, 
and whereby CIG will deliver to Moun¬ 
tain Fuel for Cascade’s account volumes, 
equal to those which Cascade delivered 
to Rocky Mountain, at an existing inter¬ 
connection between CIG’s and Mountain 
Fuel’s systems in Sweetwater County, 
Wyoming. The application further states 
that should the exchange account 
between CIG and Mountain Fuel not be 
in balance on April 15, 1975, the account 
will be balanced within a reasonable 
time. No new facilities are proposed by 

‘ Applicants to effectuate said gas 
exchange. 

; The application relates that CIG has 
been selling gas to Rocky Mountain and 
that the subject exchange has been in 
operation pursuant to 9 157.22 of the 
Commission’s regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.22) since 
December 4,1974. Said emergency opera¬ 
tions were originally scheduled to ter¬ 
minate, according to the application, on 
February 1, 1975. Applicants, therefore, 
request authorization to continue the 
sale and exchange as heretofore de¬ 
scribed for the reasons hereinbefore 
explained. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public Interest in this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 15 days 
for the filing of protests and petitions to 
intervene. Therefore, any person desir¬ 
ing to be heard or to make any protest 
with reference to said application should 
on or before February 10, 1975, file with 

the Federal Power Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20426, a petition to Intervene 
or a protest In accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by It In determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the Protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing Is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless other wise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3368 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. RP7&-115] 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed Revised Tariff Sheets and Es¬ 
tablishing Procedures; Correction 

January 17, 1975. 

In the order accepting for filing and 
suspending proposed revised tariff sheets 
and establishing procedures, issued on 
January 15, 1975 and published in the 
Federal Register on January 22, 1975 
(40 FR 3510, please change the heading 
at the top of page 3510, Change “Con¬ 
solidated Natural Gas Company” to 
“Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation.” 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3369 Filed 2-5-75,8:45 am] 

[Docket No. RP72-134 (PGA75-7) ] 

EASTERN SHORE NATURAL GAS CO. 

Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment to Rates 
and Charges 

January 29, 1975. 
Take notice that Eastern Slum Nat¬ 

ural Gas Company (Eastern Shore) on 
January 17, 1975, tendered for filing 

Second Substitute Eleventh Revised 
Sheet No. 3A and Second Substitute 
Eleventh Revised PGA-1 to its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1 to become 
effective February 1, 1975. The proposed 
changes reflect the rates accepted by 
Commission letter order dated Decem¬ 
ber 24, 1974, as adjusted to include the 
rate changes proposed by its supplier. 

Pursuant to the Purchased Gas Ad¬ 
justment Clause contained in its tariff, 
Eastern Shore proposes to decrease the 
demand charges and to Increase the 
commodity or delivery charges in its rate 
schedules by amounts equivalent to the 
increases in the similar rates of Its sole 
supplier. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation, contained in the latter’s 
filing in Docket No. RP75-3 on December 
23, 1974. Eastern Shore requests waiver 
of the notice requirements of 9 154.22 of 
the regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act and 9 20.2 of the General Terms and 
Conditions of its Tariff, to the extent 
necessary, to permit the proposed tariff 
sheets to become effective as of February 
1,1975, coincident with the proposed ef¬ 
fective date of Transcontinental’s rate 
changes. 

Copies of the filing have been mailed to 
each of the Company’s jurisdictional 
customers and to interested State Com¬ 
missions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a Petition 
to Intervene or Protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, In 
accordance with § 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such Peti¬ 
tioners or Protests should be filed on or 
before February 11, 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a Petition to Intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3370 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. RP75-28] 

EAST TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO. 

Postponement of Hearing 

January 30,1975. 
On January 24, 1975, Staff Counsel 

filed a motion to extend the hearing date 
fixed by order issued November 27, 1974 
in the above-designated matter. The mo¬ 
tion states that the parties have been 
notified and have n<? objection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the hearing date in the above 
matter is postponed until February 18, 
1975, at 10 a.m. (e.s.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3371 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 
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[Dockets Nos. G-13202. RP67-9. KP71-14, 
et al.] 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Payment of Refunds 

January 30.1975. 
Take notice that on November 15,1974, 

El Paso Natural Gas Company (“El 
Paso”) tendered for filing a Report of 
Refunds made on October 11, 1974, to 
its former Northwest Division System 
jurisdictional customers.1 El Paso states 
that such refunds were made in compli¬ 
ance with the Commission’s two (2) let¬ 
ter orders issued September 11, 1974, in 
the captioned dockets and in accordance 
with the Stipulations and Agreements 
dated as of January 1, 1967, and July 19, 
1973, approved at Dockets Nos. RP67-9 
and RP71-14, et al., respectively. 

El Paso further states that the refunds 
made, aggregating $10,726,269.74, encom¬ 
pass (i) $9,416,968.36 principal refunds, 
plus interest thereon of $1,181,096.21, ap¬ 
plicable to the Stipulation and Agree¬ 
ment dated July 19,1973, at Docket Nos. 
RP71-14, et aL, and (ii) $86,150.04 in 
refunds received from gas suppliers, plus 
additional interest of $42,055.13 thereon, 
flowed through to the affected customers 
In accordance with the Stipulation and 
Agreement dated as of January 1, 1967, 
at Docket No. RP67-9. The above inter¬ 
est amounts on the said principal refunds 
were computed through October 10,1974, 
at the interest rates specified by the 
Commission in each of the docketed 
proceedings. 

El Paso states that copies of the 
filing were served on all of El Paso’s for¬ 
mer Northwest Division System cus¬ 
tomers subject to the proceedings at 
Docket No. RP67-9, all interested parties 
to the proceedings at Dockets Nos. 
RP71-14, RP71-84, RP71-137, and RP72- 
155 and Interested state regulatory 
commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should, on or before Feb¬ 
ruary 18, 1975, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the requirements 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and 
the regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the Protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become 
a party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3372 Filed 2 5-75;8:45 am] 

* Effective as at January 31, 1974, El Paso’s 
Northwest Division properties were divested 
to Northwest Pipeline Corporation pursuant 
to the Commissionorder issued September 
21, 1973, at Docket Noe. CP74-14 et *L 

[Docket No. R-389-B; Opinion 699-F) 

JUST AND REASONABLE NATIONAL 
RATES FOR SALES AND NEW DEDI¬ 
CATIONS OF NATURAL GAS TO INTER¬ 
STATE COMMERCE 

Correction 

January 22,1975. 
In the order modifying in part opinion 

No. 699-F, issued January 3, 1975 and 
published in the Federal Register on 
January 10, 1975, 40 FR 2267, Page 2267, 
3rd column, paragraph 4, lines 6 and 7, 
reads of opinion No. 699, and should 
read of opinion No. 699-B. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3384 Filed 2-6-75,8:45 am] 

[Docket No. E-7942] 

NANTAHALA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Filing of Revised Tariff Sheet 

January 29,1975. 
Take notice that on January 17, 1975, 

Nantahala Power and Light Company 
(Nantahala) tendered for filing Sub¬ 
stitute First Revised Sheet No. 4 which 
supersedes First Revised Sheet No. 4. 
Nantahala states that the sole purpose 
of the instant filing is to eliminate from 
the availability clause of Schedule PL 
the potentially restrictive language. 

Nantahala requests that the tendered 
tariff sheet be made retroactively effec¬ 
tive as of March 30,1973; the same effec¬ 
tive date applicable to the superseded 
First Revised Sheet No. 4. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before February 15, 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3373 Filed 2-5-75;8:46 am[ 

[Docket No. RP74-35] 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Filing of Refund Report 

January 29. 1975. 
Take notice that on January 27, 1975, 

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation 
(National Fuel) tendered for filing a 
statement of the detail supporting the 
refunds which will be credited to juris¬ 
dictional customers’ January, 1975 hilta 
as a result of our order issued Janu¬ 
ary 6, 1975 In the Instant docket. Na¬ 
tional Fuel states that copies of this 

filing are being sent to purchasers and 
interested state commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with tfce Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with 511.8 or 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such pe¬ 
titions or protests should be filed on or 
before February 17, 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but win not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
persons wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3374 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

[Docket No. E-9226] 

OKLAHOMA GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 
(OKLAHOMA) 

Notice of Application 

January 30, 1975. 
Take notice that on January 23, 1975, 

Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company 
(Applicant) filed an application pursu¬ 
ant to section 204 of the Federal Power 
Act seeking an order authorizing the 
issuance of unsecured Promissory Notes 
to commercial banks and to commercial 
paper dealers in amounts not exceeding 
in the aggregate $65,000,000 outstanding 
at any one time. 

The Promissory Notes to be issued by 
the Applicant to commercial banks will 
be issued on various days during the 
period ending December 31, 1975, but 
no Note will mature more than twelve 
months after date of issue or renewal. 
The interest rate of such Notes will be 
at the prime loan interest rate of the 
banks in effect from time to time. 

The Promissory Notes issued to com¬ 
mercial paper dealers will be issued on 
various days during the period ending 
December 31,1975, but no Note will ma¬ 
ture more than nine mouths after date 
of issue nor will any Note be extended 
or renewed. The interest rate on such 
Notes will be dependent upon the term 
of the Notes and the money market con¬ 
ditions at the time of issuance. 

According to the application, the 
aggregate amount of commercial paper 
to be outstanding at any one time will 
not exceed the sum of (1) the dollar 
amount of Applicant’s receivables aris¬ 
ing out of the sale of electric service 
and (2) the dollar amount of deprecia¬ 
tion and amortization charges on plant 
and equipment for the preceding year. 

The proceeds from the issuance of the 
Notes will be added to the general funds 
of the Applicant, which general funds 
will be used, among other things, to 
finance In part the Applicant’s 1975 con¬ 
struction program. Applicant estimates 
that construction expenditures for the 
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year ending December 31,1975 will total 
about $135,000,000. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Febru¬ 
ary 24, 1975, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, petitions to intervene or protests 
In accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro¬ 
tests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties of the proceeding. Persons wish¬ 
ing to become parties to a proceeding 
or to participate as a party in any 
hearing therein must file petitions to 
intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. The application is on 
file with the Commission and is avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3375 Filed 2-5-76;8:45 am] 

[Project No. 1121] 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Application for Modification of Company 
Reservoirs 

January 30, 1975. 
Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 

plication for Modification of Company 
Reservoirs was filed July 1, 1974, revised 
September 25, 1974, under the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.8.C. 791a-825r) by Pa¬ 
cific Gas and Electric Company (Cor¬ 
respondence to: Mr. J. F. Roberts, Jr., 
Vice President-Rates and Valuation, Pa¬ 
cific Gas and Electric Company, 77 Beale 
Street, San Francisco, California 94106) 
for Battle Creek Project No. 1121 located 
in the Counties of Shasta and Tehama, 
California. 

Applicant Seeks Commission approval 
of its proposal to modify the operation of 
eight company reservoirs including one 
reservoir at Project No. 1121. The modi¬ 
fications would permit applicant to in¬ 
crease the storage capacity of several of 
the reservoirs and provide a total in¬ 
crease in generation of 34,801,000 kwh 
annually. Applicant proposes to imple¬ 
ment the modifications on a five-year 
temporary basis. 

At Battle Creek Project No. 1121, the 
North Battle Creek Reservoir, applicant 
proposes to add 1 foot of flash boards to 
the existing 4 feet of flashboards during 
the period April through October. This 
modification would increase the reservoir 
area by about 4 acres and would in¬ 
crease the annual generation by 144,000 
kwh. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make protest with reference to said ap¬ 
plication should on or before March 17, 
1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 

with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to a pro¬ 
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par¬ 
ties to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. The application 
is on file with the Commission and avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary 

[FR Doc.75-3376 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 an" 

[Project No. 2310] 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Application for Modification of Company 
Reservoirs 

January 30,1975. 
Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 

plication for Modification of Company 
Reservoirs was filed July 1,1974, revised 
September 25, 1974, under the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a^825r) by Pa¬ 
cific Gas and Electric Company (Cor¬ 
respondence to: Mr. J. F. Roberts, Jr., 
Vice President—Rates and Valuation, 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 77 
Beale Street, San Francisco, California 
94106) for Drum Spaulding Project No. 
2310 located in the Counties of Nevada 
and Placer, California. 

Applicant seeks Commission approval 
of its proposal to modify the operation of 
eight company reservoirs including one 
reservoir at Project No. 2310. The modi¬ 
fications would permit applicant to in¬ 
crease the storage capacity of several of 
the reservoirs and provide a total in¬ 
crease in generation of 34,801,000 kwh 
annually. Applicant proposes to imple¬ 
ment the modifications on a five-year 
temporary basis. 

At Drum Spaulding Project No. 2310, 
the Drum Forebay, applicant proposes to 
install 1 foot of flashboards year round. 
This modification would increase the 
reservoir area by about 22 acres if the 
reservoir water surface is at the top of 
the flashboards and would increase the 
annual generation by 749,000 kwh. 

In addition, applicant is requesting the 
Commission to make the changes in the 
pending application for license for Drum 
Spaulding Project No. 2310 to show its 
proposal of modifying the unlicensed 
Halsey Forebay Reservoir. Applicant pro¬ 
poses to install 1 foot of flashboards year 
round. This modification would increase 
the annual generation by 188,300 kwh. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make protest with reference to said ap¬ 
plication should on or before March 17, 
1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by It in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to a pro¬ 

ceeding. Persons wishing to become par¬ 
ties to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. The application 
Is on file with the Commission and avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3377 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

[Project No. 137] 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Application for Modification of Company 
Reservoirs 

January 30, 1975. 
Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 

plication for Modification of Company 
Reservoirs was filed July 1,1974, revised 
September 25, 1974, under the Federal 
Power Act (16 UJ5.C. 791a-825r) by 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(Correspondence to: Mr. J. F. 
Roberts, Jr., Vice President—Rates and 
Valuation, Pacific Gas and Electric Com¬ 
pany, 77 Beale Street, San Francisco, 
California 94106) for Mokelumne River 
Project No. 137, located on the 
Mokelumne River in the Counties of 
Alpine, Amador and Calaveras, 
California. 

Applicant seeks Commission approval 
of its proposal to modify the operation 
of eight company reservoirs Including 
three reservoirs at Project No. 137. The 
modifications would permit applicant to 
increase the storage capacity of several 
of the reservoirs and provide a total in¬ 
crease in generation 34,801,000 kwh 
annually. Applicant proposes to imple¬ 
ment the modifications on a five-year 
temporary basis. 

At Project No. 137, three reservoirs will 
be affected: (1) At Lake Tabeaud, appli¬ 
cant proposes to increase the water sur¬ 
face elevation 2 feet by installation of 
flashboards during the period April to 
October. The additional 2 feet of flash- 
board is being installed in order to retain 
2 feet of freeboard on the spillway during 
normal operation. This modification 
would increase the reservoir area by an 
estimated 3 acres if the reservoir water 
surface is at the top of the flashboards. 
The annual increase in generation would 
be 599,200 kwh, (2) At Upper Bear River 
Reservoir applicant proposes a net in¬ 
crease of 2.0 feet in the operating level 
of the reservoir during the period April 
through October. The proposal would in¬ 
volve the removal of the existing 2 foot 
timber crest and replacing it with 4 feet 
of flashboards. This modification would 
Increase the reservoir area by an esti¬ 
mated 4 acres. The annual increase in 
generation would be 1,366,000 kwh, and 
(3) At Lower Bear River Reservoir, ap¬ 
plicant proposes a net increase of 4.0 
feet in the operating level of the reser¬ 
voir during the period April through 
October. This proposal would involve the 
removal of the existing .67 feet of timber 
crest and replacing it with 4.67 feet of 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 26—THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 



NOTICES 5567 

dashboards. This modification would in¬ 
crease the reservoir area by about 20 
acres and would increase the annual gen¬ 
eration by 12,016,800 kwh. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 
17, 1975, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commisison’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commisison will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
a proceeding. Persons wishing to become 
parties to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file petitions to Intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The appli¬ 
cation is on file with the Commission and 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-3378 Piled 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Dockets Nos. RP71-119, RP74-31-26J 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 
ET AL 

Petition for Extraordinary Relief 

essary to make up the difference between 
644 Mcf p«: average day and the sum of 
the available propane and the available 
natural gas supply from Panhandle. 

Any volumes delivered pursuant to 
such extraordinary relief in excess of en¬ 
titlements under the effective Panhandle 
curtailment plan would be subject to 
payback out of subsequent daily entitle¬ 
ments in excess of 644 Mcf per average 
day. 

In order to avoid irreparable injury 
pending hearings on Its request for per¬ 
manent relief, Brockway has also moved 
for immediate temporary relief identical 
with the permanent relief requested. In 
this connection, Brockway requested and 
Panhandle has agreed to a grant of emer¬ 
gency relief from curtailments during the 
months of January and February. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this proceeding 
to prescribe a period shorter than 15 days 
few the filing of protests and petitions to 
Intervene. Therefore, any person desiring 
to be heard or to protest said petition 
should file a petition to intervene or pro¬ 
test with the Federal Power Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street NE., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20426, in accordance with 
§8 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 
1.10) tm or before February 11, 1975. 
Protests will be considered by the Corn- 

Southwest states that it has mailed a 
copy of the filing to all interested par¬ 
ties. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE, Washington, D.C. 20526, in 
accordance with IS 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore February 14, 1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. , 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3380 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 
J 

[Docket No. E-92001 

UPPER PENINSULA POWER CO. 

Order Accepting and Suspending Proposed 
Rate Increase, Establishing Procedures 
and Providing for Filing of Substitute 
Fuel Clause ^ 

January 30, 1975. > 

January 30, 1975. 
Take notice that on January 24, 1975, 

Brockway Glass Company, Inc. (“Brock- 
way") filed a petition for permanent 
extraordinary relief from the natural gas 
curtailments imposed by Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Company (“Pan¬ 
handle") on Brockway’s glass container 
plant located at Lapel, Indiana. Brock¬ 
way, a direct sale customer of Pan¬ 
handle, states that due to unexpected 
additional curtailments being imposed 
this winter season by Panhandle, Brock¬ 
way could effectively lose delivery of the 
required 644 Mcf per average day nec¬ 
essary to fuel the feeders, the annealing 
lehrs, and the mold heating oven at the 
Lapel plant. If the minimum 644 Mcf of 
process gas per average day is curtailed, 
Brockway will not have sufiBcent gas to 
maintain full production and will as a 
result suffer irreparable injury. Without 
relief, the Lapel plant will have to shut 
down, at least in part. This will create a 
significant loss of employment in the 
town of Lapel, In which Brockway is one 
of the largest employers. Irreparable 
injury will also occur to Brockway itself 
and to its customers. 

Brockway states that, since it is in¬ 
stalling propane facilities, full extraor¬ 
dinary relief is only necessary for the 
period March 1, 1975 through June 30, 
1975, by which time it expects the pro¬ 
pane facilities to be operational. There¬ 
after Brockway requests extraordinary 
relief only if, despite its efforts, it is un¬ 
able to secure a propane supply which, 
along with the natural gas available from 

mission in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken, but will not serve to 
make protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party must file a petition to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission’s rules. 
This filing which was made with 
the Commission is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3379 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. RP74-61] 

SOUTHWEST GAS CORP. 

Compliance Filing 

January 30,1975. 
Take notice that on January 9, 1975 

and January 10, 1975, Southwest Gas 
Corporation (Southwest) tendered for 
filing proposed changes in the following: 

Sheets Effective 
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Vol¬ 

ume No. 1: , 
Substitute, Substitute 

Sixth Revised Sheet No. 
3A_June 30,1974 

Substitute, Second Substi¬ 
tute Sixth Revised Sheet 
No. 3A_ Oct. 1, 1974 

Substitute, Third Substi¬ 
tute Sixth Revised Sheet 
No. 3A_ Dec. 1. 1974 

Seventh Revised Sheet No. 
3A.  Jan. 1, 1975 

Southwest states that the filing is in 
compliance with the Commission order 

On December 30, 1974, the Upper Pe¬ 
ninsula Power Company (Upper Pe¬ 
ninsula) tendered for filing proposed 
changes in the rate schedules1 for service 
to the Alger-Delta Cooperative Electric 
Association, the Ontonagon County Rural 
Electrification Association, the Village of 
Baraga, the City of Gladstone, the Vil¬ 
lage of L’Anse, the City of Negaunee, and 
to the Wisconsin Michigan Power Com¬ 
pany. 

The proposed changes would increase 
revenues from these jurisdictional sales 
by approximately $287,079 based on the 
12-month period ended July 31,1974 and 
would Increase revenues by approxi¬ 
mately $455,095 based on estimated sales 
for the year ending January, 1976. Upper 
Peninsula asserts that the proposed in¬ 
creased rates are required to overcome 
the revenue deficiency from this type of 
service occasioned by the continued infla¬ 
tionary impact on its costs during the 13- 
year period the existing rates have been 
in effect. Upper Peninsula’s filing also in¬ 
cludes a revised fuel adjustment clause 
which it contends conforms with Section 
35.14 of the Commission’s Regulations as 
set forth in Order No. 517.* Upper Penin¬ 
sula has requested an effective date for its 
filing of January 31, 1975. 

Notice of Upper Peninsula’s filing was 
issued January 6, 1975 with comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene due on 
or before January 22, 1975. On Jan¬ 
uary 17, 1975, comments and protest to 
Upper Peninsula’s proposed rate in¬ 
crease were filed by the Alger Delta Co¬ 
operative Electric Association. 

Panhandle, is equal to 644 Mcf per of December 31, 1974 which accepted a 
average day. Thus, in the event of such proposed settlement and required South- 1J1 Sched'ule Nos> 14’ 15, 6* 13’ 7' 
a shortfall. It would only be requesting west file new rates to be effective Jan- ioixter No. 517, Docket No. R-479, issued 
extraordinary relief to the extent nec- uary 1, 1975. November 13,1974. 
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Our review of Upper Peninsula’s filing 
Indicates that the fuel clause proposed 
herein provides for losses on a system 
basis rather than on a wholesale basis. 
Hence the rates resulting from the im¬ 
plementation of the proposed fuel clause 
may be excessive. Moreover the proposed 
rate increase of Upper Peninsula has not 
been shown to be just and reasonable 
and may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, preferential or 
otherwise unlawful. Upon this review we 
shall therefore suspend the effectiveness 
of Upper Peninsula’s December 30, 1974 
filing for 30 days until March 2, 1975, 
when it shall become effective subject to 
refund. 

With respect to Upper Peninsula’s ten¬ 
dered fuel clause, we note that Upper 
Peninsula had the alternative of filing a 
fuel clause conforming to the then ef¬ 
fective Section 35.14 of our Regulations 
or an Order No. 517 fuel clause, since its 
filing preceded January 1,1975, the date 
upon which Order No. 517 took effect as 
part of the Commission’s Regulations. 
Because Upper Peninsula’s purported 
Order No. 517 fuel clause was filed prior 
to the date upon which Order No. 517 
became binding, its tender of a fuel 
clause not in conformance with the re¬ 
quirements of Order No. 517 does not give 
grounds for an outright rejection. We 
shall therefore provide that within thirty 
days of the issuance of this order Upper 
Peninsula shall file a substitute fuel 
clause providing for losses on a whole¬ 
sale basis. Upon such a submittal and a 
finding that the revised fuel clause con¬ 
forms to Order No. 517, we shall lift the 
suspension of the effectiveness of Upper 
Peninsula’s fuel clause, make it effective 
on March 2,1975 without further refund 
ps may be required. In the event Upper 
Peninsula does not file a substitute fuel 
clause consistent with this order provid¬ 
ing for losses on a wholesale, rather than 
on a system basis, the fuel clause ten¬ 
dered on December 30, 1974 and herein 
suspended will be subject to the hearing 
in this docket as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission finds: (1) It is neces¬ 
sary and appropriate in the public in¬ 
terest and to aid in the enforcement of 
the provisions of the Federal Power Act 
that the Commission accept for filing 
Upper Peninsula’s December 30, 1974, 
tendered proposed rate changes, suspend 
the effectiveness thereof for thirty days 
until March 2, 1975, and enter upon a 
hearing concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed rates and charges contained 
therein as hereinafter ordered. 

(2) It is necessary and appropriate in 
the public interest and to aid in the en¬ 
forcement of the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act that Upper Peninsula be 
directed to submit a substitute fuel 
clause providing for losses on a whole¬ 
sale basis rather than on a system basis 
within thirty (30) days of the issuance 
of this order as hereinafter ordered and 
conditioned. 

The Commission orders: (A) Pursuant 
to the authority of the Federal Power 
Act, particularly sections 205 and 206 
thereof, the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure, and the regulations 

under the Federal Power Act, a public 
hearing shall be held on June 10,1975, at 
10 a.m., in a hearing room of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 825 North Capi¬ 
tol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
concerning the lawfulness of the pro¬ 
posed rates tendered herein by Upper 
Peninsula in Docket No. E-9200. 

(B) Pending hearing and a final de¬ 
cision thereon, Upper Peninsula’s pro¬ 
posed rate increases filed on December 
30,1974, in Docket No. E-9200 are hereby 
accepted for filing and suspended for 30 
days and the use thereof deferred until 
March 2,1975. 

(C) On or before April 29, 1975, the 
Commission Staff shall serve its prepared 
testimony and exhibits. The prepared 
testimony and exhibits of any intervenors 
shall be served on or before May 13,1975. 
Any rebuttal evidence of Upper Penin¬ 
sula shall be filed on or before May 27, 
1975. 

(D) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose, 
(See Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 3.5 
(d)), shall preside at the hearing in this 
proceeding, shall prescribe relevant pro¬ 
cedural matters not herein provided, and 
shall control this proceeding in accord¬ 
ance with the policies expressed in the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure. 

(E) Upper Peninsula shall, within 30 
days of the issuance of this order, file a 
substitute fuel clause providing for losses 
on a wholesale basis rather than a sys¬ 
tem basis to conform with Order No. 517. 
Upon such submittal and a finding that 
the substitute fuel clause conforms fully 
to Order No. 517, we shall lift the suspen¬ 
sion of the effectiveness of the fuel 
clause, make it effective on March 2, 
1975 without further refund obligation 
and order such interim refunds as may 
be required. Failure to file a revised fuel 
clause as provided above will require the 
fuel clause tendered on December 30, 
1974 in Docket No. E-9200 to be a subject 
of the hearing as hereinbefore provided. 

(F) Nothing contained herein should 
be construed as limiting the rights of the 
parties to this proceeding regarding the 
convening of conferences or offers of set¬ 
tlement pursuant to S 1.18 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure. 

(G) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Pltjmb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3382 FUed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. CP75^219] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Notice of Application 

January 31, 1975. 
Take notice that on January 27, 1975, 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor¬ 
poration (Applicant), P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77001, filed In Docket 

No. CP75-219 an application pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the transportation 
of natural gas in interstate commerce 
during a sixty-day period for New Jersey 
Zinc Company (Zinc), a resale customer 
of Union Gas Company (Union), which 
is a distributor customer of Applicant, 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion, which is on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and open to public inspection. 

Applicant requests authorization to 
transport natural gas for Zinc from the 
tailgate of Mobil’s Cameron Meadows 
Gas Plant, Cameron Parish, Louisiana, 
to Union at an existing point of delivery 
between Applicant and Union at Palmer- 
ton, Carbon County, Pennsylvania, for 
ultimate delivery to Zinc’s smelting facil¬ 
ity in Palmerton. Applicant proposes 
that this service continue for a period of 
sixty days after the date of first delivery 
at a price of 22.0 cents per Mcf delivered 
at Palmerton. Applicant states that it 
has agreed, by contract dated January 24, 
1975, with Zinc to transport on an inter¬ 
ruptible basis volumes purchased by Zinc 
in the Northwest Cameron Field, Cam¬ 
eron Parish, Louisiana, from Apexco, 
Inc., et al. (Apexco). Applicant states 
that said volumes are anticipated to be 
approximately 10,000 Mcf per day. The 
January 24, 1975, agreement states that 
10 percent of the volumes purchased by 
Zinc from Apexco and delivered to Appli¬ 
cant shall be retained by Applicant as 
compensation for compressor fuel and 
line loss. The January 24, 1975, agree¬ 
ment further states that the daily 
volumes to be transported by Applicant 
pursuant to the agreement when com¬ 
bined with the curtailed volumes Union 
receives from Applicant pursuant to Ap¬ 
plicant’s rate schedule CD-3 will not ex¬ 
ceed Union’s total CD-3 entitlement, that 
the agreement is conditioned upon 
Union’s agreement to transport the 
volumes from the Palmerton point of 
receipt to Zinc’s plant, and that imbal¬ 
ances that occur in Applicant’s line as 
a result of the subject deliveries will be 
balanced periodically as operations per¬ 
mit against deliveries to Union for Zinc’s 
account. 

Applicant states that, as a result of its 
current supply difficulties, it has de¬ 
creased deliveries to Union and, conse¬ 
quently, deliveries by Union to Zinc have 
decreased to the point where continued 
operation of the smelting facilities is 
jeopardized. Applicant further states 
that, although Union’s contract with 
Zinc is firm for the delivery of 10,500 Mcf 
per day, as a result of Applicant’s curtail¬ 
ment of Union’s supply, deliveries from 
Union to Zinc have decreased to as low as 
2,100 Mcf per day, resulting in layoffs of 
Zinc’s employees and possibilities of fu¬ 
ture layoffs. Applicant concludes that 
Zinc will be forced to take further steps 
to shut down its facility without the gas 
Applicant proposes to transport in the in¬ 
stant application. Applicant describes 
Zinc’s plant as a manufacturing facility 
of zinc metal, zinc oxides and powders, 
ammonia and other items of importance 
to the American economy. 
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Zinc has contracted for the supply of 
gas pursuant to an agreement dated Jan¬ 
uary 21, 1975, with Apexco. Said agree¬ 
ment provides for an emergency sale for 
a period of 60 days beginning February 5, 
1975, of an estimated 8,000 to 10,000 Mcf 
per day of residue gas from Mobil’s plant 
at a price of $1.25 per Mcf. The Jan¬ 
uary 21, 1975, agreement is conditioned 
upon Zinc’s furnishing to Apexco by 
February 3, 1975, any and all Commis¬ 
sion disclaimers of jurisdiction which 
Apexco may require. The agreement is 
further conditioned upon issuance of a 
final non-appealable order of the Com¬ 
mission granting authorization for Ap¬ 
plicant to transport the gas. If said con¬ 
ditions are not met by February 3, 1975, 
according to the agreement, Apexco may 
terminate the agreement at any time 
thereafter by giving written notice to 
Zinc. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 
provide a shortened period for the filing 
of protests and petitions to intervene. 
Therefore, any person desiring to be 
heard or to make any protest with refer¬ 
ence to said application should on or 
before February 11, 1975, file with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene 
or a protest in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements 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 par¬ 
ties to the proceeding. Any person wish¬ 
ing to become a party to a proceeding 
or to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held with¬ 
out further notice before the Commis¬ 
sion on this application if no petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate and permission 
and approval for the proposed abandon¬ 
ment are required by the public con¬ 
venience and necessity. If a petition for 
leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3487 Filed 2-4-75;10:34 am] 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Federal Communications Commission; 
Receipt and Approval of Report Proposal 

The following request for clearance of 
a report intended for use in collecting 
information from the public was received 
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff, 
GAO, on January 23, 1975. See 44 U.S.C. 
3512 (c) and (d). The purpose of pub¬ 
lishing this notice in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter is to inform the public of such receipt 
and the action taken by GAO. 

Federal Communications Commission 

Request was made for approval of a 
revision of FCC Form 755, Application 
for Restricted Radiotelephone Operator 
Permit by an Alien. 

Public Law 93-505, enacted Novem¬ 
ber 30, 1974, removes the restrictions in 
the Communications Act concerning the 
licensing of aliens and alien-affiliated 
entities in the Safety and Special and 
the Experimental Radio Services. Prior 
to this action, the only aliens entitled to 
apply for a Restricted Radiotelephone 
Operator Permit (RP) were those who 
held FAA Pilot Certificates and used the 
permit in connection with their piloting 
duties. 

The Commission adopted an Order on 
January 22, 1975, permitting aliens to 
hold radio station licenses in the ship 
and aircraft radio services effective Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1975. In order to operate such 
a station, the person must be granted 
an RP by the Commission. This action 
extends to aliens the privilege which 
heretofore has not been accorded them 
by statute. 

The FCC, therefore, has requested 
emergency clearance of this form so that 
the benefits can be made available to 
aliens as soon as possible. 

The GAO provided clearance on this 
revised form on January 31, 1975, under 
B-180227 (R0148). This clearance ex¬ 
pires September 30, 1977. 

Norman F. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports 

Review Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3383 Filed 2-5-76;8:45 am] 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Federal Trade Commission; Receipt and 
Approval of Report Proposal 

The following request for clearance of 
a report Intended for use in collecting 
information from the public was received 
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff, 
GAO, on January 15, 1975. See 44 U.S.C. 
3512 (c) and (d). The purpose of pub¬ 
lishing this notice in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter is to inform the public of such receipt 
and the action taken by GAO. 

Federal Trade Commission 

Request was made for approval of a 
single-time supplemental form to FTC’s 
Form MG, Quarterly Financial Report. 
The form will be used to evaluate the 
impact, on the Quarterly Financial Re¬ 

port series, of the change in accounting 
method of inventory valuation from first- 
in, first-out (FIFO) to last-in, first-out 
(LIFO). 

Economic and tax Income data being 
reported to the Department of Com¬ 
merce, the Treasury Department, and the 
Federal Trade Commission by U.S. cor¬ 
porations for the year 1974 are increas¬ 
ingly being distorted as a result of the 
adoption of a change in accounting 
method of Inventory valuation from Fifo 
to Lifo. The effect of this change poses 
serious problems for the Federal Trade 
Commission’s Quarterly Financial Report 
which is a valuable statistical Teport for 
measuring quarter to quarter changes in 
the financial structure of an industry. 
For this measurement to be meaningful, 
comparable data must be assured. In the 
event that a change in accounting meth¬ 
od will materially distort one quarter’s 
results, the FTC’s Division of Financial 
Statistics must be prepared to tabulate, 
evaluate and adjust the data accord¬ 
ingly. The change from Fifo to Lifo, al¬ 
though occurring throughout the year, 
escalated in the fourth calendar quarter 
of 1974 and must be monitored. 

The FTC, therefore, requested emer¬ 
gency clearance of this supplement so 
that respondents would be able to sub¬ 
mit the supplement with their current 
MG report for the three month period 
of October, November, December 1974. 

The GAO provided clearance on this 
supplemental form on January 31, 1975, 
under number B-180229 (S75015). This 
clearance expires March 31, 1975. 

Norman F. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports 

Review Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3454 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Interstate Commerce Commission; Receipt 
of Report Proposals 

The following request for clearance of 
report intended for vise in collecting in¬ 
formation from the public was received 
by the Regulatory Reports Review 
Staff, GAO, on January 31, 1975. See 44 
U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). The purpose of 
publishing this notice in the Federal 
Register is to inform the public of such 
receipt. 

The notice includes the title of the re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number; 
and the frequency with which the in¬ 
formation is proposed to be collected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
ICC form are invited from all interested 
persons, organizations, public interest 
groups, and affected businesses. Because 
of the limited amount of time GAO has 
to review the proposed form, comments 
must be received on or before Febru¬ 
ary 24, 1975, and should be addressed to 
Mr. Monte Canfield, Jr., Director, Office 
of Special Programs, United States Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office, 425 I Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20548. 
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Further information about the items 
on this list may be obtained from the 
Regulatory Reports Review Officer, 202- 
376-5425. 

Interstate Comuerce Commission 

Request for review and clearance of a 
renewal of Form OP-F-44, “Application 
for Authority Under Section 5, Interstate 
Commerce Act, to Consolidate, Merge, 
Purchase or Lease Operating Rights and 
Properties, or any Part Thereof, of a 
Motor Carrier.” All motor carriers seek¬ 
ing to merge properties or franchises, 
and whose annual gross operating reve¬ 
nue in the aggregate exceeds $300,000, 
shall file Form OP-F-44. Fewer than 
15,000 carriers are subject to the require¬ 
ment and about 400 applications are re¬ 
ceived each year. Average number of 
man-hours required per response is esti¬ 
mated to be 80. 

Norman F. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports 

Review Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3453 Filed 2-5-75; 8:45 am] 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Interstate Commerce Commission; Receipt 
of Report Proposals 

The following requests for clearance 
of reports intended for use in collecting 
information from the public were re¬ 
ceived by the Regulatory Reports Review 
Staff, GAO, on January 29, 1975. See 44 
U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). The purpose of 
publishing this list in the Federal 
Register is to inform the public of such 
receipt. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the information 1s proposed to be 
collected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
forms are invited from all interested per¬ 
sons, organizations, public interest 
groups, and affected businesses. Because 
of the limited amount of time GAO has 
to review the proposed form, comments 
must be received on or before Febru¬ 
ary 24, 1975, and should be addressed to 
Mr. Monte Canfield, Jr., Director, Office 
of Special Programs, United States Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office, 425 I Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20548. 

Further information about the items 
on this list may be obtained from the 
Regulatory Reports Review Officer, 202- 
376-5425. 

‘ Interstate Commerce Commission 

Request for clearance of revised An¬ 
nual Report Form M-2, required to be 
filed by some 2,500 Class n Common and 
Contract Motor Carriers of Property 
(those with annual gross revenue aver¬ 
aging from $500,000 to 3 million dollars) 
pursuant to Section 220(a) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act. Data are used for 
economic regulatory purposes. Revisions 
made in this annual report form resulted 
from changes in the Uniform System of 
Accounts (49 CFR 1207) adopted through 

rulemaking proceedings. Estimated aver¬ 
age number of man-hours required per 
response is 88. Estimated total man¬ 
hours of respondent burden is 224,400. 

Interstate Commerce Commission 

Request for clearance of revised An¬ 
nual Report Form M-l, required to be 
filed by some 830 Class I Common and 
Contract Motor Carrier of Property 
(those with annual gross revenue aver¬ 
aging 3 million dollars or more) and 70 
motor carrier holding companies, pursu¬ 
ant to Section 220(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. Data are used for eco¬ 
nomic regulatory purposes. Revisions 
made in this annual report form resulted 
from changes in the Uniform System of 
Accounts (49 CFR 1207) adopted through 
rulemaking proceedings. Estimated aver¬ 
age number of man-hours required per 
response is 118. Estimated total man¬ 
hours of respondent "burden is 106,200. 

Norman F. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports 

Review Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3455 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

INTERNATIONAL JOINT 
COMMISSION 

LAKE ERIE ICE BOOMS 

Public Hearing 

The International Joint Commission 
will hold a public hearing at the place 
and date noted below for the purpose of 
reviewing 1974-75 winter operations, 
current and probable conditions for the 
remainder of the season on Lake Erie 
and the Upper Niagara River and to re¬ 
ceive the views of any interested persons 
on the effects the operation of the ice 
boom has on the environment, naviga¬ 
tion, power and other interests and also 
to consider the request to extend the au¬ 
thority to operate and maintain the ice 
boom. 

10 a.m., Wednesday, March 5,1975 
Embassy Room 

Statler Hilton Hotel 
107 Delaware Avenue 

Buffalo, New York 14202 

The discussion of the 1974-75 opera¬ 
tions relates to the advice the Interna¬ 
tional Niagara Board of Control submits 
to the Commission as to the timing of the 
opening of the Boom in the Spring of 
1975. 

Under the terms of the Commission’s 
Order of Approval of June 9, 1964, as 
supplemented by Orders of Approval of 
May 24, 1965, October 3, 1969, and by a 
minute of the Commission dated July 29, 
1970, the authority granted to Ontario 
Hydro and the Power Authority of the 
State of New York to operate and main¬ 
tain the boom expires on May 15, 1975. 

The Power Entities have made a 
written request to the Commission for an 
indefinite extension for the authority to 
operate and maintain the ice boom in 
conformance with the terms and condi¬ 
tions of the present order of approval as 
supplemented. Therefore following the 
discussions relating to current condi¬ 

tions, the Commission will receive testi¬ 
mony from those interested on the 
desirability of approving the Power 
Entities’ request. 

At the meeting, submissions may be 
made orally or in writing and evidence 
submitted will be taken into account by 
the Commission when considering the 
Power Entities’ request. Where written 
statements are provided it would be help¬ 
ful to have sufficient copies deposited 
with the Secretaries for the use of the 
Commission, the news media and others 
interested. Copies of the Power Entities’ 
request and the Orders of Approval 
governing the operation of the ice boom 
are available upon request to the 
Secretaries. 

W. A. Bullard, 
Secretary, United States Sec¬ 

tion, International Joint Com¬ 
mission. 

[FR Doc.75-3544 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE 
HUMANITIES 

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

February 3, 1975. 
Pursuant to the Provisions of the Fed¬ 

eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463) notice is hereby given that a 
meeting of the National Council on the 
Humanities will be conducted at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. on February 27 and 28,1975. 

The purpose of the meeting is to ad¬ 
vise the Chairman of the National En¬ 
dowment for the Humanities with re¬ 
spect to policies, programs, and proce¬ 
dures for carrying out his functions, and 
to review applications for financial sup¬ 
port and gifts offered to the Endowment 
and to make recommendations thereon 
to the Chairman. 

The meeting will be held in the Shore- 
ham Building, 806 15th Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. The session of the pro¬ 
posed meeting on February 27, 1975 and 
the afternoon session on February 28, 
1975, will consider financial information 
and personnel and similar files the dis¬ 
closure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted Invasion of privacy. 
Pursuant to authority granted me by the 
Chairman’s Delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated August 13, 1973, I have deter¬ 
mined that the meeting would fall within 
exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b) and that it is essential to close 
the meeting to protect the free exchange 
of internal views and to avoid interfer¬ 
ence with operation of the committee. 

The morning session on February 28, 
1975 will convene at 9 a.m. and will be 

• open to the public. The agenda for the 
morning session will be as follows: 

I. Minutes of Previous Meeting 
II. Reports 

A. Summary of Recent Business. 
B. Application Report. 
C. Gifts and Matching Report. 
D. Chairman’s Grants. 
E. Budget for FY 1976. 
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F. Report on Science, Technology and 
Human Values Program. 

O. Analysis of NEH Awards to Insti¬ 
tutions of Higher Education In 
FT 1974. 

H. Analysis of Employment of Human¬ 
ities Ph D’a. 

I. Arrangements for the Jefferson Lec¬ 
ture. 

J. Report on American Issues Forum. 

The remainder of the proposed meet¬ 
ing will be closed to the public. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Offi¬ 
cer, Mr. John W. Jordan, 806 15th Street 
NW, Washington, D.C. 20605, or call 
area code 202-382-2031. 

John W. Jordan, 
Advisory Committee, 

Management Office. 
[FR Doc.75-3334 Filed 2-5-75;8:46 am] 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY PANEL FOR ANTHROPOLOGY 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Advisory 
Panel for Anthropology to be held at 
9 am. on February 27, 28, and March 1, 
1975, in room 338, 1800 G Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 

The purpose of this Panel is to provide 
advice and recommendations as part of 
the review and evaluation process for 
specific proposals and projects. 

This meeting will not be open to the 
public because the Panel will be review¬ 
ing, discussing, and evaluating individ¬ 
ual research proposals. Also, these pro¬ 
posals contain information of a propri¬ 
etary or confidential nature, including 
technical information; financial data, 
such as salaries; and personal informa¬ 
tion concerning individuals associated 
with the proposals. These matters are 
within the exemptions of 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b) (4), (5) and (6). The closing of this 
meeting is in accordance with the de¬ 
termination by the Director of the Na¬ 
tional Science Foundation dated Decem¬ 
ber 17, 1973, pursuant to the provisions 
of section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. 

For further information about this 
Panel, please contact Dr. Iwao Ishino, 
Program Director for Anthropology, Rm. 
306, National Science Foundation, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20550, telephone 202/632- 
4208. 

Fred K. Murakami, 
Committee Management Officer. 

February 3, 1975. 
[FR Doc.75-3363 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

WORKSHOP ON INSTITUTIONAL PROB¬ 
LEMS OF ELECTRIC FACILITY SITING 

Meeting 

The National Science Foundation is 
convening a Workshop on Institutional 
Problems of Electric Facility Siting on 
February 27-28, 1975, in the Main Con¬ 
ference Center, the MITRE Corporation, 

Westgate Research Park, McLean, Vir¬ 
ginia. Sessions on February 27 and 28 
will commence at 9 a.m. The meeting will 
adjourn at 2 p.m. on February 28. The 
purpose of this Workshop is to provide 
a forum for discussion of institutional 
issues associated with the siting of elec¬ 
tric facilities. 

The agenda for the meeting is as 
follows: 

February 27 

Overview Paper on Electric Power Demand 
Projections 

Relationships among Institutions and 
Groups Involved in Electric Facility Siting 
Process 

Primary Issues and Desired Changes in the 
Siting-Decision Process * 

Alternative Regulatory Structures 
Development of Detailed Agenda for Work¬ 

ing Group Sessions 

February 28 

Working Group Session 
Reports by Working Group Chairmen 
Adjournment 

The Workshop will be chaired by Mr. 
Edmond Rovner of the National Gover¬ 
nor’s Conference. The Workshop will be 
open to the public as observers only. In¬ 
dividuals who wish to attend should in¬ 
form Dr. Hans L. Hamester, Energy Pol¬ 
icy Analyst, Office of Energy R&D Policy, 
by phone 202/632-7804 or by mail (Room 
537, 1800 G Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20550) prior to the Workshop. Dr. 
Hamester should be contacted for fur¬ 
ther information concerning this Work¬ 
shop or for a copy of summary proceed¬ 
ings of the Workshop. 

Paul P. Craig, 
Deputy Director, 

Office of Energy R&D Policy. 
[FR Doc.75-3364 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-482A] 

KANSAS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. AND 
KANSAS CITY POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Memorandum and Order 

In the matter of Kansas Gas and Elec¬ 
tric Company and Kansas City Power 
and Light Company (Wolf Creek Gen¬ 
erating Station, Unit No. 1). 

The Staff has moved, with the consent 
of the applicants and the petitioners for 
intervention, for an extension of time 
until February 14, 1975, within which to 
respond to the petitions for leave to in¬ 
tervene filed by the Kansas Electric Co¬ 
operatives, Inc. and the city of Osawat- 
omie. All parties who wish to respond to 
the petitions for leave to intervene should 
be allowed an equal opportunity to do so. 

In view of the nature of the issues 
presented by the petitions, oral argument 
should be of assistance to the board in 
ruling upon such petitions. Parties 
should be prepared to identify and to 
address themselves to all significant is¬ 
sues of fact and law which are consid¬ 
ered to be raised by the two petitions. 

It is therefore ordered: 
1. The time within which any party 

may respond to the petitions for leave to 

intervene filed by the Kansas Electric 
Cooperatives, Inc. and the City of Osa- 
watomie is extended to and including 
February 14,1975; 

2. Oral argument will be held on said 
petitions in the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board Panel’s hearing room, 
12th floor, Landow Building, 7910 Wood- 
mont Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland, at 
9:30 a.m. on Friday, February 28, 1975. 

Issued at Bethesda, Maryland, this 3rd 
day of February, 1975. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board, 

Marshall E. Miller, 
Chairman. 

[FR Doc.75-3452 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

[Docket No. P-527-A] 

LOUISIANA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Partial Application for Construction Per¬ 
mits and Facility Licenses: Time for Sub¬ 
mission of Views on Antitrust Matters 

The Louisiana Power and Light Com¬ 
pany, pursuant to section 103 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
has filed one part of an application, dated 
December 20, 1974, in connection with 
their plans to construct and operate two 
generating units utilizing two high tem¬ 
perature gas-cooled reactors. Each re¬ 
actor will be designed for initial opera¬ 
tion at approximately 3000 megawatts 
(thermal), with a net electrical output of 
approximately 1160 megawatts. The fa¬ 
cility, designated as the St. Rosalie Gen¬ 
erating Station, Units 1 and 2, will be 
located on the west bank of the Missis¬ 
sippi River at Alliance in Plaquemines 
Parish, Louisiana. The portion of the 
application filed contains the informa¬ 
tion requested by the Attorney General 
for the purpose of an antitrust review 
of the application as set forth in 10 CFR 
Part 50, Appendix L. 

The remaining portion of the appli¬ 
cation consisting of a Preliminary Safety 
Analysis Report accompanied by an En¬ 
vironmental Report, pursuant to § 2.101 
of Part 2, is expected to be filed in April 
1975. Upon receipt of the remaining por¬ 
tions of the application dealing with 
radiological health and safety and en¬ 
vironmental matters, separate notices of 
receipt will be published by the Commis¬ 
sion including an appropriate notice of 
hearing. 

A copy of the partial application is 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20545. Docket No. P-527-A has been as¬ 
signed to the application and it should be 
referenced in any correspondence re¬ 
lating to it. 

Any person who wishes to have his 
views on the antitrust matters of the 
application presented to the Attorney 
General for consideration should submit 
such views to the U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545, 
Attention: Chief, Office of Antitrust and 
Indemnity, Directorate of Licensing, on 
or before March 17,1975. 
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Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
10th day of January 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commls- | 
sion. 

Robert A. Clark, 
Chief, Gas Cooled Reactors 

Branch, Directorate of Li¬ 
censing. 

IFR Doc.75-1301 Filed l-15-75;8:45 am] 

(Docket No. P-556-A] 

OMAHA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 

Partial Application for Construction Per¬ 
mit and Facility License: Time for Sub¬ 
mission of Views on Antitrust Matters 

Omaha Public Power District (the ap¬ 
plicant), pursuant to section 103 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
has filed one part of an application, 
dated November 15, 1974, in connection 
with their plans to construct and operate 
a pressurized water nuclear reactor to 
be located at a site near Blair, Nebraska, 
in Washington County. The portion of 
the application filed contains the in¬ 
formation requested by the Attorney 
General for the purpose of an antitrust 
review of the application as set forth in 
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix L. 

The remaining portion of the applica¬ 
tion consisting of a Preliminary Safety 
Analysis Report accompanied by an En¬ 
vironmental Report pursuant to $ 2.101 
of Part 2, 1s expected to be filed during 
July 1975. Upon receipt of the remaining 
portions of the application dealing with 
radiological health and safety and en¬ 
vironmental matters, separate notices of 
receipt will be published by the Commis¬ 
sion including an appropriate notice of 
hearing. 

A copy of the partial application is 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20545, Docket No. P-556-A has been as¬ 
signed to the application and it should 
be referenced in any correspondence re¬ 
lating to it. 

Any person who wishes to have his 
views on the antitrust matters of the ap¬ 
plication presented to the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral for consideration should submit such 
views to the U£. Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Atten¬ 
tion: Chief, Office of Antitrust and In¬ 
demnity, Directorate of Licensing on or 
before March 17,1975. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 9th 
day of January 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter R. Butler, 
Chief, Light Water Reactors 

Project Branch 1-2, Director¬ 
ate of Licensing. 

[FR Doc.75-1302 Filed l-15-75;8:45 am] 

(Docket No. P-537-A] 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Notice of Receipt of Partial Application for 
Construction Permits and Facility Li¬ 
censes: Time for Submission of Views 
on Antitrust Matters 

Tennessee Valley Authority (the ap¬ 
plicant), pursuant to Section 103 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
has filed one part of an application, 
dated December 20, 1974, in connection 
with its plans to construct and operate 
two nuclear reactors at a site to be se¬ 
lected in the near future. The portion of 
the application filed contains the infor- 
njation requested by the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral for the purpose of an antitrust re¬ 
view of the application as set forth in 10 
CFR Part 50, Appendix L. 

The remaining portion of the applica¬ 
tion consisting of a Preliminary Safety 
Analysis Report accompanied by an En¬ 
vironmental Report, pursuant to 8 2.101 
of Part 2, is expected to be filed dining 
October 1975. Upon receipt of the re¬ 
maining portions of the application deal¬ 
ing with radiological health and safety 
and environmental matters, separate 
notices of receipt will be published by the 
Commission Including an appropriate 
notice of hearing. 

A copy of the partial application Is 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20545. Docket No. P-537-A has been as¬ 
signed to the application and it should 
be referenced in any correspondence re¬ 
lating to it. 

Any person who wishes to have his 
views on the antitrust matters of the ap¬ 
plication presented to the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral for consideration should submit 
such views to the U.S. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545, Attention: Chief, Office of Anti¬ 
trust and Indemnity, Directorate of Li¬ 
censing, on or before March 24, 1975. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
13th day of January, 1975. 

i For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis- 
■ sion. 

Walter R. Butler, 
Chief, Light Water Reactors 

Branch 1-2, Directorate of 
Licensing. 

(FR Doc.75-1823 Filed l-22-75;8:45 am] 

Current Temporary Instruction Check List 
(Rev. December 31,1974) 

Chapter 641—Duty of Registrants (Rev. Feb¬ 
ruary 1,1975) 

Temporary Instruction No. 622-7/680-3 

Byron V. Pepitone, 
Director. 

February 3,1975. 

Section 642.14 Reporting of alien regis¬ 
trants suspected of being illegally within 
the United States. 1. Under the Military 
Selective Service Act, aliens who are Ule- 
gally within the United States are never¬ 
theless liable tor registration and induction. 

2. When any alien registrant is suspected 
of being lUegally within the United States, 
the State Director wUl be notified by letter 
(See Attachment 642-7). The State Director 
will forward the information to the nearest 
field office of the Immigration and Natural¬ 
ization Service. 

Sample Letter for Reporting an Alien 
Registrant Suspected op Being Illegally 
Within the United States 

(See Section 642.14) 

(Local Board Stamp) 

Date of Mailing:_ 

TO: The State Director 

(Address) 

Dear Sir: 
This registrant Is suspected of being an 

alien illegally within the United States, and 
he Is reported to you as such in accord with 
RPM Chapter 642. 

Name: _______ 
SSN:- RSN:_ 
Address: __ 
Birthdate: .. 

Place of Birth:___ 
Present Citizenship:________ 
Other Pertinent Information:__ 

Sincerely, 

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 

REGISTRANTS PROCESSING MANUAL 

The Registrants Processing Manual is 
an internal manual of the Selective Serv¬ 
ice System. The following portions of 
that Manual are considered to be of 
sufficient interest to warrant publication 
in the Federal Register: 

Section 642.14 (new) 
Temporary Instruction No. 632-18 
Temporary Instruction No. 643-1 

Authorized Signature 

(Temporary Instruction No. 632-18] 

Issued: February 1,1975. 
Subject: Rescission of Temporary Instruc¬ 

tion No. 632-17. 

Temporary Instruction No. 632-17, Change 
In AFEES Procedures (Submission Of DD 
Form 44), Is rescinded and should be with¬ 
drawn from the Registrants Processing Man¬ 
ual (RPM) and destroyed. 

This Temporary Instruction will terminate 
upon Implementation. 

Byron V. Pepitone. 

[Temporary Instruction No. 643-1] 

Issued: February 1,1975. 
Subject: Rescission of Chapter 643, RPM. 

Chapter 643, Parole For Selective Service 
Law Violators, is rescinded and should be 
withdrawn from the Registrants Processing 
Manual (RPM) and destroyed. The divider- 
label for Chapter 643 will be retained in the 
manual. .i 

This Temporary Instruction will terminate J 
upon Implementation. / 

Byron V. Pepitone. 
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NOTICES 5573 

Registrant Processing Manual 

CURRENT TEMPORARY INSTRUCTIONS CHECK LET 

1. The following list sets forth aO current temporary 
Instructions as of Dec. SI, 1974. Where 3 numbers an 
shown for a temporary Instruction, It is Issued In suffi¬ 
cient quantity so that a copy may be filed under each 
number. 

Temporary Date issued 
Instruction or amended Termination date 

No. 

Apps. 1 to 7. Oct. 17,1973 Upon amendment or 
rescission. 

Apps. 1 to Dec. 18,1973 Upon receipt of revised 
8/608-3. 8SS form 725 or upon 

rescission thereof. 
Apps. 1 to 10. Jan. 21,1974 Upon amendment or 

rescission. 
Apps. 1 to 12. Oct. 25,1974 Do. 
613-2.Dec. 19,1972 Upon publication of revi¬ 

sion to RPM changing 
references from 888 forms 
2 and 110 to SSS form 7. 

613-6...Apr. 29,1974 May31,1975. 
613-7/642-5 Sept. 21,1974 Feb. 1,1975. 

(corrected 
copy). 

619-3_.... Mar. 8,1974 Upon publication of revi¬ 
sion of ch. 619, RPM. 

621- 5/631-14.. Mar. 20,1974 Upon amendment or 
rescission. 

622- 4.Oct 15,1973 Do. 
622-5/680-2.. Nov. 30,1973 Do. 
622-6.Apr. 26,1974 Do. 
632-16.June 17,1974 Upon receipt of revision to 

sec. 682.9 of the RPM. 
632-17_.....do_If notice is received that 

inductions are to be 
resumed. 

2. AU temporary instructions not appearing in the 
above list have been terminated »r rescinded. 

Chapter 641 Duty oi Registrants 

Index 

8ection Title Page 

641.1 _Introduction...641-1 
1641.1 _Reporting by registrants of their cur- 641-1 

rent status. 
1641.3_Waiver of right or privilege..i.641-2 
1641.4 _Duty to report for and submit to 641-2 

Armed Forces examination. 
1641.5 _Duty to report for and submit to 641-3 

induction. 
1641.6 _Effect of failure to have unaltered 641-4 

documents in personal possession. 

Chapter 641 Duty of Registrants 

Section 641.1 Introduction. Part 1641 of 

Selective Service Regulations, as amended 
January 31, 1975, Is quoted below for the 

Information and guidance of and compliance 

by all registrants and personnel of the Selec¬ 

tive Service System. 
1641.1 Reporting by registrants of their 

current status. 
(a) It shall be the duty of every regis¬ 

trant, so long as his file Is actively main¬ 
tained by his local board, to keep his local 

board currently informed In writing of the 

address where mail will reach him. 

(b) It shall be the duty of every registrant 
until his liability for training and service1 

has terminated, to Inform his local board in 

writing of his entrance Into a professional 

course of study leading to a professional 
degree in a medical, dental or allied special¬ 

ist category, together with his current ad¬ 

dress, and to inform his local board in wrlt- 

1 Liability for training and service Is a per¬ 

son’s responsibility for service Imposed by the 

Military Selective Service Act. This liability 
commences when he reaches the age of 18 
years and 6 months after having been re¬ 

quired to register. It terminates when he 

reaches the age of 26 unless extended to age 
35. 

lng of the receipt of any such professional 
degree, together with his current address. 

(c) It shall be the duty of every registrant 

to submit to his local board information con¬ 

cerning his status within ten days after the 

date on which the local board malls him a 

request therefor, or within such longer pe¬ 

riod as may be fixed by the local board. 

“1641.3 Waiver of right or privilege. 
If the registrant falls to claim and exercise 

any right or privilege within the required 

time, he shall be deemed to have waived the 
right or privilege. 

1641.4 Duty to report for and submit to 
Armed Forces examination. 

(a) When the local board malls to a regis¬ 

trant an Order to Report for Armed Forces 

Examination (SSS Form 223), It shall be the 
duty of the registrant to report for such ex¬ 

amination at the time and place fixed In such 

order unless, after the date the Order to 

Report for Armed Forces Examination (SSS 

Form 223) Is mailed and prior to the time 

fixed therein for the registrant to report for 

his Armed Forces examination, the local 

board cancels such Order to Report for Armed 
Forces Examination (SSS Form 223) or poet- 

pones that time when such registrant shall 

so report and advises the registrant In writ¬ 
ing of such cancellation or postponement. 

(b) If the time when the registrant Is 

ordered to report for Armed Forces examina¬ 

tion Is postponed, it shall be the duty of the 
registrant to report for Armed Forces ex¬ 
amination upon the termination of such 

postponement and he shall report for Armed 

Forces examination at such time and place as 
may be fixed by the local board. Regardless 

of the time when or the circumstances under 

which a registrant fails to report for Armed 

Forces examination when it is his duty to 
do so. It shall thereafter be his continuing 

duty from day to day to report for Armed 

Forces examination to his local board and 

to each local board whose area he enters 

or In whose area he remains. 
(c) Upon reporting for Armed Forces ex¬ 

amination, it shall be the duty of the regis¬ 

trant (1) to follow the Instructions of a 
member, executive secretary, or local board 

clerk as to the manner in which he will be 

transported to the location where his Armed 

Forces examination will take place, (2) to 

obey the instructions of the leader or as¬ 

sistant leaders appointed for the group being 

forwarded for Armed Forcee examination, 

(3) to appear at the place where such exam¬ 

ination will be accomplished, (4) to obey 
the orders of the representatives of the 

Armed Forces while at the place where his 

examination will be accomplished, (5) to 
submit to examination, and (6) to follow 

the Instructions of a member, executive sec¬ 

retary, or clerk of the local board as to the 

manner in which he will be transported on 
his return trip from the place where his 
Armed Forces examination takes place. 

1641.5 Duty to report for and submit to 
Induction. 

(a) When the local board orders the reg¬ 

istrant for induction It shall be the duty 

of the registrant to report for Induction 

at the time and place ordered by the local 
board. If the time when the registrant is 
ordered to report for Induction is postponed. 

It shall be the continuing duty of the reg¬ 

istrant to report for Induction at such time 
and place as may be ordered by the local 
board. Regardless of the time when or Che 

circumstances under which a registrant falls 

to report for induction when it Is his duty 
to do so, It shall thereafter be his contlnu- 

. lng duty from day to day to report for In¬ 

duction to his local board. 

(b) Upon reporting for Induction, it shall 

be the duty of the registrant (1) to follow 

the instructions of a member or clerk of 
the local board as to the manner In which 

he shall be transported to the location when 

his Induction will be accomplished, (2) to 

obey the Instructions of the leader or assist¬ 

ant leaders appointed for the group being 

forwarded for induction, (3) to appear at 

the place where his Induction will be ac¬ 
complished, (4) to obey the orders of the 

representatives of the Armed Forces while 

at the place where his Induction will be 

accomplished, (5) to BUbmlt to induction, 
and (6) If he is found not qualified for In¬ 

duction, to follow the instructions of the 

representatives of the Armed Forces as to 
the manner In which he will be transported 

on his return trip to the local board. 

1641.6 Effect of failure to have unaltered 
documents in personal possession. 

The failure of any person to have his 

Registration Certificate (SSS Form 2) or 

Status Card (SSS Form 7) in his personal 
possession shall be prima facie evidence of 

his not having registered. 

I Temporary Instruction No. 622-7/680-3] 

Issued: February 1, 1975. 

Subject: Rescission of Temporary Instruc¬ 
tions 622-4, 622-5/680-2, and 822-6. 

The following Temporary Instructions are 
rescinded find should be withdrawn from the 

Registrants Processing Manual and de¬ 

stroyed: 
' 1. 622-4, Registrants Under Confinement 

or Court Supervision. 

2. 622-5/680-2, Classification Of Medical 

Specialists Into Class 2-AM. 
3. 622-6, Classification of Registrants 

Separated From The Armed Forces. 

This Temporary Instruction will terminate 

upon implementation. 

Byron V. Pepitone. 

[FR Doc.75-3437 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 

BUSINESS RESEARCH ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The regular winter meeting of the 
Business Research Advisory Council will 
be held on February 26, 1975, at 9:30 
a.m. in Conference Room B of the Inter¬ 
departmental Auditorium, 14th and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue, NW„ Washington, D.C. 
Agenda for the meeting follows: 

1. Chairman’s Opening Remarks 

2. Commissioner’s Remarks 

3. Status Report of BLS Task Force on 

Hours Worked vs. Hours Paid. (Follow up on 

the earlier BRAC committee for this sub¬ 

ject) 
4. Committee Reports 
a. Committee on Consumer and Wholesale 

Prices (Plans for WPI and Inquiries on CPI 

revision) 

b. Committee on Economic Growth (As¬ 

sumptions underlying recent projection 

work) 

c. Committee on Manpower and Employ¬ 

ment (Real spendable earnings, status of 

local area estimates) 

It is suggested that persons planning 
to attend this meeting as observers con¬ 
tact Kenneth G. Van Auken, Executive 
Secretary, Business Research Advisory 
Council on (Area Code 202) 961-2559. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C. this 30th 
day of January 1975. 

Julius Shiskin, 
Commissioner of 

Labor Statistics. 
I PR Doc.75-3407 Piled 2-5-75; 8:46 am] 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

Notice of Meeting 
Notice Is hereby given of a meeting 

of the National Advisory Committee on 
Occupational Safety and Health, estab¬ 
lished under section 7(b) of the Occu¬ 
pational Safety and Health Act of 1970 
(29 UJS.C. 656). 

The meeting which was previously 
scheduled for January 24 and 25, 1975, 
will be held February 20 and 21, 1975, 
in Room 102 ABCD, Main Labor Build¬ 
ing, 14th and Constitution Avenue, NW, 
Washington, D.C. The meeting will begin 
at 9 am. and will be open to the public. 

The agenda will include presenta¬ 
tions and discussions on the role of the 
states in the standards development pro¬ 
cess, a review of the activities of both 
the Occupational Safety and Health Ad¬ 
ministration and the National Institute 
for Occupational Safety and Health, a 
discussion of voluntary compliance pro¬ 
grams, a presentation on statistics, and 
a report by NIOSH on its recently com¬ 
pleted summary of training facilities. 

Any written data or views concerning 
the subject to be considered which are 
received by the Committee’s Executive 
Secretary by February 15,1975, together 
with 20 duplicate copies, will be pre¬ 
sented to the Committee and included 
in the official record of the meeting. 
Those persons desiring to make presen¬ 
tations at the meeting must also notify 
the Executive Secretary by February 15, 
1975, of their desire to appear, stating 
the amount of time requested and the 
capacity in which they will appear as 
well as a brief outline of the content 
of their presentation. Oral presenta¬ 
tions will be scheduled at the discretion 
of the Committee Chairman depending 
on the extent to which time permits. 

Communications to the Executive Sec¬ 
retary should be addressed as follows: 
Ms. J. GoodeU, Executive Secretary, 

National Advisory Committee on Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health, 

U.8. Department of Labor, 
1726 M Street NW., Room 200, 
Washington, D.C. 20210, 
Phone: 202/961-2248,2487 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of January, 1975. 

J. Goodell, 
Executive Secretary. 

[PR Doc.76-3404 Piled 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

Office of the Secretary 
LABOR RESEARCH ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 
Establishment 

A. Establishment. The Secretary of La¬ 
bor, having determined after consulta¬ 
tion with the Director, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, that the establishment 
of a committee to deal with matters re¬ 
lated to the Department of Labor re¬ 
search program is in the public Interest, 
hereby establishes the Department of 
Labor Research Advisory Committee 
pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463). 

B. Duties, functions, and administra¬ 
tive provisions—1. Objectives and scope. 
The Committee’s objective will be to help 
improve the quality of the research pro¬ 
gram of the Department. It will deal with 
both the general direction of the Depart¬ 
mental research effort and the specific 
programs of each agency within the De¬ 
partment. 2. Committee tenure. The 
Committee will operate on a continuing 
basis. 

3. Official to whom committee reports. 
The Committee will report to the Assist¬ 
ant Secretary for Policy, Evaluation and 
Research. 

4. Support services. The Assistant Sec¬ 
retary for Policy, Evaluation and Re¬ 
search, and the Manpower Administra¬ 
tion will provide the necessary support 
for the Committee. 

5. Committee duties. The Committee 
will evaluate Departmental research on 
a continuing basis and will meet with the 
Department’s Research Policy Commit¬ 
tee to discuss current and planned areas 
of research. In addition, the Committee 
will serve as source of expertise for each 
agency-evaluating the problems in the 
research program that are specific to 
each agency. 

6. Estimated annual cost. The esti¬ 
mated annual operating costs for the 
Committee are $6,000 and Involve ap¬ 
proximately one-fourth man years of 
staff support. 

7. Meetings. The Committee will meet 
twice a year. 

8. Termination date. Two years—re¬ 
newable. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 23rd 
day of January 1975. 

Petes J. Brennan, 
Secretary of Labor. 

[FR Doc.75-3406 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

ARKANSAS STATE 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 planning meeting of the Arkansas 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 9 a.m. on 
February 22,1975, in the Sheraton Motor 
Inn, Arkansas Room C, 6th & Perry 
Street, little Rock, Arkansas 72201. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Southwestern Regional Of¬ 
fice of the Commission, Room 231, New 
Moore Building, 106 Broadway, San An¬ 
tonio, Texas 78205. 

The purpose of this meeting is SWRO 
activities. Economic Recession Project, 
Era Project. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 3, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3458 Filed 2-5-75;8:46 am] 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 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 planning meeting of the District 
of Columbia Advisory Committee will 
convene at 12 noon on February 25,1975, 
in the Fifth Floor Conference Room, U.S. 
Commission on Civil Rights, 1121 Ver¬ 
mont Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20425. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Mid-Atlantic Regional 
Office of the Commission, Room 510,2120 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20037. 

The purpose of this meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss proposal for D.C. Housing Study. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 3, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3459 Filed 2-5-75:8:46 am] 

MONTANA STATE 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 planning meeting of the Montana 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 2:30 p.m. on 
February 22, 1975, at 202 Second Street 
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N., YMCA-Reading Room-Center 
Lounge, Great Palls, Montana. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman 
or the Mountain States Regional Office 
of the Commission, Room 216, Champa 
Street, Denver, Colorado 80202. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 3, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee Management 

Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3460 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 ami 

PENNSYLVANIA STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the United States Commission on 
Civil Rights, that a planning meeting of 
the Pennsylvania State Advisory Com¬ 
mittee (SAC) to this Commission will 
convene at 2:30 p.m. on February 28, 
1975, in the Federal Building, 600 Arch 
Street, Room 6306, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Mid-Atlantic Regional 
Office of the Commission, Room 510, 2120 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20425. 

The purpose of the meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss a possible Committee project for the 
coming year. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

% 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 3, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee Management 

Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3461 Filed 3-5-75;8:45 am] 

RHODE ISLAND STATE 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 planning meeting of the Rhode Is¬ 
land State Advisory Committee (SAC) to 
this Commission will convene at 4:30 
p.m. on March 4, 1975, at the Central 
Congregational Church, 296 Angell 
Street, Providence, Rhode Island 02906. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man or the Northeastern Regional Office 
of the Commission, Room 1639, 26 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, New York, New York 10007. 

The purpose of this meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss follow-up to Committee's report 
“Minorities and Women in Govern¬ 
ment: Practice/vs Promise” and other 
new projects. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

NOTICES 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Feb¬ 
ruary 3, 1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee Management 

Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3462 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

TEXAS STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Cancellation of Meeting 

The meeting of the Texas State Ad¬ 
visory Committee to the United States 
Commission on Civil Rights, originally 
scheduled for February 8-9, 1975, a 
notice of which was previously published 
on page 3033 in the Federal Register on 
Friday, January 17, 1975 (FR Doc. 75- 
1622), has been cancelled. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Feb¬ 
ruary 3, 1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee Management 

Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3463 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

TEXAS STATE 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 planning meeting of the Texas 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 9 a.m. on 
February 23,1975, at the Sheraton-Crest 
Inn, Room 206, 111 East First Street, 
Austin, Texas 78711. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Southwestern Regional 
Office of the Commission, Room 231. New 
Moore Building, 106 Broadway, San 
Antonio, Texas 78205. 

The purpose of this meeting is to re¬ 
view and make additional plans for the 
Mexican American Education follow-up 
study. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
3,1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee Management 

Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3464 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

TEXAS STATE 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 planning meeting of the Texas 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 9 a.m. on 
March l'and 2,1975, Sheraton-Crest Inn, 
Room 206, 111 East First Street, Austin, 
Texas 78711. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman, 
or the Southwestern Regional Office of 
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the Commission, Room 231, New Moore 
Building, 106 Broadway, San Antonio, 
Texas 78205. 

The purpose of this meeting is to re¬ 
view and make additional plans for the 
Mexican American Education follow-up 
study. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
3,1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee Management 

Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-3465 Filed 2-5-75:8:45 am] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
(Notice No. 690] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

February 3, 1975. 
Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 

ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as pres¬ 
ently reflected in the Official Docket of 
the Commission. An attempt will be made 
to publish notices of cancellation of 
hearings as promptly as possible, but in¬ 
terested parties should take appropriate 
steps to insure that they are notified of 
cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings in which they are interested. No 
amendments will be entertained after 
February 6,1975. 
MC 139254, Brooks Transportation, Inc., con¬ 

tinued hearing now assigned March 4, 1975, 
at Atlanta, Ga.. is postponed to March 5, 
1975, at the Offices of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Washington, D.C. 

I & S No. M-28281, Commutation Fares, Hud¬ 
son Transit Lines, Inc., now being assigned 
March 10, 1975 (1 week), at New York, 
N.Y., In a hearing room to be designated 
later. 

I & 3 No. 9019, Prepayment of Freight Charges 
to Points in Mass. & R.I., now being as¬ 
signed March 24, 1975 (1 week), at Boston. 
Mass., in a hearing room to be designated 
later. 

No. 35914, H & R Scrap Iron and Metal Com¬ 
pany ▼. Chicago and Northwestern Trans¬ 
portation Company, now being assigned 
April 1, 1975 (9 days), at Chicago, Illinois, 
in a hearing room to be designated later. 

Finance Docket No. 27827, Southern Railway 
Change in Service of Trains Nos. 1 and 2 
Between Atlanta, Georgia and Birming¬ 
ham, Alabama to Three Days A Week, and 
Finance Docket No. 27828, Southern Rail¬ 
way Company—Discontinuance of Opera¬ 
tion of Trains No. 5 and 6 Between 
Charlotte, N.C., and Atlanta, Ga., and 
Change Of Service Between Washington. 
D.C., and Charlotte, N.C., now assigned 
March 11 and 12, 1975 at Atlanta, Ga., 
will be held in Room 522, U S. Post Office 
St Courthouse, 56 Forsythe St.; March 13. 
1975, Room 209-210, Federal Building. 1129 
Noble St., Anniston, Ala.; March 14, 1975 
Ensley Court Room, Police Precinct, 1623 
Avenue G. Birmingham, Ala.; March 17. 
1975 Grand Jury Room, 2nd Floor. U.S. 
Courthouse Bast, Washington A Church 
St., Greenville, 8.C. and March 16, 1975, 
Charlotte Public Library, 310 N. Tryon St., 
Charlotte, N.C. 
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MO 41406 Sub-44, Artlm Transportation Sys¬ 
tem, Inc., Application dismissed. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3456 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

[Notice No. 10] 

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CAR¬ 
RIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER APPLI¬ 
CATIONS 

January 31,1975. 
The following applications (except as 

otherwise specifically noted, each ap¬ 
plicant (on applications filed after 
March 27,1972) states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment resulting from 
approval of its application), are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1100.2471 of the 
Commission’s general rules of practice 
(49 CFR, as amended), published in the 
Federal Register issue of April 20, 1966, 
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro¬ 
vide, among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days after date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. Failure seasonably to file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro¬ 
ceeding. A protest under these rules 
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of 
the rules of practice which requires that 
It set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed state¬ 
ment of protestant’s interest in the pro¬ 
ceeding (including a copy of the specific 
portions of its authority which protest- 
ant believes to be in conflict with that 
sought in the application, and describing 
In detail the method—whether by join¬ 
der, interline, or other means—by which 
Protestant would use such authority to 
provide all or part of the service pro¬ 
posed) , and shall specify with particular¬ 
ity the facts, matters, and things relied 
upon, but shall not include issues or alle¬ 
gations phrased generally. Protests not 
in reasonable compliance with the re¬ 
quirements of the rules may be rejected. 
The original and one (1) copy of the pro¬ 
test shall be filed with the Commission, 
and a copy shall be served concurrently 
upon applicant’s representative, or appli¬ 
cant if no representative is named. If 
the protest includes a request for oral 
hearing, such requests shall meet the re¬ 
quirements of section 247(d)(4) of the 
special rules, and shall include the cer¬ 
tification required therein. 

Section 247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its ap¬ 
plication have been filed, and within 60 
days of the date of this publication, notify 
the Commission in writing (1) that it is 
ready to proceed and prosecute the ap¬ 
plication, or (2) that it wishes to with¬ 
draw the application, failure in which 
the application will be dismissed by the 
Commission. 

1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423. 

NOTICES 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 
generally in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s general policy statement con¬ 
cerning motor carrier licensing proce¬ 
dures, published in the Federal Register 
issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment 
will be by Commission order which will 
be served on each party of record. Broad¬ 
ening amendments will not be accepted 
after the date of this publication except 
for good cause shown, and restrictive 
amendments will not be entertained fol¬ 
lowing publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of a notice that the proceeding has 
been assigned for oral hearing. 

No. MC 1103 (Sub-No. 16), filed De¬ 
cember 12, 1974. Applicant: MAX H. 
KOFMAN, FREDA KOFMAN GAINES, 
BENJAMIN KOFMAN AND JOSEPH 
KOFMAN, doing business as KOFMAN’S, 
130 Dunlop Street, Bellefonte, Pa. 16823. 
Applicant’s representative: John W. 
Frame, Box 626, 2207 Old Gettysburg 
Road, Camp Hill, Pa. 17011. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Brass products, brass 
bars and brass rods, and unfinished 
shapes, from points in Illinois, to points 
in Indiana, Michigan, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, 
New Jersey, and Ohio; (2) copper, brass, 
and bronze bars and rods, and unfinished 
shapes from points in Illinois, to Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa.; (3) brass scrap and rejected 
or refused brass products, from New 
Britain and Hartford, Conn.; Wilming¬ 
ton, Del.; Perth Amboy, Picatinny 
Arsenal, Newark, Trenton, Rahway, 
Waverly, Jersey City, and Camden, N.J.; 
Rochester, Buffalo, Brooklyn, Staten 
Island, Lockport, North River, Hoosick 
Falls, Tottenville, Auburn, Binghamton, 
Syracuse, and New York, N.Y.; Cleve¬ 
land, and Maple Heights, Elyria, and 
Springfield, Ohio; Baltimore, Md.; 
Boston and Ashland, Mass.; Newport and 
Providence, R.I.; and the District of 
Columbia, to points in Illinois; (4) loose 
brass, brass products, copper, copper 
products, and brass and copper scrap, 
from Reedsville and Morgantown, W. Va. 
to points in Illinois; 

(5) brass rods and brass shapes, from 
points in Illinois to Reedsville and 
Morgantown, W. Va.; (6) aluminum 
bars, blanks, stampings, unfinished 
shapes, extensions, castings, forgings, 
molding, rods, scrap, twinings, borings, 
burnings, aluminum and aluminum prod¬ 
ucts, zinc, lead, empty containers, and 
empty pallets, from Reedsville and Mor¬ 
gantown, W. Va. to Baltimore, Md., 

' Wilmington, Del., and points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Indiana 
Michigan; (7) aluminum billets, blooms, 
ingots, pigs, slabs borings, scrap, and 
twinings, from Baltimore, Md., Wilming¬ 
ton, Del., and points in Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, 
New Jersey, Ohio, Indiana, and Michi¬ 
gan, to points in Illinois; and (8) 
aluminum bars, blanks, stampings, un¬ 
finished shapes, extensions, castings, 
forgings, moldings, rods, scrap, twinings, 
borings, turnings, aluminum and alu¬ 

minum products, zinc, lead, empty con¬ 
tainers and empty pallets, from points in 
Illinois, to Baltimore, Md., Wilmington, 
Del., and points in Massachusetts, Con¬ 
necticut, Rhode Island, New York, New 
Jersey, Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan. 

Note.—Applicant states it already holds 
the above authority via a gateway at BeUe- 
fonte, Penna. The purpose of this applica¬ 
tion is to eliminate the gateway of Belle¬ 
fonte, Penna. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Harris¬ 
burg, Pa. 

No. MC 4963 (Sub-No. 47), filed Janu¬ 
ary 14, 1975. Applicant: ALLEGHANY 
CORPORATION, doing business as, 
JONES MOTOR, Bridge Street and 
Schuylkill Road, Spring City, Pa. 19475. 
Applicant’s representative: Roland Rice, 
Suite 618 Perpetual Building, 1111 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment), serving the site of West¬ 
ern Electric Company, Incorporated at 
the junction of New York State Highway 
422 and Maple Street in Elma Township 
(Erie County), N.Y., as an off-route point 
in connection with applicant’s authorized 
regular route operations. 

Not*.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Buffalo, N.Y. or Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 9692 (Sub-No. 4), filed Janu¬ 
ary 10, 1975. Applicant: ROBERT D. 
ECKERT, 219 North President Avenue, 
Lancaster, Pa. 17603. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Christian V. Graf, 407 North 
Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commodities, 
as are generally made by a manufacturer 
of rugs and linoleum, and equipment, ma¬ 
terials and supplies incidental thereto 
(except in bulk), and rugs and carpets, 
(1) from Lancaster, Pa., to Landover, 
Md., restricted to transportation to be 
performed under a continuing contract 
or contracts with the Jos. M. Zamoiski 
Co.; and (2) from Lancaster and Ma¬ 
rietta, Pa., to points in Harford and Bal¬ 
timore Counties, Md., restricted to trans¬ 
portation to be performed under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with J. J. 
Haines & Company, Inc., at Baltimore, 
Md. 

Not*.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 13123 (Sub-No. 79), filed Janu¬ 
ary 8, 1975. Applicant: WILSON 
FREIGHT COMPANY, a corporation, 
3636 Follett Avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45223. Applicant’s representative: Milton 
H. Bortz (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, com- 
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modities in bulk, and those requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment), serving the plantsite 
of General Cable Corporation at or near 
Lawrenceburg, Ky. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., or Lexington, Ky. 

No. MC 13845 (Sub-No. 4), filed Janu¬ 
ary 3, 1975. Applicant: DONALD RUS¬ 
SELL, doing business as FRANK RUS¬ 
SELL & SON, 401 South Ida Street, West 
Frankfort, IH. 62896. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald Russell (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wood chips, in bulk, from West Frank¬ 
fort, HI., to the plantsite of West Virginia 
Pulp and Paper Company at or near 
Wickliffe, Ky. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either St. 
Louis, Mo. or Springfield, HI. 

No. MC 27817 (Sub-No. 113), filed 
January 7, 1975. Applicant: H. C. 
GABLER, INC., Rural Delivery No. 3, 
Chambersburg, Pa. 17201. Applicant’s 
representative: Christian V. Graf, 407 
North Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
17101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food¬ 
stuffs (except frozen foods and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk), from the facilities of Heinz 
U.SA.. Division, H. J. Heinz Co. located 
at Bowling Green, Fremont, and Toledo, 
Ohio, to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, North Carolina, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia, 
points in New York on and east of a line 
beginning at Lake Ontario, thence along 
State Highway 57 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 11 at Syracuse, thence 
along U.S. Highway 11 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania State line, and points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and east of U.S. Highway 220. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Harrisburg, Pa. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 27817 (Sub-No. 114), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: H. C. 
GABLER, INC., Rural Delivery No. 3, 
Chambersburg, Pa. 17201. Applicant’s 
representative: Christian V. Graf, 407 
North Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
17101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such 
merchandise as is dealt in by retail, 
wholesale and chain grocery food busi¬ 
ness houses (except commodities in bulk 
and frozen foods), from points in Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia and the District of Columbia, to 
points in Cumberland County, Pa. on and 
east of Pennsylvania Highway 34. 

Note.—It a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either 
Harrisburg, Pa. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 30237 (Sub-No. 29), filed Jan- 

TRANSFER COMPANY, a corporation, 
Box 66, Altavista, Va. 24517. Applicant’s 
representative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1750 New 
York Avenue NW., Suite 210, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) New furniture, from the facili¬ 
ties of Keller Manufacturing Company, 
Inc., at or near Corydon and New Salis¬ 
bury, Ind.; Tell City Chair Company, at 
Tell City, Ind.; Jackson of Danville, Inc., 
at or, near Danville, Ky.; and Cresent 
Manufacturing Company, at Gallatin, 
Term.; to points in Delaware, Maryland, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia; and (2) damaged, rejected, and re¬ 
fused shipments of new furniture, from 
points in Delaware, Maryland, New Jer¬ 
sey, New York, North Carolina, Penn¬ 
sylvania, South Carolina, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, 
to the facilities of Cresent Manufactur¬ 
ing Company, at Gallatin, Tenn.; Jack- 
son of Danville, Inc., at or near Danville, 
Ky.; Tell City Chair Company, at Tell 
City, Ind.; and Keller Manufacturing 
Company, Inc., at or near Corydon and 
New Salisbury, Ind. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 525), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125 
Commercial Street, Waterloo, Iowa 
50702. Applicant’s representative: Larry 
Strickler (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Materials, equip¬ 
ment, and supplies (except commodities 
in bulk and those requiring special 
equipment) used in the manufacture and 
distribution of road building machinery, 
contractor’s equipment and supplies, 
self-propelled vehicles (except passenger 
vehicles or truck tractors), and attach¬ 
ments and parts therefor, between the 
facilities of Schield Bantam, Division 
Koehring, at or near Waverly, Iowa, and 
Parsons, Division Koehring, at or near 
Newton, Iowa, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing ia deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 35320 (Sub-No. 145), filed 
January 2,1975. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC, 
INC., P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock, Tex. 
79408. Applicant’s representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment), serv- 

Corporation on U.S. Highway 127 By¬ 
pass, in Anderson County, approximately 
3 miles north of Lawrenceburg, Ky., as 
an off-route point in connection with 
applicant’s regular route authority to 
serve Louisville, Ky. 

Note.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 35334 (Sub-No. 77), filed 
January 8, 1975. Applicant: COOPER- 
JARRETT, INC., 23 South Essex Ave., 
Orange, N.J. 07051. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Irving Klein, 280 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10007. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those injurious or contaminating to 
other lading): Serving Clarksville, Ind., 
an off-route point in connection with 
applicant’s regular route operating au¬ 
thority, to and from Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Note.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 35807 (Sub-No. 54), filed No¬ 
vember 22, 1974. Applicant: WELLS 
FARGO ARMORED SERVICE CORPO¬ 
RATION. P.O. Box 4313, Atlanta, Ga. 
30302. Applicant’s representative: Melvin 
E. Bailet (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Special nuclear 
materials, (1) between points in Pike 
County, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Cleveland, Ohio, 
Commercial Zone, the Detroit, Mich., 
Commercial Zone, Montgomery County, 
Ohio, the New York, N.Y., Commercial 
Zone, and the Chicago, m.. Commercial 
Zone, restricted, to traffic having prior 
and subsequent movement by air; (2) 
between points in Pike County, Ohio, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Balti¬ 
more, Md., Elizabeth, N.J., Norfolk, Va.t 
and Portsmouth, Va., restricted to traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
by water; (3) between points in Pike 
County, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Armstrong County, 
Pa., Allegheny County, Pa., Washington 
County, R.I., Campbell County, Va., 
Unicoi County, Tenn., Oak Ridge, Tenn., 
and Cattaraugus County, N.Y.; (4) be¬ 
tween points in Washington County, R.I., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the Boston, Mass., Commercial Zone, 
restricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by air; (5) between 
Oak Ridge, Tenn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Pike County, 
Ohio, Washington County, R.I., Campbell 
County, Va., and Cattaraugus County, 
N.Y.; (6) between Oak Ridge, Tenn., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Blount County, Tenn., and the Atlan¬ 
ta, Ga., Commercial Zone, restricted to 
traffic having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air; (7) between Oak 

uary 10, 1975. Applicant: YEATTS lug the plant site of General Cable Ridge, Tenn., on the one hand, and, on 
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the other, Elizabeth, N.J., Baltimore, Md., 
Portsmouth, Va., and Norfolk, Va., re¬ 
stricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by water. 

(8) Between points in Armstrong 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the Cleveland, Ohio, 
Commercial Zone, the Chicago, Ill., Com¬ 
mercial Zone, and the Detroit, Mich., 
Commercial Zone, restricted to traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
by air; (9) between points in Armstrong 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Elizabeth, N.J., Baltimore, Md., 
Portsmouth, Va., and Norfolk, Va., re¬ 
stricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by water; (10) be¬ 
tween points in Campbell County, Va., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Armstrong County, Pa., Allegheny 
County, Pa., Washington County, R.L, 
New Haven County, Conn., New London 
County, Conn., and Unicoi County, 
Term.; (11) between points in Allegheny 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the Pittsburgh, Pa., 
Commercial Zone, and the New York, 
N.Y., Commercial Zone, restricted to 
traffic having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air; (12) between points in 
Allegheny County, Pa., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Elizabeth, N.J., Balti¬ 
more, Md., Portsmouth, Va., and Norfolk, 
Va., restricted to traffic having a prior 
or subsequent movement by water; (13) 
between points in Cattaraugus County, 
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the New York, N.Y., Commercial 
Zone, restricted to traffic having a prior 
or subsequent movement by air. 

(14) Between points in Cattaraugus 
County, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Elizabeth, N.J., Baltimore, 
Md., Portsmouth, Va., and Norfolk, Va., 
restricted to traffic having a prior or 
subsequent movement by water; (15) 
between points in Benton County, Wash., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the Seattle, Wash., Commercial 
Zone and the Portland, Oreg., Commer¬ 
cial Zone, restricted to traffic having a 
prior or subsequent movement by air; 
(16) between points in Calavaras 
County, Calif., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, the San Francisco Inter¬ 
national Airport, Calif., restricted to 
traffic having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air; (17) between points 
in Barnwell County, S.C., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
Columbia, S.C., Commercial Zone, the 
Atlanta, Ga. Commercial Zone, the New 
York, N.Y., Commercial Zone and the 
Dulles International Airport, Va., re¬ 
stricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by air; (18) between 
Barnwell County, S.C., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Wilmington, N.C., 
restricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by water; and (19) 
between Wilmington, N.C., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
New York, N. Y., Commercial Zone and 
the Dulles International Airport, Va., 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Transnuclear, Inc. 

Note.—Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a bearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 45736 (Sub-No. 47), filed Jan¬ 
uary 7, 1975. Applicant: GUIGNARD 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 26067, 
Highway 21 North, Charlotte, N.C. 28213. 
Applicant's representative: Edward G. 
Villalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Building, 
Pennsylvania Ave. and 13th St. NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Paper, paper products 
and woodpulp, from Calhoun, Tenn., to 
points in Ohio on, north and east of a 
line starting at the Indiana-Ohio State 
Boundary line to junction U.S. Highway 
30, thence along UB. Highway 30, to 
junction U.S. Highway 30S, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30S to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30, near Mansfield, Ohio, thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 to junction Ohio 
Highway 13, thence southward along 
Ohio Highway 13 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 37, thence along Ohio Highway 37 
to junction Ohio Highway 13, thence 
along Ohio Highway 13 to Athens, Ohio 
thence along U.S. Highway 33 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 7, thence along Ohio 
Highway 7 to Pomeroy, Ohio; and (2) 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture of paper, paper prod¬ 
ucts, and woodpulp, from points in the 
area in Ohio described in (1) above, to 
Calhoun, Tenn. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. or Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 324) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed September 23,1974, published 
In the Federal Register issue of October 
24, 1974, and republished as corrected 
this issue. Applicant: JENKINS TRUCK 
LINE, INC., P.O. Box 697, R.R. 3, Jeffer¬ 
sonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: E. A. DeVine, P.O. Box 737, 
101 First Avenue, Moline, Ill. 61265. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, pallets, 
skids, bases, boxes, crates, crating, 
veneer, baskets, treads, risers, sills, mold¬ 
ing, cardboard cartons, nails, flooring, 
treated poles, treated piling, treated 
lumber, treated crossarms, and treated 
crossties (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in Alabama, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Wis¬ 
consin, Michigan, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, and Kentucky. 

Note.—The purpose of this republicatlon 
Is to correct the commodity description. 
Common control may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, the appUcant re¬ 
quests it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 337), filed 
December 26,1974. Applicant: JENKINS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 697, R.R. 3, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: E. A. DeVine, P.O. Box 
737, 101 First Avenue, Moline, HI. 61265. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Fenc¬ 

ing; and (2) parts, materials, and ac¬ 
cessories, used in the installation of fenc¬ 
ing (except commodities in bulk), from 
Kansas City, Mo., to points in Nebraska 
and Iowa. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 338), filed 
January 14, 1975. Applicant: JENKINS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 697, R.R. 3, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: E. A. DeVine, P.O. Box 
737, 101 First Avenue, Moline, HI. 61265. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
plywood, particle board and forest prod¬ 
ucts (except commodities in bulk), from 
Silsbee and Bon Weir, Tex., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 67646 (Sub-No. 73), filed 
January 2, 1975. Applicant: HALL’S 
MOTOR TRANSIT COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration, 6060 Carlisle Pike, Mechanics- 
burg, Pa. 17055. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive : John E. Fullerton, 407 North Front 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment), between the junction of In¬ 
terstate Highways 79 and 80, in Mercer 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Ohio and Pennsyl¬ 
vania within 80 miles of Greenville, Pa. 

Note.—Applicant states that the purpose 
of this application is to provide an addi¬ 
tional gateway at the junction of Interstate 
Highways 79 and 80. Common control may be 
Involved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 71593 (Sub-No. 3), filed Jan- 
uary 10,1975. Applicant: C. G. POTTER, 
doing business as MAUMEE EXPRESS, 
Box 1073, Secaucus, N.J. 07094. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Charles J. Wil¬ 
liams, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark, N.J. 
07102. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, commodities in bulk, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission 
requiring special equipment), which are 
at the time moving on bills of lading of 
freight forwarders as defined in Section 
402(a)(5) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, between points in the New York, 
N.Y., Commercial zone as defined by 
the Commission, and Newark, N.J., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Cleve¬ 
land, Toledo, Columbus, and Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Louisville, Ky., Detroit, Mich., and 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
New York, N.Y., or Newark, N.J. 
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No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 359), filed Jan- and Tennessee; and (3) spent hydro- MOTOR LINES, INC., 1 
uary 6,1975. Applicant; EAGLE MOTOR fluoric add, In bulk, in tank vehicles, Drive, P.O. Box 1636, Atlanl 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 11086, 830 North from Gore, Okla., to points in Louisiana, Applicant’s representative 
33rd St., Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Appli- Mississippi, and Texas, 
cant’s representative; CarlU. Hurst, P.O. Notk.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary. 
Box 11086, Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Au- applicant requests It be held at St. Louis, 
thority sought to operate as a common Mo., or Washington, D.C. 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Tractors, with 
or without attachments (except tractors 
used for pulling highway trailers), lift 
trucks, excavators, motor graders, scrap¬ 
ers, engines, generators, generators and 
engines combined, road rollers, pipe lay¬ 
ers, dump trucks designated for off- 
highway use; and (2) parts, attachments 
and accessories for the commodities 
described in (1) above, (A) from ports 
of entry in North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Georgia, and Florida, to points in 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee; and (B) from ports of entry 
in Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and 
Texas, to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Louisiana, Mis¬ 
sissippi, Missouri, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Wisconsin, restricted to traffic in T) and 
(2) above moving in foreign commerce, 
having a prior movement by water and 
originating at facilities of Caterpillar 
Tractor Co. and its subsidiaries. 

Not*.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant does not specify a location. 

No. MC 80430 (Sub-No. 153), filed Jan¬ 
uary 6, 1975. Applicant: GATEWAY 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 455 Park 
Plaza Drive, La Crosse, Wis. 54601. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: F. Neil Asche- 
meyer (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular on the International Boundary Line be- 
routes, transporting: General commodi- " '* “ 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commision, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment), from the plantsite of 
General Cable Corporation 3 miles north 
of Lawrenceburg, Ky., on U.S. Highway 
127 bypass as an off-route point in con¬ 
nection with its authorized regular route 
operations between Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
Nashville, Term. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at either Louisville, Ky., 
Chicago, Ill., or Washington, D.C. 

1936-2010 West S^hwep^fus1?Tnc^aLS^o't 
Commerce St P.O. Box 5976, Deltas, or ££r YoS 
Tex- 75,5r22^iP5iCasLS ^e^ntative: clt N Y Port Elizabeth at or near 
l™™? Elizabeth, N.J.; Linden, N.J., and Hazel- 
^treet, P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 78767. t p to in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Authority sought to operate as a common Ari’ona California, Florida, Georgia, 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular Loulsl^a> Mississippi, North Carolina, 
routes transporting: (1) Tractors, with Carolina> New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
or without attachments (except tractors Tenn and Texas. 
used for pulling highway trailers), lift 
trucks, excavators, motor graders, scrap- NorE.-Common control may be involved 
ers, engines, generators, generators and 
engines combined, road rollers, pipe lay- reque5te “ 1,6 held at Wa8hlngton’ D C’ 
ers, dump trucks designed for off-high- No. MC 100449 (Sub-No. 56), filed 
way use; and (2) parts, attachments, January 8, 1975. Applicant: MALLIN- 
and accessories for the commodities de- GER TRUCK LINE, INC., R.F.D. 4, Fort 
scribed in (1) above, (a) from ports of Dodge, Iowa 50501. Applicant’s repre¬ 
entry in North Carolina, South Carolina, sentative: Cecil L. Goettsch, 1100 Des 
Georgia, and Florida, to points in Ala- Moines Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 
bama, Colorado, Florida, North Carolina, Authority sought to operate as a com- 
South Carolina, and Tennessee; and (b) mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg- 
from ports of entry in Alabama, Missis- ular routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
sippi, Louisiana, and Texas, to points in products, meat by-products, and articles 
Arizona, Colorado, Kentucky, Louisiana, distributed by meat packinghouses (ex- 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Nebraska, New cept hides and commodities in bulk), as 
Mexico, North Carolina, South Carolina, defined in Sections A and C of Appendix 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, and Wyoming; I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
(c) from ports of entry in California, Carrier Certificates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
Oregon and Washington, to points in 766, from the plantsite and warehouse 
Arizona, California, Idaho, Montana, facilities of Wilson & Co., Inc., at Chero- 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and kee, Iowa, to points in Wisconsin, re- 
Wyoming; and (d) from ports of entry stricted to the transportation of traffic 

_ - " • — " -• • originating at the above named origins, 
tween the United States and Canada, to and destined to the named destinations, 
points in the United States (except Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
Alaska and Hawaii), restricted to traffic the applicant requests it be held at Des 
moving in foreign commerce, having a Moines. Iowa; Omaha, Nebr.; or Washington, 
prior movement by water and originating D C- 
at facilities of Caterpillar Tractor Co. No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. 908), filed 
and its subsidiaries. January 10, 1975. Applicant: COASTAL 

Note.—Common control may be involved. TANK LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli- Road, Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant’s 
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C. representative: David F. McAllister 

No. MC 89617 (Sub-No. 17), filed (same address as applicant). Authority 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: LEWIS sought to operate as a common carrier, 
TRUCK LINES, INCORPORATED motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
Route 6, Box 65A, Conway, S.C. 29526. transporting: Foundry facings, liquid 
Applicant’s representative: Frank A. mold release products, quenching com- 
Graham, Jr., 707 Security Federal Bldg., Pounds and hydraulic fluids, in bulk, 

No. MC 82063 (Sub-No. 54), filed Jan- Columbia, S.C. 29201. Authority sought from HoweU- Mich., to points in Illinois, 
uary 13, 1975. Applicant: KLIPSCH to operate as a common carrier, by motor Indiana, and Ohio. 
HAULING CO., a Corporation, 119 E. vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- Note.—Common control may be involved. 
Loughborough, St. Louis, Mo. 63111. Ap- ing: (1) Scrap brass, in the form of chips If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
plicant’s representative: Ernest A. and shavings, from the plantsite of requests it be held at Chicago, ni„ or Wash- 
Brooks n, 1301 Ambassador Bldg., St. American Gear & Pinion Corp., near Con- ington’ D-c- 
Louis, Mo. 63101. Authority sought to way, S.C., to the plantsite of Mueller No. MC 106074 (Sub-No. 19), filed 
operate as a common carrier, by motor Brass Co., at Port Huron, Mich.; and (2) January 10, 1975. Applicant: B AND P 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- brass rods, from the plantsite of Mueller MOTOR LINES, INC., 710 Oakland Road, 
ing: (1) Hydrofluosilicic acid, in bulk, in Brass Co at Port Huron, Mich., to the Forest City, N.C. 28043. Applicant’s repre¬ 
rubber-lined tank vehicles, from Mont- Dlantsite of American Gear & Pinion sentative: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 
pelier, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Mis- Plantslte of American Gear & Pinion 52gg Roswell n e > Atlanta) Ga. 
souri, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin, Michi- Corp., near Conway, S.C. 30342. Authority sought to operate as a 
gan, Minnesota Nebraska, Iowa, and Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
South Dakota; (2) Liquid feed and feed applicant requests it be held at Columbia, irregular routes, transporting: New 
ingredients, in bulk, in tank vehicles, Charlotte, N.C.; or Myrtle Beach, s.c. furniture, and furniture parts, from An- 
from Memphis, Tenn., to points in Ar- No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 920), filed drews, N.C., to points in the United States 
kansas, Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, December 16,1974. Applicant: WATKINS (except Alaska, Hawaii and Tennessee). 
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Mon.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 106497 (Sub-No. 108), filed 
January 10,1975. Applicant: PARKHTLL 
TRUCK COMPANY, a corporation, P.O. 
Box 912, Joplin, Mo. 64801. Applicant’s 
representative: A. N. Jacobs, P.O. Box 
113, Joplin, Mo. 64801. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel articles, from Hope, 
Ark., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Non.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C., or 
Nashville, Tenn. 

No. MC 106497 (Sub-No. 109),‘filed 
January 13,1975. Applicant: PARKHILL 
TRUCK COMPANY, a corporation, P.O. 
Box 912 (Bus. Rte 1-44 east), Joplin, Mo. 
64801. Applicant’s representative: A. N. 
Jacobs, P.O. Box 113, Joplin, Mo. 64801. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Conveyor sys¬ 
tems, and conveyor system parts; (2) 
heating equipment and parts, from points 
in Campbell County, Tenn., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (3) parts, equipment, ma¬ 
chinery, materials and supplies, used in 
the manufacturing, processing and fabri¬ 
cation of heating equipment and con¬ 
veyor systems, from points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), to 
points in Campbell County, Tenn. 

Non.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis, Tenn„ or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 106644 (Sub-No. 200), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 2770 Pey¬ 
ton Road NW., P.O. Box 916, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representative: 
W. Randall Tye, 1500 Candler Building, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Tractors, with or without at¬ 
tachments (except tractors used for pull¬ 
ing highways trailers), lift trucks, exca¬ 
vators, motor graders, scrapers, engines, 
generators, generators and engines com¬ 
bined, road rollers, pipe layers, dump 
trucks designed for off-highway use; and 
(2) parts, attachments and accessories 
for the commodities described in (1) 
above, (A) from ports of entry in Maine, 
Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia, to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Vir¬ 
ginia, and West Virginia; and (B) from 
ports of entry in Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Texas, to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia; 
and (C) from ports of entry in North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and 
Florida, to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 

Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi. North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee; 
Virginia, and West Virginia, restricted in 
(1) and (2) above to traffic moving in 
foreign commerce, having a prior move¬ 
ment by water and originating at facil¬ 
ities of Caterpillar Tractor Co. and its 
subsidiaries. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either 
Atlanta, Ga., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107162 (Sub-No. 37), filed 
January 13. 1975. Applicant: NOBL$ 
GRAHAM TRANSPORT, INC., Route 
#1, Brimley, Mich. 49715. Applicant’s 
representative: John Duncan Varda, 121 
South Pinckney Street, Madison, Wis. 
53703. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Salt, and 
salt products with or without mineral ad¬ 
ditives, in bags, and in block form, from 
Manistee, Mich., to the ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Canada lo¬ 
cated in Minnesota and Michigan, hav¬ 
ing a subsequent movement to points in 
Ontario, Canada. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Green 
Bay, Wis.; Milwaukee, Wis. or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 927) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed December 13,1974, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Janu¬ 
ary 16, 1975, and republished as cor¬ 
rected, this issue. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., Ten West Baltimore Avenue, Lans- 
downe. Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Harry C. Ames, Jr., 666 11th St. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Liquid pitch, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Lima, Ohio, to 
West Bend, Wis.; (2) methyl chloride, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Institute, 
W. Va., to Chattanooga, Tenn., and 
Beaumont, Tex.; (3) Lead oxides, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Hammond Lead 
Products, Inc. (West Potts grove Town¬ 
ship, Montgomery County), Stowe, Pa., 
to Huguenot, N.Y.: Trenton, N.J.; Belts- 
ville, Md.; Secaucus, N.J.; Sumter, S.C., 
Bennington, Vt.; Middletown, Del.; Port 
Jervis, N.Y., and Lynchburg, Va.; and 
(4) dry adipic add, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Hopewell, Va., to Chester- 
town, Md. 

Note.—The purpose of this correction is to 
indicate the correct commodity description 
in part (4) above, as dry adipic acid, in lieu 
of dry adinic acid. Common control may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 108185 (Sub-No. 50), filed Jan¬ 
uary 10, 1975. Applicant: JACK COLE- 
DIXIE HIGHWAY COMPANY, a corpo¬ 
ration, 2625 Territorial Road, St. Paul, 
Minn. 55114. Applicant’s representative: 
Cecil L. Goettsch, 1100 Des Moines Build¬ 
ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Tractors (except truck 

tractors), from the piantsite of the Ford 
Motor Company, at Romeo, Mich., to 
points in Alabama, Florida. Georgia. 
Louisiana, and Mississippi, restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at the origin point and destined to the 
named destination states. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.; Chicago, 
HI.; or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 75) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed December 12,1974, published 
in the Federal Register issue, Janu¬ 
ary 9, 1975 and republished as corrected, 
this issue. Applicant: A. J. METLER 
HAULING & RIGGING, INC., 117 Chi- 
camauga Avenue, N.K, Knoxville, Tenn. 
37917. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam T. McManus (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Cast 
iron pipe and valves, cast iron pressure 
pipe fittings, fire hydrants and fire hy¬ 
drant sections, and (2) components, 
parts, attachments, accessories and sup¬ 
plies used in connection with commodi¬ 
ties described in (1) above, (a) from the 
piantsite and storage facilities of Mueller 
Co., located at or near Albertsville, Ala., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii) and (b) from the 
piantsite and storage facilities of Mueller 
Co., located at Chattanooga, Tenn., to 
points in the United States located east 
of New Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and 
Montana. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication 
is to state the correct territorial description. 
If a hearing ie deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. or 
Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 110325 (Sub-No. 62), filed Jan¬ 
uary 8, 1975. Applicant: TRAN6CON 
LINES, 101 Continental Boulevard, El 
Segundo, Calif. 90245. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative : Jerome Biniasz, P.O. Box 
92220, Los Angeles, Calif. 90009. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those injurious 
or contaminating to other lading). Be¬ 
tween Albany, N.Y„ and Springfield, 
Mass., in connection with carrier’s au¬ 
thorized regular-route operations, serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, but serving 
Albany, N.Y. and Springfield, Mass., for 
purposes of joinder: From Albany, N.Y., 
over Interstate Highway 87, to junction 
Interstate Highway 90, thence over In¬ 
terstate Highway 90 to junction UJ3. 
Highway 5, thence over U.S. Highway 5, 
to Springfield, Mass., and return over the 
same route, restricted to be used only as 
an alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience, for movement of traffic to or from 
points west of the States of New York 
and Pennsylvania. | 

Note.—If a hearing to deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Buffalo,! 
N.Y, or Washington. D.C. 4 
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No. MC 110325 (Sub-No. 63), filed 
January 8,1975. Applicant: TRANSCON 
LINES, a corporation, P.O. Box 92220, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90009. Applicant’s 
representative: Jerome Biniasz (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment). 
Between Memphis, Tenn. and Denver, 
Colo.: Prom Memphis, Tenn. over Inter¬ 
state Highway 55 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 63, thence over U.S. Highway 63 to 
junction U.S. Highway 60, thence over 
U.S. Highway 60 to junction Missouri 
Highway 13, at or near Springfield, Mo., 
thence over Missouri Highway 13 to junc¬ 
tion Missouri Highway 7, thence over 
Missouri Highway 7 to junction U.S. 
Highway 71,.thence over U.S. Highway 
71 to junction Interstate Highway 70, 
thence over Interstate Highway 70 to 
Denver, Colo., and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, 
but serving Memphis, Tenn. and Denver, 
Colo, for joinder purposes only, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Oklahoma City, Okla. 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 110325 (Sub-No. 64), filed Jan¬ 
uary 9, 1975. Applicant: TRANSCON 
LINES, 101 Continental Boulevard, El 
Segundo, Calif. 90245. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Jerome Biniasz, P.O. Box 
92220, Los Angeles, Calif. 90009. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, live¬ 
stock, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment): Serv¬ 
ing the Turner Industrial Park, near 
Tupelo, Miss., as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s authorized 
regular-route operations, between Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., and Tupelo, Miss. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Memphis, 
Tenn., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 111320 (Sub-No. 63), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: KEEN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2001 Barlow Road, 
P.O. Box 668, Hudson, Ohio 44236. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: James E. Wil¬ 
son, Suite 1032 Pennsylvania Building, 
Pennsylvania Ave. & 13th St., NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Tractors, with or with¬ 
out attachments (except tractors used 
for pulling highway trailers), lift trucks, 
excavators, motor graders, scrapers, 
engines, generators, generators and 
engines combined, road rollers, pipe 
layers, dump trucks designed for off- 
highway use; and (2) parts, attachments 

and accessories for the commodities de¬ 
scribed in (1) above, (A) from ports of 
entry in Maine, Massachusetts, New 
York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
and Virginia, to points in Connecticut, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont, 
and Wisconsin; and (B) from ports of 
entry in Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, 
and Ohio, to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted 
to traffic moving in foreign commerce, 
having a prior movement by water and 
originating at facilities of Caterpillar 
Tractor Co. and its subsidiaries. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a bearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at the same time and 
place as similar applications filed simul¬ 
taneously herewith on behalf of C & H Trans¬ 
portation Co., Inc. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 496), filed 
January 7, 1975. Applicant: PUROLA- 
TOR COURIER CORP., 2 Nevada Drive, 
Lake Success, N.Y. 11040. Applicant’s 
representative: John M. Delany (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cut flowers and decorative greens, 
when moving at the same time and in 
the same vehicle with commodities the 
transportation of which is subject to 
economic regulation, (a) between Emer¬ 
son, N.J., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in New Jersey and New 
York, on traffic having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by air or 
motor vehicle, (b) between Emerson, 
N.J., and Newark, N.J., on traffic having 
an immediately prior or subsequent 
movement by air. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 112750 and other subs, 
therefore dual operation^ may be Involved. 
Common control may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, the applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 501), filed 
January -10, 1975. Applicant: PUROLA- 
TOR COURIER CORP., 2 Nevada Drive, 
Lake Success, N.Y. 11040. Applicant’s 
representative: Peter A. Greene, 1625 
K St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Business 
papers, records, audit and accounting 
media of all kinds, from Dothan and 
Ozark, Ala.; Dalton, Dawson, Fitzgerald, 
Manchester, Milledgeville, Moultrie, 
Toccoa, and Winder, Ga:; Myrtle Beach, 
S.C.; Cookeville, Tenn.; and Bluefield, 
W. Va., to Durham, N.C.; and (2) radio¬ 
pharmaceuticals, radioactive drugs, and 
medical isotopes, and related supplies and 
accessories, (a) between Arlington 
Heights, HI., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Georgia, and Ten¬ 
nessee; and (b) between Arlington 
Heights, HI., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Alabama, Florida, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 112750 and Subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appUcant 
requests It be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 112750 (Sub-No. 317), filed 
January 7, 1975. AppUcant: PUROLA- 
TOR COURIER CORP., 2 Nevada Drive, 
Lake Success, N.Y. 11040. AppUcant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Russell S. Bernhard, 1625 K 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Commercial papers, 
documents and written instruments (ex¬ 
cept currency and negotiable securities), 
between Atlanta, Augusta and Savannah, 
Ga., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in South Carolina. 

Note.—Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 361), filed 
January 13, 1975. AppUcant: BRAY 
LINES INCORPORATED, 1401 N. Little 
Street, P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 
74023. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles D. Midkiff (same address as ap¬ 
pUcant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sugar, 
Uquid, in tank vehicles, from Lenexa, 
Kans., to Tulsa, Okla. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Kansas City, or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 113024 (Sub-No. 135), filed 
December 20, 1974. AppUcant: ARLING¬ 
TON J. WILLIAMS, INC., Rural DeUvery 
No. 2, South DuPont Highway, Smyrna, 
Del. 19977. Applicant’s representative: 
Samuel W. Earnshaw, 833 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20005. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Ground oyster 
shells, in bags, from Berwick, La., to 
McCook, Nebr., and Wilmington, Del., 
under contract with Electric Hose & Rub¬ 
ber Company, at Wilmington, Del. 

Note.—Applicant holds common carrier 
authority In MC 135046 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests It be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 574) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed December 6, 1974 published 
in the Federal Register issue of Jan¬ 
uary 9, 1975, and republished, as cor¬ 
rected, this issue. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 4810 Pontiac Street, Commerce 
City (Denver), Colo. 80022. AppUcant’s 
representative: Richard A. Peterson, 
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Canned and pre¬ 
served foodstuffs (except in bulk), from 
the plantslte and storage facilities of 
Paramount Foods, Inc., at Louisville, Ky„ 
to points in Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Texas, 
and West Virginia, restricted to traffic 
originating at the above named origin, 
and destined to the above named points. 
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Note.—The purpose of this republication 
is to indicate the correct docket No. assigned 
to this proceeding as MC No. 113637 (Sub- 
No. 574) in lieu of MC No. 13678 (Sub-No. 
574). If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Louisville. 
Ky.; Indianapolis, Ind.; or Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 579), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 4810 Pontiac Street, Commerce 
City (Denver), Colo. 80022. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard A. Peterson, 
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebraska 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in containers, from Dallas, 
Tex., to points in Colorado. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Denver, 
Colo. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 580), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 4810 Pontiac Street, Commerce 
City (Denver), Colo. 80022. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard A. Peterson, 
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Prepared 
edible flour, from the plantsite of Mod¬ 
em Maid Pood Products, Inc. located at 
or near Evansville, Ind., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Missouri, Ohio, Oregon, Texas, 
Washington, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
New York, N.Y. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. 216), filed 
January 3, 1975. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED POOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Francis P. Bar¬ 
rett, 60 Adams St., P.O. Box 238, Milton, 
Mass. 02187. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs, in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from St. Louis, 
Mo., to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 306), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC., 2450 
Marion Road SE., Rochester, Minn. 
55901. Applicant’s representative: Alan 
Foss, 502 First National Bank Bldg., 
Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Trac¬ 
tors, with or without attachments (ex¬ 
cept tractors used for pulling highway 
trailers), lift trucks, excavators, motor 
graders, scrapers, engines, generators, 
generators and engines combined, road 
rollers, pipe layers, dump trucks de¬ 

signed for off-highway use; and (2) 
parts, attachments and accessories for 
the commodities described in (1) above, 
(A) from ports of entry in Maine, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, and Virginia, to points 
in Colorado, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Da¬ 
kota, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and 
Wyoming; and (B) from ports of entry 
in California, Oregon and Washington, 
to points in Arizona, California, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington, and Wyoming; and (C) from 
ports of entry on the International 
Boundary Line between the United 
States and Canada, to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), restricted in (1) and (2) above, 
to traffic moving in foreign commerce, 
having a prior movement by water and 
originating at facilities of Caterpillar 
Tractor Co. and its subsidiaries. 

Note.—Duplicate authority may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 307), filed 
January 7, 1975. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 
Marion Road SE, Rochester, Minn. 55901. 
Applicant’s representative: Alan Foss, 
502 First National Bank Bldg., Fargo, N. 
Dak. 58102. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Agricultural implements, agricultural 
machinery, attachments and parts for 
agricultural implements and agricultural 
machinery, from Fort Collins, Colo, and 
Gagetown, Mich., to points in the 
United States including Alaska but ex¬ 
cluding Hawaii; and (2) materials sup¬ 
plies, and eguipment used in the manu¬ 
facturing and distribution of commodi¬ 
ties in (1) above, from points in the 
United tSates (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), to Fort Collins, Colo, and Gage- 
town, Mich. 

• 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 114939 (Sub-No. 45), filed 
December 20, 1974. Applicant: BULK 
CARRIERS LIMITED, Box 10 Cawthra 
Rd., Cooksville, Ontario, Canada L5A 
2W7. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
D. Schuler, 100 West Long Lake Road, 
Suite 102, Bloomfield Hills, Mich. 48013. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, be¬ 
tween ports of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada, on the St. Clair, Detroit, 
St. Marys, Niagara, and St. Lawrence 
Rivers, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont. 

Note.—If a hearing is- deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 115311 (Sub-No. 173), filed De¬ 
cember 17, 1974. Applicant: J & M 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 
488, Milledgeville, Ga. 31061. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul M. Daniell, P.O. Box 
872, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Buildings, complete, 
knocked down, and in sections; (2) 
building sections and building panels; 
(3) parts and accessories, used in the in¬ 
stallation thereof; (4) pre-fabricated 
structural components and panels; and 
(5) materials and supplies, used in the 
manufacture, production and distribu¬ 
tion of the commodities named in (1)* 
through (4) above, between the plant- 
sites and storage facilities of Stran-Steel 
Corporation, at or near La Grange, Ga., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Louisiana. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 383), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, 29 
Clayton Hills Lane, St. Louis, Mo. 63131. 
Applicant’s representative: J. R. Ferris, 
230 St. Clair Avenue, East St. Louis, Ill. 
62201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Charcoal, 
charcoal briquettes, wood chips, in pack¬ 
age, vermiculite, in packages, lighter 
fluid, (except in bulk), fireplace logs, saw¬ 
dust and wax impregnated, and acces¬ 
sories used in outdoor cooking, (1) from 
Burnside, Ky.; Parsons, W. Va. and 
Dothan, Ala., to points in Alabama, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, 
Tennessee, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michi¬ 
gan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Iowa; 
(2) between the plantsites and storage 
facilities of Kingsford Charcoal Com¬ 
pany located at or near Burnside, Ky., 
Parsons, W. Va., Belle, Mo. and Dothan, 
Ala.; (3) from Belle, Mo. and points 
within 10 miles thereof, to points in Colo¬ 
rado, North Dakota, and South Dakota; 
and (4) from East St. Louis, Ill., to points 
in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Ne¬ 
braska, Oklahoma, Missouri, Tennessee, 
Wisconsin, Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, New Mexico and Texas; (b) 
fireplace logs sawdust and wax impreg¬ 
nated, from Belle, Mo., and points within 
10 miles thereof to points in Arkansas, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, Tennessee, Wisconsin, Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
New Mexico and Texas. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub-No. 136), filed 
January 10,1975. Applicant: WESTERN- 
COMMERCIAL TRANSPORT, INC., 
2929 West 5th Street, P.O. Box 270, Fort 
Worth, Tex. 76101. Applicant’s repre- 
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sentative: W. H. Cole (same as address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Animal fats, vegetable oils, and products 
thereof, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Oklahoma City, Okla., to points in Cali¬ 
fornia, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Dallas 
or Port Worth, Tex., or Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Okla. 

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 147), filed 
January 7, 1975. Applicant: CHEM- 
HAULERS, INC., P.O. Drawer M, Shef¬ 
field, Ala. 35660. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Waiter Harwood, P.O. Box 15214, 
Nashville, Tenn. 37215. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Recycled non-ferrous metal ingots, 
slabs and pigs, metal scraps, aluminum 
slag and dross, between the plantsite 
and facilities of Apex International Al¬ 
loys, Inc. at or near Checotah, Okla., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Iowa, Illinois, Wis¬ 
consin, Kentucky, Tennessee, Missis¬ 
sippi, Alabama, Ohio, Indiana, Mich¬ 
igan and Minnesota. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Nashville, 
Tenn.; Birmingham, Ala.; or St. Louis, Mo, 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 521), filed 
December 30, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS 
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. 
Box 188, Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: L. M. McLeah 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemicals in containers, 
and blood analysis instruments, supplies, 
and parts, in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from Houston, 
Tex., to Chicago, HI., Philadelphia, Pa., 
Los Angeles, Calif, and Tampa, Fla. 

Note.—Common control and dual operation 
may be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests It be held at 
Houston or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 117765 (Sub-No. 182), filed 
December 23, 1974. Applicant: HAHN 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 5315 Northwest 5th 
Street, P.O. Box 75218, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73107. Applicant’s representative: 
R. E. Hagan (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Non- 
frozen foodstuffs in containers, from the 
plantsite of Woldert Canning Company, 
Lindale, Tex., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Okla¬ 
homa, Tennessee, and Wisconsin; and 
(2) malt beverages, in containers and 
related advertising material, from Pe¬ 
oria, Ill. to Ardmore, Okla. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 

No. MC 117851 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
January 8, 1975. Applicant: JOHN R. 
CHEESEMAN, 501 North First Street, 
Fort Recovery, Ohio 45846. Applicant’s 
representative: Earl N. Merwin, 85 East 
Gay Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Mobile home 
air conditioners, heaters, and parts and 
accessories used in the manufacture 
thereof, from the plantsite of Evans 
Products Company at or near Tifton, Ga., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
mobile home air conditioners, heaters, 
and parts and accessories thereof, from 
points in the United States (except Alas¬ 
ka and Hawaii), to the plantsite of Evans 
Products Company at or near Tifton, Ga., 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Evans Products Company. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Columbus, 
Ohio or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 156), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: NATION¬ 
WIDE CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104, 
Maple Plain, Minn. 55359. Applicant’s 
representative: Donald L. Stem, Suite 
530, Univae Building, 7100 West Center 
Road, Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Park and school play¬ 
ground and park picnic ground and 
campground apparatus, equipment, par¬ 
aphernalia, and structures and pedal 
boats, from Litchfield and Hillsdale, 
Mich., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
California, Connecticut, Delaware, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia and Wisconsin, re¬ 
stricted to shipments originating at and 
destined to named points. 

Note.—Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 314), filed 
January 10, 1975. Applicant: LIGON 
SPECIALIZED HAULER, INC., P.O. 
Drawer L, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John M. Nader, 
P.O. Box E, Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Self-propelled arti¬ 
cles, each weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies, moving in connection 
therewith, from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of FMC Corp., Crane and Exca¬ 
vator Div., at Lexington, Ky., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 

Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, 
Wisconsin, and West Virginia. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 126970 Subs 1 and 3 there¬ 
under, therefore dual operations may be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at Lexington or 
Louisville, Ky„ or Nashville, Tenn. 

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 234), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 
Box 6188, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s 
representative: Hugh T. Matthews, 630 
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Cleaning 
compounds, defoaming compounds, 
boiler preserving compounds, ice anti¬ 
slipping compounds, rust preventing 
compounds, plasticizers, paints and paint 
products, wood filler, adhesives, water 
treating compounds, descaling agents, 
packing and moulding compound, coat¬ 
ing compounds, paving and sealing ma¬ 
terials, oil additives, lubricants, aerosol 
sprays, plastics, sealants, corrosion in¬ 
hibitors, dust depressant, coolants, ice 
melting material, toilet preparations and 
ointments, cosmetics, insecticides, pesti¬ 
cides, fungicides, herbicides, viricides, 
algaecide, fertilizers, plant growth re¬ 
tardant, deodorants, disinfectants, sol¬ 
vents, fabric softeners, detergents, and 
soaps, waxes and polishes, soil condition¬ 
ers, mulch, acids and chemicals, fire re¬ 
tardants, hardware and houseware, cata¬ 
logs and parts thereof, camping equip¬ 
ment, sporting goods, cameras, pen and 
pencil sets, luggage, jewelry, tools, um¬ 
brellas, leather goods, novelties, wash¬ 
ing and cleaning machinery and equip¬ 
ment, sprayers, electrical appliances, 
equipment and supplies, application and 
dispensing machinery and equipment 
and testing and metering equipment and 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture thereof, (except 
commodities in bulk, and those which by 
reason of size or weight require the use 
of special equipment), between plant site 
of and storage facilities in Dallas County, 
Texas of or utilized by National Chem- 
search Corporation and its subsidiaries 
and divisions, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 187) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed July 8, 1974, and published in 
the Federal Register issue of August 22, 
1974, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, UA 
Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Ap- 
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plicant’s representative: Robert W. Saw¬ 
yer (same address as applicant). Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber and lum¬ 
ber products, from points in Montana; 
Wyoming; points in Idaho in and north 
of Idaho Oounty; points in Oregon on 
and west of U.S. Highway 97; and points 
in Washington on and west of the Cas¬ 
cade Mountains, to points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Kansas, Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication 
is to correct the territorial description. Com¬ 
mon control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Denver, Colo, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123872 (Sub-No. 42), filed 
January 7, 1975. Applicant: W & L 
MOTOR LINES, INC., State Road 1148, 
P.O. Drawer 2607, Hickory, N.C. 28601. 
Applicant’s representative: Theodore 
Polydoroff, Suite 600, 1250 Connecticut 
Ave. NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture and 
furniture parts, from Appomattox, Va., 
to points in Arizona, California, Colo¬ 
rado, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Texas, South Dakota, 
Utah, Wisconsin and Wyoming, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the fa¬ 
cilities of Thomasville Furniture Indus¬ 
tries at or near Appomattox, Va. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Hic¬ 
kory or Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 124411 (Sub-No. 10), filed Jan¬ 
uary 9,1975. Applicant: SULLY TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 185, Sully, Iowa 
50251. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 1980 Financial Center, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid feed, and liquid feed supple¬ 
ments, in bulk, from the facilities of 
Land OTakes, Inc., at or near Clarence, 
Iowa, to points in Illinois, Minnesota, Ne¬ 
braska, North Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
appUcant requests It be held at St. Paul, 
Minn. 

No. MC 125120 (Sub-No. 4), filed Jan¬ 
uary 14, 1975. Applicant: TWIN STATE 
SAND & GRAVEL CO., INC., Elm Street, 
West Lebanon, N.H. 03784. Applicant’s 
representative: E. Stephen Heisley, Suite 
805, 666 Eleventh Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20001. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting; 
Rock salt, in bulk, from Rutland, Vt., to 
points in New York and Vermont, under 
a continuing contract or contracts with 
Cargill, Incorporated. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
appUcant requests It be held at Concord, 
NR. or Montpelier, Vt, 

No. MC 126320 (Sub-No. 7), filed Jan¬ 
uary 6, 1975. Applicant: DETTTNBURN 

TRUCKING, INC., Box 24, Route 3, Pe¬ 
tersburg, W, Va. 26847. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: D. L. Bennett, 129 Eding- 
ton Lane, Wheeling, W. Va. 26003. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fly ash, in pneu¬ 
matic tank semi-trailers, dump trucks, or 
in bags, (1) from the plantsite of Monog¬ 
ahela Power Company at or near Willow 
Island, W. Va., to points in Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Maryland and Virginia; and (2) 
from Albright, Fairmont, Morgantown, 
Mt. Storm and Shinnston, W. Va., to 
points in Virginia. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 126539 (Sub-No. 22), filed Jan¬ 
uary 6,1975. Applicant: KATUIN BROS. 
INC., 102 Terminal Street, Dubuque, 
Iowa 52001. Applicant’s representative: 
Carl E. Munson, 469 Fischer Building, 
Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid animal feed, and liquid ani¬ 
mal feed supplements, from at or near 
Clarence, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority In MC 129135 Sub 2, therefore dual 
operations may be Involved. If a hearing Is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests It be 
held at Des Moines, Iowa, or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 127278 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
December 16, 1974. Applicant: PACIFIC 
VAN & STORAGE CO., INC., 1415 West 
Torrance Blvd., Torrance, Calif. 90501. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert J. 
Gallagher, 1776 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 10019, Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, between points in California, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Arizona, Nevada, Washington, Oregon, 
New Mexico, and Utah. 

Note.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Torrance, Long Beach, 
or Santa Ana, Calif. 

No. MC 127525 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
December 26, 1974. Applicant: COMET 
GARMENT CARRIERS. INC., 257 West 
38th Street, New York, N.Y. 10018. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Edward F. Bowes, 
744 Broad Street, Newark, N.J. 07102. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: (1) Materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
ladies’ coats and suits, and clothing 
hangers, from Suz-Ette Fashions, Inc., 
Jersey City, NJ., to G. C. Fashions, Inc., 
Glen Cove, N.Y.; (2) outwork, materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
ladies’ coats and suits, clothing hangers, 
and ladies ’coats and suits, between G. C. 
Fashions, Inc., Glen Cove, N.Y. and L & S 
Fashions, Inc., Amityville, N.Y.; and (3) 
ladies’ coats and suits, on hangers, from 
G. C. Fashions, Inc., Glen Cove, N.Y., to 
Suz-Ette Fashions, Inc., Jersey City, N.J. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New York, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 128273 (Sub-No. 166), filed 
December 27, 1974. Applicant: MID¬ 
WESTERN DISTRIBUTION. INC., P.O. 
Box 189, Port Scott, Kans. 66701. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Harry Ross (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Electrical and mechanical appara¬ 
tus, parts and accessories for electrical 
and mechanical apparatus, and such 
other merchandise as is dealt in by hard¬ 
ware distributors and/or industrial sup¬ 
ply houses, from the plantsites and stor¬ 
age facilities of W. W. Grainger Co., Inc., 
at Bensonville, Chicago and Elk Grove 
Village, HI., to points in Oregon, Wash¬ 
ington, California, Nevada, Arizona, 
Utah, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Colo¬ 
rado and New Mexico. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant does not state a location. 

No. MC 128527 (Sub-No. 50), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: MAY 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
P.O. Box 398, Payette, Idaho 83661. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: C. Marvin May 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Prefabricated buildings, 
unassembled and knocked down, and 
their component parts and fittings, from 
Ontario, Oreg., to points in Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, Wyoming, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, and Iowa. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Boise, Idaho. 

No. MC 129759 (Sub-No. 3), filed Jan¬ 
uary 7, 1975. Applicant: TRIANGLE 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, P.O. 
Box 490, McKees Rocks, Pa. 15136. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: A. Charles Tell, 
100 East Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 
43215. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such com¬ 
modities as are dealt in by a manufac¬ 
turer of pipe, conduit, wire, cable, cord 
set, plastic materials, and materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the con¬ 
duct of such business, between plants and 
warehouses of Plastic Wire and Cable 
Co., Inc. Subsidiary of Triangle Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., located in Jewett City and 
Montville, Conn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Delaware, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Kansas, Mary¬ 
land, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Tennessee, Virginia, Texas, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia, under a continuing contract 
with Plastic Wire and Cable Co., Inc., 
Subsidiary of Triangle Industries, Inc. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. , 

No. MC 133966 (Sub-No. 39), filed 
December 26, 1974. Applicant: NORTH 
EAST EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 61, 
Mountaintop, Pa. 18707. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Davis, 999 Un- 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 26—THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 



NOTICES 5585 

ion Street, Taylor, Pa. 18707. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Candy and confectionery, 
and related advertising matter, from the 
plantsite of Cadbury Corporation, at 
Humbolt Industrial Park (Hazle Town¬ 
ship), Pa., to Detroit, Mich.; Dallas, 
Tex.; Denver, Colo.; Salt Lake City, 
Utah; Kansas City, Kans.; Kansas City, 
Mo.; Chicago, HI.; Seattle, Wash.; and 
Los Angeles, Emeryville, and Hayward, 
Calif., restricted to shipments originat¬ 
ing at and destined to the above points. 

Note.—Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 133977 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: GENE’S, 
INC., 10115 BrookviUe Salem Road, 
Clayton, Ohio 45315. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul F. Beery, 8 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Such commodities as are 
dealt in by retail distributors of pizza 
ingredients, fish, potatoes, fish and 
potato ingredients, and equipment, ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the manu¬ 
facture of pizza ingredients, fish, po¬ 
tatoes, and fish and potato ingredients, 
between Kettering, Ohio, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Missouri, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania, Michigan, Florida, Ten¬ 
nessee, Georgia, West Virginia, and Vir¬ 
ginia, restricted to service in dual 
refrigerated compartmented trailers. 

Note.—Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, appUcant requests it be held at 
Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 134734 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
January 13,1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 14031 L 
Street, Box 37106, Omaha, Nebr. 68137. 
Applicant’s representative: Lanny Fauss, 
Box 37096, Omaha, Nebr. 68137. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Cranberry prod¬ 
ucts in hermetically sealed containers, 
(1) from warehouse facilities utilized by 
Ocean Spray Cranberries, Inc., located 
at North Chicago, Ill., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Tennessee, and 
Texas, and (2) from Peoria, Ill., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Geor¬ 
gia, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Tennessee 
ahd Texas, under a continuing contract 
with Ocean Spray Cranberries, Inc. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Chicago, Ill., or Milwaukee, Wls. 

No. MC 135243 (Sub-No. 5), filed Jan¬ 
uary 13, 1975. Applicant: WISPAK 
TRANSPORT, INC., 4700 North 132nd 
Street, Butler, Wis. 53007. Applicant’s 
representative: Stephen E. Zwicky, 119 
Monona Avenue, Madison, Wis. 53703. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 

routes, transporting: Materials, equip¬ 
ment and supplies, used and useful in the 
manufacturing, processing, sales and dis¬ 
tribution of meats, meat products, and 
meat by-products, as described in Sec¬ 
tion A of Appendix I to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, and meats, meat 
products, and meat by-products (except 
commodities in bulk), from Connecticut, 
Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne- ’ 
braska, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, to 
Butler and Milwaukee, Wis., under con¬ 
tract with Wisconsin Packing Co., Inc., at 
Milwaukee, Wis. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Mil¬ 
waukee or Madison, Wis. 

No. MC 135680 (Sub-No. 5), filed Jan¬ 
uary 6, 1975. Applicant: BEVERAGE 
DISTRIBUTORS, INC., 119 N. 46th 
Street, Yakima, Wash. 98902. Applicant’s 
representative: Philip G. Skofstad, 3076 
E. Burnside, Portland, Oreg. 97214. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wine, beer, and 
malt beverages, from points in Los An¬ 
geles, Napa, San Francisco, San Joaquin, 
Santa Clara, Sonoma, and Stanislaus 
Counties, Calif., to Yakima, Kennewick, 
and Moses Lake, Wash., under contract 
with Crown Distributing Co., and Roth 
Distributing Co. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Yakima, 
Wash. 

No. MC 135999 (Sub-No. 3), filed Janu¬ 
ary 2, 1975. Applicant: HARRY PAT¬ 
TERSON, doing business as PATTER¬ 
SON TRUCK LINE, Box 192, Salisbury, 
Mo. 65281. Applicant’s representative: 
Dale E. Sporleder, 614 Central Trust 
Building, Jefferson City, Mo. 65101. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Building mate¬ 
rials, used in the construction of heating 
and ventilating systems, (a) from the 
plantsite of Semco Manufacturing, Inc., 
at Jamierson Industrial Park, at Hollins, 
Va., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept points in Virginia, Alaska, and Ha¬ 
waii) ; and (b) rejected and damaged 
shipments, from points in the United 
States (except points in Virginia, Alaska, 
and Hawaii), to the plantsite of Semco 
Manufacturing, Inc., at Jamierson In¬ 
dustrial Park, at Hollins, Va.; (2) mate¬ 
rials, supplies, and equipment, used in 
the manufacturing, processing, sales, and 
distribution of building materials, used 
in the construction of heating and venti¬ 
lating systems, from the plantsites of 
McKee Perforating, at or near New Ber¬ 
lin, Wis.; National Material Corp., at or 
near Elk Grove Village, Ill.; Caine Steel, 
at or near Madison, Ill.; and Harrington 
L King, at or near Chicago, Ill., to the 
plantsite of Semco Manufacturing, Inc., 
at Salisbury, Mo.; and (b) rejected or 
damaged shipments, from the plantsite 

of Semco Manufacturing, Inc., at Salis¬ 
bury, Mo., to the plantsites of Harrington 
& King, at or near Chicago. Ill.; Caine 
Steel, at or near Madison, HI.; National 
Material Corp., at or near Elk Grove Vil¬ 
lage, HI.; and McKee Perforating, at or 
near New Berlin, Wis.; and (3) rejected 
and damaged building materials, used in 
the construction of heating and ventilat¬ 
ing systems from points in the United 
States (except Missouri, Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), to the plantsite of Semco Manu¬ 
facturing, Inc., at Salisbury, Mo., re¬ 
stricted to a transportation service to be 
performed under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Semco Manufacturing, 
Inc. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Jeffer¬ 
son City, or Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 136168 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
January 2, 1975. Applicant: WILSON 
CERTIFIED EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
529, Albert Lea, Minn. 56007. Applicant’s 
representative: Donald L. Stern, Suite 
530 Univac Bldg., 7100 West Center Road. 
Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Meats, meat products, and meat 
by-products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plantsites and warehouse facilities 
utilized by Wilson & Co., Inc., at Chero¬ 
kee and Cedar Rapids, Iowa, points in 
Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia and 
(2) materials, supplies and equipment, 
utilized in the manufacture, sale and dis¬ 
tribution of commodities in (1) above, 
from the requested destinations to facil¬ 
ities utilized by Wilson & Co., Inc., at 
Cherokee and Cedar Rapids, Iowa, under 
contract with Wilson & Co., Inc., re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating or terminat¬ 
ing at the above facilities utilized by 
Wilson Si Co., Inc. 

Note.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests It be held at Oklahoma City, 
Okla., or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 136315 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
January 13, 1975. Applicant: OLEN 
BURRAGE TRUCKING, INC., Route 9, 
Box 22-A, Philadelphia, Miss. 39350. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Donald B. Mor¬ 
rison, 717 Deposit Guaranty Bank Bldg., 
P.O. Box 22628, Jackson, Miss. 39205. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
poles, piling, pallets timbers and cross¬ 
ties, between points in Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Georgia, 
and Tennessee, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating in and destined to the above 
named states. 
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Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 

authority in MC 123906, Subs 1. 13, and 14 

thereunder, therefore dual operations may 

be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 

applicant requests it be held at Jackson, mim 

No. MC 138772 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
January 6, 1975. Applicant: DELBERT 
D. MCCLELLAND, doing business as ALL 
WAYS FREIGHT LINE, 215 North 18th 
Street, Leavenworth, Kans. 66048. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John E. 
Jandera, 641 Harrison Street, Topeka, 
Kans. 66603. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities requiring 
special equipment), serving the con¬ 
struction site and plant of the Jeffrey 
Energy Center located 6 Ys miles north 
and 2V2 miles west of St. Marys, Potta¬ 
watomie County, Kans.. as an off-route 
point in connection with its authorized 
regular route operation. 

Note.—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 

applicant requests It be held on a con¬ 

solidated record with applications of Santa 

Fe Trail Transportation Co. and Graves 

Truck Line, Inc., and does not specify a 

location. 

No. MC 138933 (Sub-No. 4), filed Jan¬ 
uary 6,1975. Applicant: DEUTZ & CROW 
CONCRETE CORP., P.O. Box 585, 
Marshall, Minn. 56358. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: James B. Hovland, 425 Gate 
City Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fly ash, (1) from 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and 
points in Ottertail County, Minn., to 
Estherville and Swea City, Iowa; (2) 
from Sioux City, Iowa, to Luveme, 
Worthington, Marshall, Jackson, Canby 
and Madison, Minn.; and (3) from points 
in Grant County, S.D., to Estherville and 
Swea City, Iowa, and Luveme, Worth¬ 
ington, Marshall, Jackson, Canby and 
Madison. Minn., under contract with 
Deutz & Crow, Inc. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either 

Minneapolis, or St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 139112 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
December 23, 1974. Applicant: CALEX 
EXPRESS, INC., 149 Warden Avenue, 
Trucksville, Pa. 18708. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Davis, 999 
Union Street, Taylor, Pa. 18517. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Candy and confec¬ 
tionery, and related advertising matter, 
from the plantsite of Cadbury Corpora¬ 
tion, Humbolt Industrial Park, Hazle 
Township, Pa., to Detroit, Mich.; Dallas, 
Tex.; Denver, Colo.; Salt Lake City, 
Utah; Kansas City, Kans.; Kansas City, 
Mo.; Chicago. HI.; Seattle, Wash.; and 
Los Angeles, Emeryville, and Hayward. 
Calif., restricted to shipments originat¬ 
ing at the above origin, and destined to 
the above destination points. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washing¬ 

ton, D.C. 

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 25), filed Jan¬ 
uary 8, 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS, INC., 1501 East 8th Street, 
P.O. Box 1358, Liberal, Kans. 67901. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin, 1819 H St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Canned foodstuffs, and food seasonings, 
from the plantsites and storage facilities 
of Wm. Underwood Co., in California, 
to points in Arizona, Montana, Oregon, 
Utah, and Washington; and (2) from the 
plantsites and storage facilities of Wm. 
Underwood Co., located at or near Dover, 
Del., to points in California. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 

authority in MC 133106 and subs thereunder, 

therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 

cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 26), filed Jan¬ 
uary 8, 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS, INC., 1501 East 8th Street, 
P.O. Box 1358, Liberal, Kans. 67901. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin, 1819 H St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Candy 
and confectionary products, from the 
plantsites and storage facilities of 
Luden’s, Inc., located at or near Reading, 
Pa., to points in California, Colorado, Il¬ 
linois, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Minne¬ 
sota, Ohio, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, and 
Washington. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 

authority in MC 133106 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 

If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 

cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 28), filed De¬ 
cember 31, 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS, INC., 1501 East 8th Street. 
P.O. Box 1358, Liberal, Kans. 67901. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin 1819 H Street NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Of¬ 
fice supplies, from the plantsite and stor¬ 
age facilities of National Blank Book 
Company, Inc. located at or near Hol¬ 
yoke and Springfield, Mass., to points in 
Illinois, Missouri, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas, and Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 

thority in MC 133106 and other subs, there¬ 

fore dual operations may be Involved. If a 

hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant 

requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139781 (Sub-No. 1), filed De¬ 
cember 19, 1974. Applicant: LOCH 
RAVEN ENTERPRISES, INC., doing 
business as LOCH RAVEN TOWING, 
Joppa and Satyr Hill Roads, Baltimore 
County, Md. 21234. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Joel H. Pachino, 210 Dunkirk 
Building, Dundalk, Md. 21222. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (A) Wrecked, disabled, in¬ 
operative and abandoned motor vehicles 
and trailers and replacement motor 
vehicles and trailers; and (B) trailers. 

(except mobile homes), between points 
in Virginia, West Virginia, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, New York, and 
Maryland, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 

applicant requests It be held at either Balti¬ 

more, Md., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139810 (Sub-No. 1), filed Jan¬ 
uary 7, 1975. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
CONTRACT CARRIER CORPORATION, 
a Corporation, P.O. Box 153, Bethel 
Springs, Tenn. 38315. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: R. Connor Wiggins, Jr., 909- 
100 North Main Building, Memphis, Tenn. 
38103. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1). Vinyl 
plastic, from Corinth, Miss., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (2) materials and supplies 
(except commodities in bulk) used in the 
manufacture of vinyl plastic and returned 
shipments of vinyl plastic from points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), to Corinth, Miss., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with South- 
bridge Plastics Division of W. R. Grace & 
Co. ' 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 

the applicant requests It be held at either 

Nashville or Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 140162 (Sub-No. 1), filed Jan¬ 
uary 9, 1975. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
MOTORWAYS, INC., Rural Route #1. 
Postville, Iowa 52162. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Boyd, 29 South 
La Salle Street, Suite 330, Chicago, HI. 
60603. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Canned goods, from Knowlton, Waupun, 
Pardeeville, Reeseville, and Friesland, 
Wis., to points in Michigan, Indiana, Illi¬ 
nois, Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota; and 
(a) canned goods, from Elgin, Iowa, to 
points in Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, 
Missouri, Minnesota, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 

If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Chicago, Ill., or Milwau¬ 

kee, Wis. 

No. MC 140388, filed October 31, 1974. 
Applicant: EVELYN DETERT, doing 
business as ROCKET TRANSFER COM¬ 
PANY, 3350 Cambridge Street, St. Louis 
County, Mo. 63143. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John J. Riley, 7777 Bon- 
homme Avenue, Suite 2300, Clayton, Mo. 
63105. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles or uncrated furni¬ 
ture and household goods as defined by 
the Commission), between points in the 
St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill., Com¬ 
mercial Zone as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, Alton, HI., and its commercial 
zone, and Valley Park, Mo., and its com¬ 
mercial zone. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 

the applicant requests It be held at St. Louis, 

Mo. 

No. MC 140511, filed December 20, 
1974. Applicant: AUTOLOG CORPORA- 
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HON, a Corporation, 319 West 101st 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10025. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Myron Levine 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Shipper owned or operated 
used automobiles with accompanying 
baggage, contents thereof and/or other 
effects transported for shipper’s use and 
not for resale, all to be transported on a 
trailer capable of carrying approximately 
six to eight automobiles, between points 
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 
Jersey, and Florida and those points in 
New York east of Interstate Highway 81, 
restricted against (1) passengers; (2) 
commodities other than used auto¬ 
mobiles with accompanying baggage, 
contents and/or other effects; (3) new 
automobiles; (4) automobiles from or to 
a shipper acting as a dealer in auto¬ 
mobiles; (5) automobiles to be carried to 
their ultimate destination by means 
other than by conveyance on a trailer; 
(6) automobiles to be shipped distances 
of less than seven hundred miles; and 
(7) automobiles having an immediate 
prior or subsequent movement by rail. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at New 
York, N.Y. 

No. MC 140545, filed January 6, 1975. 
Applicant; MIDWEST VAN & STOR¬ 
AGE, INC., 6400 Central Ave., N.E., 
Fridley, Minn. 55432. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Will Harris (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Used 
household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, between points in Anoka, 
Carver, Chisago, Dakota, Hennepin, 
Ramsey, Scott and Washington Coun¬ 
ties, Minn., and Eau Claire, Dunn, Pierce 
and St. Croix Counties, Wis., restricted 
to the transportation of traffic having a 
prior or subsequent movement beyond 
6aid points in containers, and further 
restricted to the performance of pickup 
crating, and containerization or unpack¬ 
ing and decontainerization of such 
traffic. 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Min¬ 
neapolis, or St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 140546, filed December 31, 
1974. Applicant: ROADHOUND TRUCK 
COMPANY, a corporation, 811 W. Hale 
Street, Osceola, Ark. 72370. Applicant’s 
representative: Gerald K. Gimmel, 303 
N. Federlck Avenue, Gaithersburg, Md. 
20760. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel and iron and steel products and 
copper and copper products, between 
Osceola, Ark., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Arkansas, Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Missouri, and Illinois. 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Osceola, Ark., Memphis, Tenn., or Little 
Bock, Ark. 

Applications op Passenger(s) 

No. MC 228 (Sub-No. 75), filed Janu¬ 
ary 7,1975. Applicant: HUDSON TRAN¬ 

SIT LINES, INC., 17 Franklin Turnpike, 
Mahwah, N.J. 07340. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Samuel B. Zinder, 98 Cutter 
Mill Road, Great Neck. N.Y. 11021. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage in charter operations, from 
Dutchess County, N.Y., to points in the 
United States including Alaska and 
Hawaii. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either New York 
City, N.Y. or Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 

No. MC 140554, filed January 13, 1975. 
Applicant: HEY INC., Box 366, Jasper, 
Minn. 56144. Applicant’s representative: 
Val M. Higgins, 1000 First National Bank 
Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, and baggage of passengers in 
a separate vehicle, in charter operations, 
and in round-trip sightseeing and pleas¬ 
ure tours, beginning and ending at points 
in Chippewa, Lac Qui Parle, Renville, 
Yellow Medicine, Lyon, and Redwood 
Counties, Minn., and points in Lincoln 
County, Minn, (except Lake Benton and 
Tyler), and extending to points in the 
United States (including Alaska, but ex¬ 
cluding Hawaii). 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

Broker Application (s) 

No. MC 21763 (Sub-No. 2), filed De¬ 
cember 16,1974. Applicant: ALLIED BUS 
CORP., a corporation, 165 West 46th 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10036. Applicant’s 
representative: Sidney J. Leshin, 575 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022. 
Authority sought to engage in operation, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
broker at New York, N.Y. and Los An¬ 
geles, Calif., to sell or offer to sell the 
transportation of passengers as individ¬ 
uals and in groups, and their baggage, in 
the same vehicle with passengers, by 
motor common carrier, in all expense 
tours in special and charter operations, 
between points in the United States, In¬ 
cluding Alaska and Hawaii, restricted to 
passengers having an immediately prior 
or immediately subsequent movement by 
air to or from a foreign country. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 130285, filed December 13,1974. 
Applicant: SPECIAL FREIGHT SYS¬ 
TEMS, INC., 7703 Main Street, N.E., 
Fridley, Minn. 55432. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Samuel Rubenstein, 301 North 
Fifth Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55403. 
Authority sought to engage in operation, 
in Interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
broker at Fridley, Minn., to sell or offer 
to sell the transportation by motor ve¬ 
hicle, of General Commodities (except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, and bulk commodi¬ 
ties in tank vehicles), between points in 

Minnesota and Wisconsin, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held -at Min¬ 
neapolis or St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 130289, filed December 26, 
1974. Applicant: R A TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION, INC., 115 Jacobus Avenue, S. 
Kearny, N.J. 07032. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: S. Michael Richards, 44 North 
Avenue, Webster, N.Y. 14580. Authority 
sought to engage in operation, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, as a broker 
at S. Kearny, N.J., to sell or offer to 
sell by motor, rail and water carriers, 
the transportation of General commodi¬ 
ties (except commodities in bulk), from 
New York, N.Y., points in Nassau and 
Suffolk Counties and points in New Jer¬ 
sey, to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska'and Hawaii). 

Note.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at New York, 
N.Y. 

Water Carrier Application(s) 

No. W-536 (Sub-No. 15), filed Decem¬ 
ber 27, 1974. Applicant: HENNEPIN 
TOWING COMPANY, a corporation, 
7703 Normandale Road, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55435. Applicant’s representative: 
William F. King, Suite 400 Overlook 
Building, 6121 Lincolnia Road, Alexan¬ 
dria, Va. 32312. Authority sought to en¬ 
gage in operation, in Interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce as a commote carrier by 
water in the transportation of General 
Commodities, by non-self-propelled ves¬ 
sels with the use of separate towing 
vessels and by towing vessels in the per¬ 
formance of general towage (1) between 
ports and points along the Gulf Intra-' 
coastal Waterway between Brownsville, 
Tex. and Carrabelle, Fla., inoluding the 
Atchafalaya River and the Port Allen 
Section of the Waterway, the Pearl and 
West Pearl Rivers below and Including 
Bogalusa, La., the Victoria Channel to 
and including Victoria, Tex., the Arroyo 
Colorado to and including Harlingen, 
Tex., the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet 
Channel, the Mobile River, the Tombig- 
bee River, the Warrior River, including 
the Locust and Mulberry Forks, the 
Black Warrior River, the Alabama River, 
the Apalachicola River, the Chattahoo¬ 
chee River, the Flint River, and includ¬ 
ing all connecting streams and ship 
channels relating to such waterways and 
rivers; (2) between Carrabelle, Fla. and 
Tampa, Fla., including Port Tampa and 
East Tampa, Fla. along the Gulf of 
Mexico, serving all ports and points in 
Florida between Carrabelle and Tampa; 
(3) between .Tampa, Fla., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Miami, Fort 
Lauderdale and Port Everglades, Fla. 
along the Gulf of Mexico, the Caloosa- 
hatchee River, the St. Lucie Canal, and 
the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, 
serving all intermediate ports and points; 
and (4) between the ports and points 
in (1) and (2) above (except ports and 
points in the Mississippi River, below 
and including Baton Rouge, La., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Miami, 
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Fort Lauderdale and Port Everglades, 
Fla., along the Gulf of Mexico and the 
Atlantic Ocean). 

Note.—ir a bearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be beld at New Orleans, 
La. 

No. W-1285-Ex, filed December 19, 
1974. Applicant: DIAMOND MANUFAC¬ 
TURING COMPANY, INC, 645 Indian 
Street, P.O. 727, Savannah, Ga. 31402. 
Applicant’s representative: William. P. 
Jackson, Jr, 919 Eighteenth Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to engage in operation, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce as an exempt 
carrier by water in the transportation of 
its own equipment, materials and 
supplies, between construction, dredging, 
storage, or repair sites along the Atlantic 
coastline, the Gulf of Mexico coastline 
and their inland tributary waterways, 
nonradially, under the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 302(e) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act exempting the furnishing for com¬ 
pensation, under a charter, lease or other 
agreement, of tugs and barges to B. F. 
Diamond Construction Company, Inc. 

Note.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Savannah, Ga. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-3314 Filed 2-5-75;8:45 am] 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 

February 3,1975. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the 
purpose of reducing highway congestion, 
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s Gateway Elimination Rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to 
all interested persons is hereby given 
as provided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of pro¬ 
tests against the proposed elimination 
of any gateway herein described may 
be filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission on or before February 17, 
1975 from the date of this publication. 
A copy must also be served upon appli¬ 
cant or its representative. Protests 
against the elimination of a gateway 
will not operate to stay commencement 
of the proposed operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for conven¬ 
ience In identification. Protests, if any, 
must refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 

No. MC 200 (Sub-No. El), filed June 4, 
1974. Applicant: RISS INTERNATION¬ 
AL CORPORATION, P.O. Box 2809, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64142. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Ivan E. Moody (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 

a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be¬ 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Nassau 
and Suffolk Counties, New York. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Rockland County, N.Y. 

No. MC 13134 (Sub-No. El) (correc¬ 
tion), filed May 30, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register January 16, 1975. 
Applicant: GRANT TRUCKING, INC., 
P.O. Box 266, Oak Hill, Ohio 45656. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John P. Mc¬ 
Mahon, Suite 1800, 100 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Iron and steel prod¬ 
ucts, glassware, and clay refractory 
products, except commodities in bulk, 
lime, limestone, and lime and limestone 
products, (a) between points in that part 
of Ohio on, north, and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State 
line and extending along US. Highway 
30 to junction Interstate Highway 77, 
thence along Interstate Highway 77 to 
junction Interstate Highway 80, thence 
along Interstate Highway 80 to junction 
Ohio Highway 57, thence along Ohio 
Highway 57 to Lorain, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in that part of 
West Virginia on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the West Virginia-Pennsyl- 
vania State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 19 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 60 thence along UJS. Highway 60 to 
the West Virginia-Virginia State line; 
(b) between points in that part of Ohio 
on, north, and east of a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line and 
extending along Interstate Highway 80 
to junction Ohio Highway 45, thence 
along Ohio Highway 45 to Lake Erie, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in West Virginia on and south of Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 (Washington, Pa., and 
points in Pennsylvania within 5 miles 
of Washington*); 

(2) clay products, and refractories (ex¬ 
cept furnace and stove lining shapes and 
plastic brick), from Oak Hill, Ohio, and 
points within 14 miles thereof, to points 
in Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Louisiana, (Ironton, 
Ohio*); (3) clay products and refrac¬ 
tories, from the plant site of the Esso- 
Ramite Co., near Siloam, Ky.t to points 
in Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Louisiana, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, New Je rsey, North Carolina, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Vir¬ 
ginia, and Wisconsin, and damaged or 
returned shipments of clay products and 
pallets used in the transportation of 
clay products from points in the States 
described above to the named plant site, 
(Ironton, Ohio, and those points in 
Kentucky within the Ironton Commer¬ 
cial Zone*); (4) clay products and re¬ 
fractories, except furnace and stove lin¬ 

ing shapes and plastic brick, from the 
plant site of the Esso-Ramite Co., near 
Siloam, Ky.t to points in the District of 
Columbia, Maine, New Hampshire, 
Texas, Vermont, Alabama, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Iowa, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, Minnesota, Missouri, New Jersey, 
Rhode Island, Tennessee. Virginia, 
and Wisconsin, and damaged or returned 
shipments of clay products and pallets 
used in the transportation of clay pro¬ 
ducts from points in the States described 
above to the named plant site, (Ironton, 
Ohio*); 

(5) Clay products and refractories from 
the plant site of the Lawrence Refrac¬ 
tories Clay Company, in Elizabeth Town¬ 
ship, Lawrence County, Ohio, to all 
points in Alabama, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, 
Missouri, New Jersey, North Carolina. 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Virginia, and Wisconsin; and dam¬ 
aged or returned shipments of such com¬ 
modities, and pallets, containers, or other 
packing materials used in the transpor¬ 
tation of clay products, from points in 
the States described above to the named 
plant site, (Ironton, Ohio and points in 
Kentucky within the Ironton Commer¬ 
cial Zone*); (6) iron and steel articles, 
from the plant site of the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, located at Bums Har¬ 
bor, Porter County, Ind., direct to all 
points in Washington County, Pa., re¬ 
stricted to shipments originating at or 
destined to the named plant site, (points 
in Ohio*); and (7) (a) iron and steel 
articles, except commodities in bulk, 
from the plant site of Jones & Laughlin 
Steel Corporation located in Putnam 
County, HI., to points in Washington 
County, Pa., restricted to shipments orig¬ 
inating at the named plantsite, and, 
(b) materials, equipment, and supplies, 
except commodities in bulk, used in the 
manufacture and processing of iron and 
steel articles, from points in Washing¬ 
ton County, Pa., to the plant site of Jones 
& Laughlin Steel Corporation, located in 
Putnam County, Ill., restricted to ship¬ 
ments destined to the named plant site 
(points in Ohio*). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways indi¬ 
cated by asterisks above. The purpose 
of this correction is to clarify the elimi¬ 
nation points above. 

No. MC 16682 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
May 16, 1974. Applicant: MURAL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2900 Review Ave., 
Long Island City, N.Y. 11101. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert L. Shapiro (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Com¬ 
mercial and institutional furniture and 
fixtures (except commodities the trans¬ 
portation of which requires the use of 
special equipment), (1) between points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts. New Jer¬ 
sey, New York and Pennsylvania, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington, and Wyoming: (Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio and Nebraska) *; (2) be- 
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tween points In Delaware, Maryland, 
Rhode Island, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Arizona, California, Colo¬ 
rado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, 
Utah, Washington, add Wyoming; 
(Pennsylvania, Cuyahoga County, Ohio, 
and Nebraska) *; (3) between points in 
Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington and Wyoming. (New York, Cuya¬ 
hoga County, Ohio and Nebraska) *. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway indicated by the asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E317), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Missouri, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Nebraska. The pur¬ 
pose of this filling is to eliminate the 
gateways of Omaha, Nebr., or any point 
in Nebraska within 100 miles thereof. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E318), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle; over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Missouri, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in South Carolina. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of (1) any point in Missouri 
within 25 miles of Cairo, Ill., (2) any 
point in Georgia; and (3) any point in 
Tennessee. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E319), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Missouri, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in North Carolina. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of (1) any point in Missouri 
within 25 miles of Cairo, HI.; (2) any 
point in Georgia; and (3) any point in 
Tennessee. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E320), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in that part of Missouri on and north of 
a line beginning at the Kansas-Missouri 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 50 

to the Missouri-Illlnois State line, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
that part of Virginia on and north of a 
line beginning at the Virginia-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line, thence along Virginia 
Highway 39 to junction U.S. Highway 
60, thence along U.S. Highway 60 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 15, thence along U.S. 
Highway 15 to junction U.S. Highway 
460, thence along U.S. Highway 460 
to junction U.S. Highway 301, thence 
along U.S. Highway 301 to the Virginia- 
North Carolina State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of (1) Fort Wayne, Ind., or any point 
in Indiana within 40 miles thereof; (2) 
any point in Missouri within 50 miles of 
Burlington, Iowa. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E322), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in that part of Tennessee on and east 
of a line beginning at the Mississippi 
River, thence along Tennessee Highway 
20 to the Mississippi-Tennessee State 
line, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in that part of Missouri on and 
north of a line beginning at the Mis- 
souri-Oklahoma State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 60 to the Missouri-Hlinois 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of any point 
in Missouri within 25 miles of Cairo, HI. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E323), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in that part of Missouri, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in that part 
of Texas on and west of a line beginning 
at the Oklahoma-Texas State line ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 271 to Paris, 
Tex., thence from Paris along U.S. High¬ 
way 24 to junction Texas Highway 19, 
thence along Texas Highway 19 to junc¬ 
tion Texas Highway 31, thence along 
Texas Highway 31 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 75, thence along U.S. Highway 75 
to junction U.S. Highway 79, thence 
along U.S. Highway 79 to junction Texas 
Highway 6, thence along Texas High¬ 
way 6 to junction Texas Highway 21, 
thence along Texas Highway 21 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 77, thence along U.S. 
Highway 77 to junction Texas Highway 
113, thence along Texas Highway 113 to 
junction Texas Highway 35, thence 
along Texas Highway 35 to Copano Bay, 
Tex. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of any point in 
Okmulgee County, Okla. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E324), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 

R. L. Rork (same as above)'. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, from points in 
the District of Columbia. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of (1) East St. Louis, HI., or any 
point within 50 miles thereof; (2) Fort 
Wayne, Ind., or any point in Indiana 
within 40 miles thereof. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E325) filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, from points in 
Missouri, to points in New Jersey. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of (1) East St. Louis, HI., and 
points within 50 miles thereof, and (2) 
Ft. Wayne, Ind., and points in Indiana 
within 40 miles thereof. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E326), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, from points in 
Missouri, to points in New York. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of (1) East St. Louis, HI., and points 
within 50 miles thereof, and (2) Ft. 
Wayne, Ind., and points in Indiana 
within 40 miles thereof. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E327), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, from points in 
Missouri, to points in Pennsylvania. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of (1) East St. Louis, HI., and 
points within 50 miles thereof, and (2) 
Ft. Wayne, Ind., and points within 40 
miles thereof. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E328), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Missouri, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in North Dakota. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of (1) Kansas City, Mo., and points 
within 30 miles thereof, (2) Burlington, 
Iowa, and points within 50 miles thereof, 
and (3) any point which is both within 
35 miles of Alden, Minn., and within 
that part of Minnesota or Iowa on and 
south of a line beginning at the Missis¬ 
sippi River, thence along UJ3. Highway 
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the gateways of (1) St. Louis, Mo., and May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT resentative: Thomas G. Sloan (same as 
East St. Louis, Ill., thereof; (2) Ft. MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, above). Authority sought to operate as 
Wayne, Ind., and points in Indiana with- Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: a common carrier, by motor vehicles, 
in 40 miles thereof; and (3) Hoosick R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority over irregular routes, transporting: 
Falls, N.Y. sought to operate as a common carrier. General commodities (except those of 

wo -K/rr> HARO tRi,K_Mr» by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, unusual value, classes A and B explosives, 
Turfw°i9 iota Arw*io.QrTt- Pina Turruwr transporting: Household goods, as de- household goods as defined by the Com- 
MOVERS mC P O. Box 309^casteJ by th*Co??^io% betwe“ poblt! sion- commodities in bulk, commod- 

AnnHpant’s renWntative- in that part of Missouri on and east of ities requiring special equipment, live- 
i -r R.rJ' , PPa aKovi) Authority a Une beginning at the Missouri-Iowa stock, and commodities injurious or con- 

nnrrirr State line extending along U.S. Highway tanimating to other lading), (1) from 
SShS? 63 to junction U.S. Highway 24, thence points in that part of South Carolina 

<JS£d *** U S‘ ffi*hway 24 to junction Ms- south west of a ““e beginning at 
in Mic 801111 H1Khway 5, thence along Missouri the Georgia-South Carolina State line. 

Highway 5 to the Missouri-Arkansas thence along U.S. Highway 1 to junction 
mb State line, on the one hand, and, on the U.S. Highway 76, thence along U.S. 

° anri Rast St other> points in South Dakota on and Highway 76 to junction U.S. Highway 15, 
S m thereo^’) ^’ W^flnd north of a line beginning at the South thence along U.S. Highway 15, to junc- 

Dakota-Minnesota State line extending tion South Carolina Highway 64, thence 
J*!1along U.S. Highway 212, thence along along South Carolina Highway 64 to junc- 

thereor, ana (a) noosicx raus, «.x. Highway 212 to junction South tion U.S. Highway 17, thence along U.S. 
No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E332), filed Dakota Highway 73, thence along South Highway 17 to junction South Carolina 

May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT Dakota Highway 73 to junction South Highway 174, thence along South Caro- 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, Dakota Highway 34, thence along South lina Highway 174 to the Atlantic Ocean, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: Dakota Highway 34 to junction U.S. and to points in that part of North Caro- 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority Highway 14, thence along U.S. Highway lina, Virginia, District of Columbia, 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 14 to junction UJ3. Highway 16, thence Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, along U.S. Highway 16 to the South on a line beginning at Greensboro, N.C., 
transporting: Household goods, as defined Dakota-Wyoming State line. The pur- thence along Alternate U.S. Highway 70 
by the Commission, from points in that pose of this filing is to eliminate the to junction U.S. Highway 70, thence 
part of Missouri on and north of a line gateways of (1) Burlington, Iowa, and along U.S. Highway 70 to junction U.S. 
beginning at the Missouri - Illinois State points within 50 miles thereof; and (2) Highway 15, thence along U.S. Highway 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 66 to the Alden, Minn., and points in Minnesota 15 to junction U.S. Highway 158, thence 
Missouri-Kansas State line, to points in within 35 miles thereof. along U.S. Highway 158 to junction U.S. 
Wisconsin. The purpose of this filing is K _,_RQ ,Q . . Highway 1, thence along U.S. Highway 
to eliminate the gateways of Burlington, T ‘ 1Q7. . w at 1 to Baltimore, Md., thence along U.S. 
Iowa and points within 50 miles. £££ dbaTpRUT^TORETTRANi: Highway 40 to junction U.S. Highw^lS. 

No. MC 31462 (Sub-No. E333), filed FER AND STORAGE, Bristol, Tenn. Ap- Y5 SYSiY^ ilftbY/YYt 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PARAMOUNT plicant’s representative: James F. Flint, 
MOVERS, INC., P.O. Box 309, Lancaster, Suite 600, 1250 Connecticut Ave. NW, 
Tex. 75146. Applicant’s representative: Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority Ejj2!f£" 
R. L. Rork (same as above). Authority sought to operate as a common carrier, Ynv 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, S?JhY4’ n s^ifbYYv i 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, transporting: Heavy machinery; be- ^w„^IaQi 
transporting: Household goods, as defined tween points in Virginia within 150 
by the Commission, between points in miles of Bristol, Tenn., on the one hand, VilYYSY Yt q 
that part of Missouri on and east of a and, on the other, points in Georgia; be- ^fYri’i^hwYYi i TTiYb 
line beginning at the Missouri-Iowa State tween points in Tennessee within 150 H0Y’ 
Une, thence along U.S. Highway 66 to the miles of Bristol, Tenn., on the one hand, 
Missouri-Arkansas State line, on the one and, on the other, points in Maryland, !£„Y?a<LPn 
hand, and, on the other, points in that New Jersey, West Virginia (except those g^a ^ 
part of Montana bounded on, north, and in Cabell and Wayne Counties, W. Va.), YVhYY ttq wShYa ? w 
east of a Une beginning at the Montana- and Virginia (except those points within YriYbwfv ?«g£> bfnrSo?r?s Hi2hg 
North Dakota State line on U.S. High- 150 miles of Bristol, Tenn.); between Yf; r?bLl Qia™ JhfaJT 
way 10, thence along U.S. Highway 10 to points in Lee, Scott, Wise, Dickenson, i!r 
Junction U.S. Highway 12, thence along Russell, Washington, and Buchanan Va., and to Camden, KJ., 
U.S. Highway 12 to junction U.S. High- Counties, Va., on the one hand, and, on erick arS W^htoSn CountiS Md" 
way 89, thence along U.S. Highway 89 to the other, points in Maryland and New and potots in B^s Buck^ Chester’, 
junction U.S. Highway 10, thence along Jersey; between points in Washington, Dauphin, Delaware, Lancaster, Lebanon, 
U.S. Highway 10 to Junction U.S. High- Carter, Johnson, Sullivan, Hawkins, Lehigh, Monroe, Montgomery, North¬ 
way 91, thence along U.S. Highway 91 to Hancock, and Greene Counties, Tenn., on ampton, and Schuylkill Counties, Pa.; 
junction U.S. Highway 287, thence along the one hand, and, on the other, points and (2) from points in that part of 
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South Carolina east and east of a line 
boginning at the Atlantic Ocean, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 174 to 
junction UJS. Highway 17, thence along 
UJS. Highway 17 to junction South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 64, thence along South 
Carolina Highway 64 to junction U.S. 
Highway 15, thence along U.S. Highway 
15 to junction U.S. Highway 76, thence 
along UJS. Highway 76 to the South Car¬ 
olina-North Carolina State line, and to 
points in that part of North Carolina, 
Virginia, District of Columbia, Maryland, 
Delaware, and Pennsylvania on a line 
beginning at Greensboro, N.C., thence 
along Alternate U.S. Highway 70 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 70, thence along U.S. 
Highway 70 to Junction U.S. Highway 15, 
thence along U.S. Highway 15 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 158, thence along U.S. 
Highway 158 to junction U.S. Highway 1, 
thence along U.S. Highway 1 to Balti¬ 
more, Md., thence along U.S. Highway 40 
to junction U.S. Highway 13; thence 
along U.S. Highway 13 to Philadelphia, 
Pa.; and to points in that part of North 
Carolina and Virginia on a line begin¬ 
ning at Greensboro, N.C., thence along 
U.S. Highway 29 to Danville, Va.; and to 
Camden, N.J., and points in Allegany, 
Baltimore, Frederick, and Washington 
Counties, Ind., and points in Berks, 
Bucks, Chester, Dauphin, Delaware, Lan¬ 
caster, Lebanon, Lehigh, Monroe, Mont¬ 
gomery, Northampton, and Schuylkill 
Counties, Pa. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Guilford 
and Albemarle, N.C. 

No. MC 106401 (Sub-No. E10), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: JOHNSON 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 10877, 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28234. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas G. Sloan 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, Classes A & B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, livestock, and commodities in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing, from points in Russell County, Ala¬ 
bama to points in that part of North 
Carolina, Virginia, District of Colum¬ 
bia, Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania on a line beginning at the North 
Carolina-South Carolina State line, 
thence along alternate U.S. Highway 29 
to junction U.S. Highway 29, thence 
along North Carolina Highway 49 to 
junction unnumbered Highway to Con¬ 
cord, North Carolina, thence along 
alternate U.S. Highway 29 to junction 
U.S. Highway 29, thence along U.S. 
Highway 29 to junction alternate U.S. 
Highway 29, thence along alternate U.S. 
Highway 29 to junction alternate U.S. 
Highway 70, thence along alternate U.S. 
Highway 70 to junction U.S. Highway 
70, thence along U.S. Highway 70 to 
junction U.S. Highway 15, thence along 
U.S. Highway 15 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 158, thence along U.S. Highway 158 
to junction U.S. Highway 1, thence 
along U.S. Highway 1 to junction U.S. 

Highway 13, thence along UJ3. Highway 
13 to Philadelphia, Pa.; to points in that 
part of North Carolina on a line begin¬ 
ning at the North Carolina-South Caro¬ 
lina State line thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 1 to junction U.S. Highway 220, 
thence along U.S. Highway 220 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 311, thence along UJS. 
Highway 311 to High Point, N.C.; to 
points in that part of North Carolina 
on a line beginning at Durham, N.C., 
thence along U.S. Highway 70 to junc¬ 
tion unnumbered Highway, thence along 
unnumbered Highway to junction North 
Carolina Highway 54. 

Thence along North Carolina Highway 
54 to junction U.S. Highway 1, thence 
along U.S. Highway 1 to junction alter¬ 
nate U.S. to junction U.S. Highway 1, 
thence along U.S. Highway 1 to Hender¬ 
son, N.C.; to points in North Carolina 
and Virginia on a line beginning at 
Greensboro, N.C., thence along U.S. 
Highway 29 to junction U.S. Highway 58, 
thence along U.S. Highway 58 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 1, thence along U.S. 
Highway 1 to South Hill, Va.; to points 
in that part of North Carolina on a line 
beginning at Salisbury, N.C., thence 
along U.S. Highway 70 to junction U.S. 
Highway 321, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 321 to junction alternate U.S. High¬ 
way 321, thence along alternate U.S. 
Highway 321 to Valmead, N.C.; to points 
in that part of North Carolina on a line 
beginning at the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 29 and North Carolina Highway 49, 
Northeast of Charlotte, N.C.; thence 
along U.S. Highway 29 to China Grove, 
N.C.; and to points in Allegany, Balti¬ 
more, Frederick, and Washington 
Counties, Md., and Bucks, Chester, 
Dauphin, Delaware, Lancaster, Lebanon, 
Lehigh, Monroe, Montgomery, North 
ampton, and Schuylkill Counties, Pa. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Columbus, Ga., Granite- 
ville, S.C., and Pineville, N.C. 

No. MC 106401 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: JOHNSON 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 10877, 
Charlotte, N.C. 28234. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Thomas G. Sloan (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment, livestock 
and commodities Injurious or contami¬ 
nating to other lading, (1) from points 
in that part of Georgia on and south of a 
line beginning at the South Carolina- 
Georgia State line, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 85 to junction Georgia 
Highway 120, thence along Georgia 
Highway 120 to junction UJS. Highway 
278, thence along U.S. Highway 278 to 
the Georgia-Alabama State line (except 
Atlanta), and to points in that part of 
North Carolina, Virginia, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, Maryland, Delaware, and Penn¬ 
sylvania on a line beginning at Burling¬ 
ton, N.C., thence along Alternate U.S. 
Highway 70 to junction UJS. Highway 70, 

thence along U.S. Highway 70 to junc¬ 
tion UJS. Highway 15, thence along U.S. 
Highway 15 to junction U.S. Highway 
158, thence along U.S. Highway 158 to 
junction U.S. Highway 1, thence along 
UJS. Highway 1 to Baltimore, Md., thence 
along U.S. Highway 40 to junction U.S. 
Highway 13, thence along U.S. Highway 
13 to Philadelphia, Pa.; and to points in 
that part of North Carolina on a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 1 to junction U.S. Highway 220, 
thence along U.S. Highway 220 to Biscoe, 
N.C.; and to that part of North Carolina 
on a line beginning at Durham, N.C. 

Thence along U.S. Highway 70 to junc¬ 
tion unnumbered Highway, thence along 
unnumbered Highway to junction North 
Carolina Highway 54, thence along 
North Carolina Highway 54 to junction 
UJS. Highway 1, thence along U.S. 
Highway 1 to junction Alternate U.S. 
Highway 1, thence along Alternate U.S. 
Highway 1 to Junction U.S. Highway 1, 
thence along U.S. Highway 1 to Hender¬ 
son, N.C.; and to points in that part of 
North Carolina and Virginia on a line 
beginning at Reidsville, N.C., thence 
along U.S. Highway 29 to junction U.S. 
Highway 58, thence along U.S. Highway 
58 to junction UJS. Highway 1, thence 
along U.S. Highway 1 to South Hill, Va.; 
and points in that part of Maryland and 
Pennsylvania on a line beginning at Bal¬ 
timore, Md., thence along US. Highway 
1 to Philadelphia, Pa.; and to points in 
Allegany, Baltimore, Frederick, and 
Washington Counties, Md., and Berks, 
Bucks, Chester, Dauphin, Delaware, 
Lancaster, Lebanon, Lehigh, Monroe, 
Montgomery, Northampton, and Schuyl¬ 
kill Counties, Pa.; (2) from points In 
that part of Georgia bounded by a line 
beginning at the South Carolina-Georgia 
State line, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 85 to junction Georgia Highway 120, 
thence along Georgia Highway 120 to 
junction U.S. Highway 19, thence along 
U.S. Highway 19 to junction Georgia 
Highway 115, thence along Georgia 
Highway Highway 115 to junction Geor¬ 
gia Highway 254, thence along Georgia 
Highway 254 to junction U.S. Highway 
23, thence along U.S. Highway 23 to 
junction Georgia Highway 17, thence 
along Georgia Highway 17 to junction 
UJ3. Highway 123, thence along US. 
Highway 123 to the South Carolina- 
Georgia State line, and to points in that 
part of Virginia, District of Columbia, 
Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania 
on a line beginning at the North Caro- 
lina-Virginia State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 1 to junction U.S. Highway 
40, thence along U.S. Highway 40 to 
junction UJS. Highway 13, thence along 
US. Highway 13 to Philadelphia, Pa.; 
and to points in that part of Virginia on 
a line beginning at the North Carolina- 
Virgin ia State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 29 to junction U.S. Highway 58, 
thence along U.S. Highway 58 to junc¬ 
tion UJS. Highway 1, thence along U.S. 
Highway 1 to South Hill, Va.; and to 
points in Allegany, Baltimore, Frederick, 
and Washington Counties, Md., and 
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Berks, Bucks, Chester, Dauphin, Dela¬ 
ware, Lancaster, Lebanon, Lehigh, Mon¬ 
roe, Montgomery, Northampton, and 
Schuylkill Counties, Pa.; 

(3) from points in that part of Georgia 
bounded by a line beginning at the Ala- 
bama-Georgia State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 278 to junction Georgia 
Highway 120, thence along Georgia 
Highway 120 to junction U.S. Highway 
19, thence along U.S. Highway 19 to 
junction Georgia Highway 52, thence 
along Georgia Highway 52 to junction 
U.S. Highway 76, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 76 to junction U.S. Highway 411, 
thence along U.S. Highway 411 to the 
Georgia-Tennessee State line, and to 
points in that part of Virginia, District 
of Columbia, Maryland, Delaware, and 
Pennsylvania on a line beginning at the 
North Carolina-Virginia State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 1 to junction 
U.S. Highway 40, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 40 to junction U.S. Highway 13, 
thence along U.S. Highway 13 to Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., and to points in Baltimore 
County, Md., and Berks, Bucks, Chester, 
Dauphin, Delaware, Lancaster, Lebanon, 
Lehigh, Monroe, Montgomery, North¬ 
ampton, and Schuylkill Counties, Pa.; 
and (4) from points in that part of Geor¬ 
gia bounded by a line beginning at the 
Georgia-Tennessee State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 411 to junction U.S. 
Highway 76, thence along U.S. Highway 
76 to junction Georgia Highway 52, 
thence along Georgia Highway 52 to 
junction Georgia Highway 115, thence 
along Georgia Highway 115 to junction 
Georgia Highway 254, thence along 
Georgia Highway 254 to junction U.S. 
Highway 23, thence along U.S. Highway 
23 to junction Georgia Highway 17, 
thence along Georgia Highway 17 to 
junction U.S. Highway 123, thence along 
U.S. Highway 123 to the Georgia-South 
Carolina State line, and to points in that 
part of Virginia, District of Columbia, 
Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania 
on a line beginning at Fretterickburg, 
Va., thence along U.S. Highway 1 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 40, thence along U.S. 
Highway 40 to junction U.S. Highway 13, 
thence along U.S. Highway 13 to Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa.; and to points in that part 
of Maryland and Pennsylvania on a line 
beginning at Baltimore, Md., thence 
along U.S. Highway 1 to Philadelphia, 
Pa.; and to points in Baltimore County, 
Md., and Berks, Bucks, Chester, Dauphin, 
Delaware, Lancaster, Lebanon, Lehigh, 
Monroe, Montgomery, Northampton, and 
Schuylkill Counties, Pa. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Graniteville, S.C., and Pineville, N.C. 

No. MC 104654 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
May 14,1974. Applicant: COMMERCIAL 
TRANSPORT, INC., South 20th St., 
Belleville, HI. 62222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Edward G. Villalon, 13th and 
Penn. Ave. NW„ Suite 1032 Penn Bldg., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
(except liquid chemicals), as described 
in Appendix xm to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 

61 M.C.C. 209, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from St. Elmo, HI., to points in West 
Virginia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Jackson County, 
Ind., and Butler County, Ohio. 

No. MC 106920 (Sub-No. E32), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RIGGS POOD 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 26, New Bre¬ 
men, Ohio 45869. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen 
Bank Bldg., 666 11th St. NW„ Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20001. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Sweet cream and milk, processed or 
unprocessed, except concentrated whole 
milk and concentrated skim milk, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Wisconsin on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Wisconsin-Minnesota State 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 8 
to junction U.S. Highway 63, thence 
along U.S. Highway 63 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 77, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 77 to Wisconsin High¬ 
way 13, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
13 to junction Wisconsin Highway 77, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 77 to 
the Wisconsin-Michigan State line, to 
points in Indiana south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Indiana-Ohlo State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 40 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 65, thence along 
Interstate Highway 65 to junction In¬ 
diana Highway 7, thence along Indiana 
Highway 7 to the Indiana-Kentucky 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Darke, Mer¬ 
cer, and Auglaize Counties, Ohio. 

No. MC 106920 (Sub-No. E33), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: RIGGS FOOD 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 26, New 
Bremen, Ohio 45869. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 Mc¬ 
Lachlen Bank Bldg., 666 11th St. NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Milk, cream and butter¬ 
milk, except concentrated whole milk 
and concentrated skim milk, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in Minnesota 
north of a line beginning at the North 
Dakota-Minnesota state line and ex¬ 
tending along Minnesota Highway 1 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 38, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 38 to junction 
U.S. Highway 169, thence along U.S. 
Highway 169 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 1, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 1 to Lake Superior, to points 
in Tennessee east of a line beginning at 
the Mississippi-Tennessee State line and 
extending along Tennessee Highway 22 
to junction U.S. Highway 64, thence 
along U.S. Highway 64 to junction Ten¬ 
nessee Highway 13, thence {dong Ten¬ 
nessee Highway 13 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 79, thence along UB. Highway 79 
to the Alabama Tennessee State line, and 
west of a line beginning at the Alabama 
Tennessee State line and extending 
along Interstate Highway 65 to the Ken¬ 
tucky Tennessee State line. The purpose 
of this fil^pg is to eliminate the gateway 
of Darke, Mercer and Auglaize Counties, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 106920 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: RIGGS FOOD 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 26, New 
Bremen, Ohio 45869. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: E. Stephen Heisley, 666 11th 
St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20001. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Commodities clas¬ 
sified as dairy products, under B in the 
Appendix to the Report in Modification 
of Permits of Motor Contract Carriers 
of Packing-house products, 48, M.C.C. 
628, from points in Texas West of a line 
beginning at the United States-Mexico 
International Boundary line and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 67 to junction 
Interstate Highway 10, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 10 to junction Texas 
Highway 18, thence along Texas Highway 
18 to junction Interstate Highway 20, 
thence along Interstate Highway 20 to 
junction Texas Highway 349, thence 
along Texas Highway 349 to junction 
U.S. Highway 87, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 87 to junction U.S. Highway 380, 
thence along U.S. Highway 380 to junc¬ 
tion Texas Highway 207, thence along 
Texas Highway 207 to junction U.S. 
Highway 62, thence along U.S. Highway 
62 to the Texas-Oklahoma State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Darke, Mercer and 
Auglaize Counties, Ohio. 

No. MC 106920 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: RIGGS POOD 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 26, New Bre¬ 
men, Ohio 45869. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: E. Stephen Heisley, 666 11th St. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Commodities classified as 
dairy products, under Section B of the 
Appendix to the report in Modification of 
permits of Motor Contract Carriers of 
Packing house products, 48 M.C.C. 628, 
from points in Texas on and west of a 
line beginning at the Texas-Mexico In¬ 
ternational Boundary line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 80 to junction Texas 
Highway 115, thence along Texas High¬ 
way 115 to junction U.S. Highway 385, 
thence along U.S. Highway 385 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S. 
Highway 62 to the Texas-Oklahoma 
State line, to points in Tennessee on and 
east of a line beginning at the Tennessee 
Virginia State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 23 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 321, thence along U.S. Highway 321 
to the Tennessee-North Carolina State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Darke, Mercer and 
Auglaize Counties, Ohio. 

No. MC 106920 (Sub-No. E63), filed 
May 3, 1974. Applicant: RIGGS POOD 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 26, New Bre¬ 
men, Ohio 45869. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: E. Stephen Heisley, 666 11th St. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Commodities classified as 
dairy products, under B in the Appendix 
to the report in Modification of Permits 
of Motor Contract Carriers of Packing 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 26—THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 



NOTICES 5593 

house products, 48 M.C.C. 628, from the 
Upper Peninsula of Michigan to points 
in Kentucky on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Indiamt-Kentucky State line 
extending along Kentucky Highway 79 to 
junction Kentucky Highway 185, thence 
along Kentucky Highway 185, to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 65, thence along 
Interstate Highway 65 to the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Darke, Mercer and Auglaize Counties, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No, E9), filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, Tex. 
75221. Applicant’s representative: H. L. 
Rice, Jr. (Same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of Texas on and south of U.S. 
Highway 66, and on and west of U.S. 
Highway 83 (except points in Gray, 
Wheeler, Donley, Collingsworth, and 
Childress Counties), to points in Ver¬ 
mont. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of any point in 
Ector County, Tex. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E10), filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, Tex. 
75221. Applicant’s representative: H. L. 
Rice, Jr. (Same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of Texas on, south and west 
of a line beginning at the Texas-New 
Mexico State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 66 to Amarillo, thence along 
U.S. Highway 287 to Clarendon, thence 
along Texas Highway 70 to Sweetwater, 
thence along U.S. Highway 80 to Abi¬ 
lene, thence along U.S. Highway 83 to 
the International Boundary line be¬ 
tween the United States and Mexico 
at Laredo, (except points in Donley 
County, Tex.), to points in New Jersey. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of any point in Ector County, 
Tex. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, Tex. 
75221. Applicant’s representative: H. L. 
Rice, Jr. (Same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of Texas in and south of Bailey, 
Lamb, Floyd, Dickens, and Stonewall 
Counties, and on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 83, to points in Pennsylvania. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of any points in Ector County. 
Tex. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E209) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed May 29,1974, published in 
the Federal Register December 27,1974. 
Applicant: REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 308, Forest 

Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Bruce E. Mitchell, Suite 375, 3379 
Peachtree Rd., N.E., Atlanta, Ga. 30326. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (7) Meats, meat 
products, and meat by-products, as de¬ 
scribed in Section A of Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Cart 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, and hides), from San Angelo, Tex., 
to points in Indiana, Michigan, West 
Virginia, Virginia, Pennsylvania, that 
part of Wisconsin on and east of U.S. 
Highway 51, restricted against the trans¬ 
portation originating at Nashville, Tenn.; 
and (13) Meats, meat products, and meat 
by-products, as described in Section A 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and hides), 
from Palestine, Tex., to points in Indiana, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia, that part of Wisconsin on and 
east of a line beginning at the Wlsconsin- 
Michigan State line, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 169 to junction Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 13, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 13 to junction U.S. Highway 12, 
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 14, thence along U.S. 
Highway 14 to junction Wisconsin 
Highway 104, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 104 to the Wisconsin-Illinois 
State line, and that part of Illinois on 
and east of a line beginning at the 
Wisconsin-Hlinois State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 51 to junction Illi¬ 
nois Highway 121, thence along Illinois 
Highway 121 to junction Illinois High¬ 
way 32, thence along Illinois Highway 32 
to junction U.S. Highway 45, thence 
along Illinois Highway 45 to junction 
Illinois Highway 1, thence along Illinois 
Highway 1 to the Ohio River, restricted 
against the transportation of traffic orig¬ 
inating at Nashville, Tenn. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the plant site of Odom’s Sausage Co., 
at Madison, Tenn. The purpose of this 
partial correction is to include (7) above 
and to delete (12) which was published 
twice and to include (13) above. The 
remainder of this letter-notice remains 
as previously published. 

No. MC 111496 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: TWIN CITY 
FREIGHT, INC., 2550 Long Lake Road, 
Roseville, Minnesota 55113. Applicant’s 
representative: R. E. Caturia (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment. (1) 
from Grand Forks, North Dakota, to 
those points in North Dakota on and 
north of North Dakota Highway 5. (2) 
from Minot, North Dakota, to those 
points in North Dakota on and north of 
North Dakota Highway 5 on and east 
of North Dakota Highway 20. The pur¬ 

pose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Walsh County, 
North Dakota. 

No. MC 111496 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: TWIN CITY 
FREIGHT, INC., 2550 Long Lake Road. 
Roseville, Minnesota 55113. Applicant’s 
representative: R. E. Caturia (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment. (1) 
from Williston, North Dakota, to those 
points in North Dakota on and north of 
North Dakota Highway 5 and on and 
east of North Dakota Highway 20 (points 
in Walsh County, North Dakota)*, (2) 
from points in Norman County, Minn. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways Indicated by asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E419), filed 
May 19, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
S. Pulaski Road, Chicago. Illinois 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Packinghouse products and by¬ 
products, and packinghouse supplies, 
from Sioux City and Des Moines, Iowa, 
St. Joseph, Kansas City, and St. Louis, 
Mo., Kansas City, and Wichita, Kansas, 
Omaha, Nebraska, on the other, points 
in New York, Massachusetts, Connecti¬ 
cut, Rhode Island, and New Jersey. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Chicago, Ill., and Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E420), filed 
May 19, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
S. Pulaski Road, Chicago, Illinois 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Meats, meat products, and meat 
by-products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses in the appendix to 
the report in Modification of Permits of 
Motor Contract Carriers of Packing 
House Products, 46 M.C.C. 23, Madison, 
Wis., St. Louis, Mo., Chicago, Peoria, and 
Carbondale, HI., Ft. Wayne, Indianapolis, 
and Evansville, Ind., Bellevue, Covington, 
and Louisville, Ky., and Toledo, Akron, 
Dayton, Columbus, and Cincinnati, Ohio, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in New York, Massachusetts, Connecti¬ 
cut, Rhode Island, and New Jersey. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E421), filed 
May 19, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
S. Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Arthur J. Sibik 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport- 
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ing: Paper cartons, and paper accessories 
used for glassware and glass containers, 
from Monroe, Mich., to points in Min¬ 
nesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, Ne¬ 
braska, Montana, Wyoming, and Colo¬ 
rado. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the facilities of 
Anchor Hocking Glass Corporation at or 
near Gurnee, HI. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E268), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Cast iron 
pressure pipe and fittings and accessories 
therefor when moving with such pipe, 
from points in that part of Illinois on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Iowa-Hlinois State line extending along 
U.S. Highway 34 to Junction Illinois 
Highway 116, thence along Illinois High¬ 
way 116 to junction U.S. Highway 24, 
thence along U.S. Highway 24 to the 
Hlinois-Indiana State line, thence along 
the Hlinois-Indiana State line to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 40, thence along U.S. 
Highway 40 to the Hlinois-Missouri State 
line to points in that part of North 
Dakota on and west of a line beginning 
at the South Dakota-North Dakota State; 
line extending along North Dakota High¬ 
way 1, thence along North Dakota High¬ 
way 1 to the U.S.-Canada Boundary line; 
points in that part of Nebraska on and 
north of a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Nebraska State line extending along In¬ 
terstate Highway 80 to junction U.S. 
Highway 77, thence along U.S. Highway 
77 to junction Nebraska Highway 33, 
thence along Nebraska Highway 33 to 
junction U.S. Highway 6, thence along 
U.S. Highway 6 to junction U.S. Highway 
34, thence along U.S. Highway 34 to 
junction Nebraska Highway 27, thence 
along Nebraska'Highway 27 to the Ne- 
braska-Kansas State line; points in that 
part of Kansas on and northwest of a 
line beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas 
State line extending along Kansas High¬ 
way 27 to junction U.S. Highway 36. 

Thence along U.S. Highway 36 to the 
Kansas-Colorado State line; points in 
that part of Colorado on, north and west 
of a line beginning at the Kansas-Colo¬ 
rado State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 36 to junction U.S. Highway 
385, thence along U.S. Highway 385 to 
junction U.S. Highway 24, thence along 
U.S. Highway 24 to junction Interstate 
Highway 25, thence along Interstate 
Highway 25 to junction U.S. Highway 
160, thence along U.S. Highway 160 to 
junction U.S. Highway 285, thence along 
UJ3. Highway 285 to the Colorado-New 

. Mexico State line; points in that part 
of New Mexico on and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Colorado-New Mexico 
State line extending along UB. Highway 
285 to junction New Mexico Highway 4, 
thence along New Mexico Highway 4 to 
junction New Mexico Highway 44, thence 
along New Mexico Highway 44 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 25, thence along 

Interstate Highway 25 to junction New 
Mexico Highway 90, thence along New 
Mexico Highway 90 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 10, thence along Interstate 
Highway 10 to the New Mexico-Arizona 
State line; and points in Montana, South 
Dakota and Wyoming, with no transpor¬ 
tation for compensation on return ex¬ 
cept as otherwise authorized. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of the plant site of the Griffin Pipe 
Company at or near Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E514), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tractors, 
stationary engines and attachments and 
parts therefor when moving incidental to 
and in the same vehicle with tractors and 
stationary engines (not including trac¬ 
tors with vehicle beds, bed frames, or 
fifth wheels, nor any of the above-speci¬ 
fied commodities which, because of size 
or weight, require the use of special 
equipment), restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of traffic originating at the Deere & 
Company, from points in that part of 
Nebraska on and west of a line beginning 
at the South Dakota-Nebraska State line 
extending along U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction Nebraska Highway 12, thence 
along Nebraska Highway 12 to junction 
Nebraska Highway 14, thence along 
Nebraska Highway 14 to junction U.S. 
Highway 20, thence along U.S. Highway 
20 to junction U.S. Highway 281, thence 
along U.S. Highway 281 to junction Ne¬ 
braska Highway 95, thence along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 95 to junction Nebraska 
Highway 11, thence along Nebraska 
Highway 11 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 91, thence along Nebraska Highway 
91 to junction Nebraska Highway 2, 
thence along Nebraska Highway 2 to 
junction Nebraska Highway 70, thence 
along Nebraska Highway 70 to junction 
Nebraska Highway 40, thence along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 40 to junction Nebraska 
Highway 47, thence along Nebraska 
Highway 47 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 23, thence along Nebraska Highway 
23 to junction U.S. Highway 83, thence 
along U.S. Highway 83 to the Nebraska- 
Kansas State line, and from points in 
that part of Colorado on and west of a 
line beginning at the Nebraska-Colorado 
State line extending along Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction Colorado High¬ 
way 71, thence along Colorado Highway 
71 to junction U.S. Highway 24, thence 
along U.S. Highway 24 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 25, thence along Interstate 
Highway 25 to junction U.S. Highway 50. 

Thence along U5. Highway 50 to 
junction U.S. Highway 285, thence along 
U.S. Highway 285 to junction Colorado 
Highway 17, thence along Colorado 
Highway 17 to junction U.S. Highway 
285, thence along U.S. Highway 285 to 
the Colorado-New Mexico State line, to 
points In that part of Ohio on and north¬ 
east of a line beginning at the Indiana- 

Ohio State line extending along Ohio 
Highway 119 to Junction Ohio Highway 
65, thence along Ohio Highway 65 to 
junction Ohio Highway 47, thence along 
Ohio Highway 47 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 235, thence along Ohio Highway 235 
to junction Ohio Highway 41, thence 
along Ohio Highway 41 to junction Ohio 
Highway 73, thence along Ohio Highway 
73 to junction U.S. Highway 23, thence 
along U.S. Highway 23 to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line; to points in that part 
of Indiana on and northeast of a line 
beginning at Gary, Ind., extending along 
Indiana Highway 53 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30, thence along U.S. Highway 
30 to junction Indiana Highway 15, 
thence along Indiana Highway 15 to 
junction Indiana Highway 26, thence 
along Indiana Highway 26 to the In- 
diana-Ohio State line; to points in that 
part of Virginia on and east of a line 
beginning at the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line extending along UJS. Highway 
460 to junction Virginia Highway 8, 
thence along Virginia Highway 8 to junc¬ 
tion Virginia Highway 57, thence along 
Virginia Highway 57 to junction U.S. 
Highway 220, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 220 to the Virginia-North Carolina 
State line; and to points in that part of 
West Virginia on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohio-West Virginia State 
line extending along U.S. Highway 60 to 
junction Interstate Highway 77, thence 
along Interstate Highway 77 to junction 
U.S. Highway 460, thence along U.S. 
Highway 460 to the West Virginia- 
Virginia State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Dubuque, Iowa and Harioon, Wls. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E550), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tractors 
and stationary engines and attachments 
and part therefor when moving inci¬ 
dental to and in the same vehicle with 
tractors and stationary engines (not in¬ 
cluding tractors with vehicle beds, bed 
frames, or fifth wheels, nor any of the 
above-specified commodities which, be¬ 
cause of their size or weight, require the 
use of special equipment), from points 
in that part of Illinois on and west of a 
line beginning at the Kentucky-Illinois 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 51 
to junction Illinois Highway 29, thence 
along Illinois Highway 29 to junction Il¬ 
linois Highway 97, thence along Illinois 
Highway 97 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 74, thence along interstate Highway 
74 to junction Interstate Highway 84, 
thence along Interstate Highway 84 to 
points in that part of Wisconsin on and 
north of a line beginning at the Illinois - 
Wisconsin State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 151 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 26, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
26 to junction U.S. Highway 41, thence 
along UB. Highway 41 to Green Bay, 
Wise., and to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan, with no trans- 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 26—THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1975 



portation for compensation on return ex¬ 
cept as otherwise authorized. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E551), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Farm machinery and parts thereof,, 
from points in that part of Iowa on 
and east of a line beginning at the 
Minnesota-Iowa State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 71 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 18, thence along U.S. Highway 18 
to junction U.S. Highway 169, thence 
along U.S. Highway 169 to the Iowa- 
Missouri State line to points in that 
part of New Mexico on, west and south 
of a line beginning at the Texas-New 
Mexico State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 285 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 40, thence along Interstate Highway 
40 to the New Mexico-Arizona State line, 
with no transportation for compensa¬ 
tion on return except as otherwise au¬ 
thorized. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Ottumwa, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E552), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Cast 
iron pressure pipe and fittings and ac¬ 
cessories therefor when moving with 
such pipe, the transportation of which, 
because of size or weight, requires spe¬ 
cial equipment, from points in Missouri 
to points in that part of Nebraska on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Iowa-Nebraska State line, thence along 
Nebraska Highway 92 to junction U.S. 
Highway 281, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 281 to junction U.S. Highway 30, 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 283, thence along 
U.S. Highway 283 to junction UB. 
Highway 34, thence along U.S. Highway 
34 to the Nebraska-Colorado State line, 
and to points in that part of Colorado 
on and north of a line beginning at 
the Nebraska-Colorado State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 34 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 80, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 80 to junction Colorado 
Highway 119, thence along Colorado 
Highway 119 to junction Colorado High¬ 
way 93, thence along Colorado Highway 
93 to junction U.S. Highway 6, thence 
along U.S. Highway 6 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 70, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to the Colorado-Utah 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Council 
Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E553), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
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above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cast iron 
pressure pipe and fittings and acces¬ 
sories therefor when moving with such 
pipe, the transportation of which, lie- 
cause of size or weight, requires the use 
of special equipment, from points in that 
part of Nebraska on and west of a line 
beginning at the Iowa-Nebraska State 
line, thence along Interstate Highway 
80 to junction Nebraska Highway 15, 
thence along Nebraska Highway 15 to 
the Nebraska-Kaiisas State line to points 
in Illinois. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Council 
Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E555), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Self-pro¬ 
pelled tractors, road-making machinery, 
and contractors’ equipment and sup¬ 
plies, the transportation of which, be¬ 
cause of size or weight, requires special 
equipment, from points in Missouri to 
points in that part of North Dakota on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
North Dakota-Canada. International 
Boundary line, thence along Interstate 
Highway 29 to junction North Dakota 
Highway 5, thence along North Dakota 
Highway 5 to junction North Dakota 
Highway 8, thence along North Dakota 
Highway 8 to junction U.S. Highway 2, 
thence along U.S. Highway 2 to the 
North Dakota -Montana State line, and 
to points in that part of Idaho on and 
north of a line beginning at the Mon¬ 
tana-Idaho State line, thence along Idaho 
Highway 200 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 95, thence along U.S. Highway 95 
to junction U.S. Highway 12, thence 
along U.S. Highway 12 to the Idaho- 
Washington State line, and to points in 
that part of Montana on and north of a 
line beginning at the North Dakota- 
Montana State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 2 to the Montana-Idaho State 
line, and to points in that part of Wash¬ 
ington on and north of a line beginning 
at the Idaho-Washington State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to junc¬ 
tion Washington Highway 126, thence 
along Washington Highway 126 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 12, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to junction Washington 
Highway 11, thence along Washington 
Highway 11 to the Washington-Oregon 
State line, with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other¬ 
wise authorized. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateways of Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., to points in Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E556), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery and parts thereof, the trans- 
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portation of which, because of size or 
weight, requires the use of special equip¬ 
ment, from points in Missouri to points 
in that part of North Dakota on and 
north of a line beginning at the North 
Dakota-Canada International Boundary 
line, thence along Interstate Highway 29 
to junction North Dakota Highway 5, 
thence along North Dakota Highway 5 
to junction North Dakota Highway 8, 
thence along North Dakota Highway 8 to 
junction US. Highway 2, thence along 
UB. Highway 2 to the North Dakota- 
Montana State line, and to points in 
that part of Idaho on and north of a 
line beginnning at the Montana-Idaho 
State line, thence along Idaho Highway 
200 to junction US. Highway 95, thence 
along U.S. Highway 95 to junction U.S. 
Highway 12, thence along U.S. Highway 
12 to the Idaho-Washington State line, 
and to points in that part of Montana 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
North Dakota-Montana State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 2 to the Mon¬ 
tana-Idaho State line, and to points in 
that part of Washington on and north 
of a line beginning at the Idaho-Wash¬ 
ington State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to junction Washington 
Highway 126, thence along Washington 
Highway 126 to junction U.S. Highway 
12, thence along U.S. Highway 12 to 
junction Washington Highway 11, thence 
along Washington Highway 11 to the 
Washington-Oregon State line, with no 
transportation for compensation on re¬ 
turn except as otherwise authorized. Hie 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Minneapolis, Minn., to points 
in Iowa. 

No. MC-114211 (Sub-No. E559), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Self- 
propelled tractors, road making machin¬ 
ery and contractors’ equipment and sup¬ 
plies, from points in that part of Minne¬ 
sota on, south, and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the South Dakota-Minnesota 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
12 to junction Interstate Highway 494, 
thence along Interstate Highway 494 to 
junction Interstate Highway 35, thence 
along Interstate Highway 35 to the Min¬ 
nesota-Iowa State line, to points in that 
part of Louisiana beginning at the Gulf 
of Mexico extending along Louisiana 
Highway 317 to junction U.S. Highway 
90, thence along U.S. Highway 90 to 
junction UB. Highway 167, thence along 
U.S. Highway 167 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 190, thence along UB. Highway 190 
to junction UB. Highway 61, thence 
along UB. Highway 61 to the Mississippi- 
Louisiana State line; to points in that 
part of Mississippi on and east of a line 
beginning at the Mississippi-Louisiana 
State line extending along UB. Highway 
80 to junction U.S. Highway 51, thence 
along UB. Highway 51 to junction 
Natchez Trace Parkway, thence along 
Natchez Trace Parkway to junction U.S. 
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Highway 45, thence along U.S. Highway 
45 to the Mississippi -Tennessee State 
line; to points in that part of Tennessee 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Tennessee-Alabama State line extending 
along US. Highway 45 to junction US. 
Highway 64, thence along U.S. Highway 
64 to junction Tennessee Highway 13, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 13 to 
junction U.S. Highway 79, thence along 
US. Highway 79 to the Tennessee- 
Kentucky State line; to points in that 
part of Kentucky on and east of a line 
beginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
79 to junction US. Highway 68, thence 
along US. Highway 68 to junction 
Interstate Highway 65. 

Thence along Interstate Highway 65 
to the Kentucky- Indian a State line; to 
points in that part of Indiana on and 
east of a line beginning at the Indiana- 
Kentucky State line extending along 
Interstate Highway 65 to junction US. 
Highway 31, thence along U.S. Highway 
31 to junction US. Highway 24, thence 
along US. Highway 24 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 69, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 69 to the Indiana-Michl- 
gan State line; to points in that part of 
Michigan on, north, and east of a line 
beginning at the Michigan-Indiana State 
line extending along Interstate Highway 
69 to junction Interstate Highway 94, 
thence along Interstate Highway 94 to 
junction US. Highway 131, thence along 
US. Highway 131 to junction Interstate 
Highway 96, thence along Interstate 
Highway 96 to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 37, thence along Michigan Highway 
37 to junction Michigan Highway 46, 
thence along Michigan Highway 46 to 
Muskegon, Mich.; to points in that part 
of Wisconsin on and north of a line 
beginning at Marinette, Wis., extending 
along Wisconsin Highway 64 to junction 
US. Highway 51, thence along US. 
Highway 51 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 29, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
29 to junction US. Highway 12, thence 
along US. Highway 12 to the Wisconsin- 
Minnesota State line; to points in that 
part of California on and west of a line 
beginning at the Califomia-Arizona 
State line extending along US. Highway 
395 to junction California Highway 299, 
thence along California Highway 299 to 
junction Interstate Highway 5, thence 
along Interstate Highway 5 to junction 
California Highway 99, thence along 
California Highway 99 to junction Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 58, thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 58 to junction US. High¬ 
way 395, thence along U.S. Highway 395 
to junction Interstate Highway 10, 
thence along Interstate Highway 10 to 
the Califomia-Arizona State line; to 
points in that part of Oregon on and 
west of a line beginning at the Oregon- 
Washington State line extending along 
US. Highway 197 to junction US. High¬ 
way 97, thence along U.S. Highway 97 
to junction Oregon Highway 31, thence 
along Oregon Highway 31 to junction 
US. Highway 395, thence along US. 
Highway 395 to the Califomia-Oregon 
State line; to points in that part of 
Washington on and west of a line 
beginning at the United States-Canada 

International Boundary line extend¬ 
ing along Interstate Highway 5, to the 
Washington-Califomia State line; and 
points in Maine, Vermont, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Ohio, West Virginia, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Ala¬ 
bama, and Florida, with no transporta¬ 
tion for compensation on return except 
as otherwise authorized. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E560), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Water¬ 
loo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Farm machinery 
and parts thereof, from points in that 
part of Minnesota on, west knd south of 
a line beginning at the South Dakota- 
Minnesota State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 494, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 494 to junction Interstate Highway 
35, thence along Interstate Highway 35 
to the Minnesota-Iowa State line to 
points in New York, with no transporta¬ 
tion for compensation on return except 
as otherwise authorized. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the plant site of the Stinar Corporation 
at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E561), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Water¬ 
loo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Farm machinery 
and parts thereof, from the plants, ware¬ 
house sites and storage facilities of the 
Sperry Rand Corp., New Holland Divi¬ 
sion, located at Belleville, Mountville, and 
New Holland, Pa., to points in that part 
of Iowa on and west of a line beginning 
at the Missouri-Iowa State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 169 to junction U.S. 
Highway 18, thence along U.S. Highway 
18 to junction Iowa Highway 15, thence 
along Iowa Highway 15 to the Iowa- 
Minnesota State line, with no transporta¬ 
tion for compensation on return except 
as otherwise authorized. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Omaha, Nebr.. and Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E562), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Water¬ 
loo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Experimental trac¬ 
tors, from Porter and Lake Counties, Ind., 
to points in Washington, Oregon, and to 
points in that part of California on and 
north of a line beginning at Los Angeles, 
Calif., thence along Interstate Highway 
10 to junction U.S. Highway 395, thence 
along U.S. Highway 395 to junction Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 190, thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 190 to junction Califor¬ 
nia Highway 58, thence along California 
Highway 58 to. the California-Nevada 
State line, and to points in that part of 

Nevada on and west of a line beginning 
at the Idaho-Nevada State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 93 to junction U.S. 
Highway 40, thence along U.S. Highway 
40 to junction Nevada Highway 8A, 
thence along Nevada Highway 8A to 
junction U.S. Highway 6, thence along 
U.S. Highway 6 to the Nevada-Califomia 
State line, and to points in that part of 
Idaho on and north of a line beginning 
at the Nevada-Idaho State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 93 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30N, thence along U.S. Highway 
30N to junction Interstate Highway 15W, 
thence along Interstate Highway 15W to 
junction U.S. Highway 191, thence along 
U.S. Highway 191 to the Idaho-Utah 
State line, and to points in that part of 
Montana on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Montana-Canada Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line, thence along 
Montana Highway 247 to junction U.S. 
Highway 2, thence along U.S. Highway 
2 to junction U.S. Highway 191, thence 
along U.S. Highway 191 to junction U.S. 
Highway 89, thence along U.S. Highway 
89 to the Montana-Wyoming State line, 
with no transportation for compensation 
on return except as otherwise authorized. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Dubuque, Iowa, and that 
part of the Fargo, N. Dak., Commercial 
Zone located in Moorhead, Minn. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E563), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Grading, 
paving, and finishing machinery, equip¬ 
ment, parts, accessories and attach¬ 
ments, between points in that part of 
South Dakota on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at the South Dakota-Minnesota 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
14 to junction South Dakota Highway 
34, thence along South Dakota Highway 
34 to junction U.S. Highway 212, thence 
along U.S. Highway 212 to the South 
Dakota-Wyoming State line, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in that 
part of Wisconsin on and east of a line 
beginning at the Wisconsin-Michigan 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
141 to junction U.S. Highway 41, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 44, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 44 to junction Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 23, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 23 to junction U.S. Highway 12, 
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to junction 
U.S. Highway 14, thence along U.S. 
Highway 14 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 90, thence along Interstate Highway 
90 to the Illinois-Wisconsin State line, 
and points in that part of the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan on and east of a 
line beginning at Marquette, extending 
along U.S. Highway 41 to junction 
Michigan Highway 95, thence along 
Michigan Highway 95 to junction US. 
Highway 141, thence along U.S. Highway 
141 to the Wisconsin-Michigan State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Canton, S. Dak. 
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No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E564), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Kenneth R. Nelsen (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Grading, 
paving and finishing machinery, equip¬ 
ment, parts, accessories and attachments 
between points in that part of Kansas 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Nebraska-Kansas State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 283 to junction U.S. 
Highway 56, thence along US. Highway 
56 to junction U.S. Highway 83, thence 
along U.S. Highway 83 to the Kansas- 
Oklahoma State line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Wisconsin. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Canton, S. Dak. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E565), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cast iron 
pressure pipe (other than pipe used in, 
or in connection with the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production, refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion and distribution of natural gas, and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products) and fittings and accessories 
therefor when moving with such pipe, 
from points in that part of Illinois on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Iowa-Illinois State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 34 to junction Illinois 
Highway 116, thence along Illinois High¬ 
way 116 to junction U.S. Highway 24, 
thence along U.S. Highway 24 to the 
Hlinois-Indiana State line to points in 
Idaho, Utah and Arizona with no trans¬ 
portation for compensation on return 
except as otherwise authorized. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of the plant site of the Griffin Pipe 
Company located at or near Council 
Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E566), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cast iron 
pressure pipe (other than pipe used in 
or in connection with the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production, refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products) and fittings and accessories 
therefor when moving with such pipe, 
from points in that part of Tennessee 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Kentucky-Tennessee State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 25E to junction 
Tennessee Highway 63, thence along 
Tennessee Highway 63 to junction 
Interstate Highway 75, thence along 
Interstate Highway 75 to junction 
Tennessee Highway 61, thence along 
Tennessee Highway 61 to junction 
Tennessee Highway 58, thence along 

Tennessee Highway 58 to junction 
Tennessee Highway 153, thence along 
Tennessee Highway 153 to junction 
Interstate Highway 75, thence along 
Interstate Highway 75 to the Ten- 
nessee-Georgia State line to points in 
Idaho and points in that part of Utah 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
Colorado-Utah State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 50 to junction Utah High¬ 
way 128, thence along Utah Highway 
128 to junction U.S. Highway 163, thence 
along U.S. Highway 163 to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 70, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 89, thence along U.S. Highway 89 
to junction Utah Highway 20, thence 
along Utah Highway 20 to junction U.S. 
Highway 91, thence along UJ3. Highway 
91 to the Utah-Arizona State line, with 
no transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of the plant site of the 
Griffin Pipe Company located at or near 
Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E567), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Hod bug¬ 
gies and self-propelled sweepers, from 
points in that part of Minnesota on and 
north and west of a line beginning at the 
South Dakota-Minnesota State line 
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to junction 
U.S. Highway 52, thence along U.S. 
Highway 52 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 210 thence along Minnesota 
Highway 210 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 6, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 6 to junction U.S. Highway 
71, thence along U.S. Highway 71 to, 
the Minnesota-Canada International 
Boundary line to points in Virginia, 
Maryland, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Ntw 
Jersey, New York, Connecticut and 
Massachusetts. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of 
Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E568), filed 
June 4, 1974. AppUcant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s 
representative: Kenneth R. Nelson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: self-propelled rollers from points in 
that part of Kansas on and west of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas State 
line thence along U.S. Highway 183 
to junction Kansas Highway 9, thence 
along Kansas Highway 9 to junction 
Kansas Highway 23, thence along Kansas 
Highway 83, thence along U.S. Highway 
83 to junction U.S. Highway 40, thence 
along U.S. Highway 40 to junction 
Kansas Highway 25, thence along Kansas 
Highway 25 to junction U.S. Highway 
160, thence along U.S. Highway 160 to 
the Kansas-Oolorado State line to iolnts 
in Massachusetts and Connecticut, with 
no transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 

The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E569), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Farm machinery and parts thereof, to 
points in that part of North Dakota on 
and east of a line beginning at the 
South Dakota—North Dakota State line, 
thence along North Dakota Highway 20 
to the North Dakota—Canada Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line to points in Okla¬ 
homa and Texas, with no transportation 
of commodities the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, re¬ 
quires the use of sptecial equipment or 
special handling and restructed against 
the transportation of those commodities 
described in Mercer Extension-Oil Field 
Commodities, 74 M.C.C. 459. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Omaha, Nebraska, Beatrice, 
Nebraska and Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E571), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Tractors (except those with vehicle beds, 
bed frames, and fifth wheels), equip¬ 
ment designed for use in conjunction 
with tractors, attachments for the above- 
described commodities, and parts, from 
points in that part of Illinois on and 
east of a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Illinois State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 30 to junction Illinois High¬ 
way’ 88, thence along Illinois Highway 88 
to junction Interstate Highway 80, 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
junction Illinois Highway 51, thence 
along Illinois Highway 51 to junction 
U.S. Highway 24, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 24 to the Illinois-Indiana State line, 
and points in that part of Iowa on and 
east of a line beginning at the Minne- 
sota-Iowa State line extending along 
U.S. Highway 52, to junction Iowa High¬ 
way 24, thence along Iowa Highway 24 
to junction U.6. Highway 63, thence 
along U.S. Highway 63 to junction U.S. 
Highway 20, thence along U.S. Highway 
20 to junction Iowa Highway 38, thence 
along Iowa Highway 38 to junction Iowa 
Highway 64, thence along Iowa Highway 
64 to junction U.S. Highway 61, thence 
along U.S. Highway 61 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 30 to the Iowa-Illinois State line to 
p>oints in that part of Montana on and 
north of a line beginning at the North 
Dakota-Montana State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 12 to junction U.S. 
Highway 312, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 312 to junction U.S. Highway 212, 
thence along U.S. Highway 212 to the 
Montana-Wyoming State line; to px>ints 
in that part of California on and east of 
a line beginning at the Nevada-Califor- 
nia State line extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 6 to junction U.S. Highway 395. 
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Thence along U.S. Highway 395 to 
junction California Highway 14, thence 
along California Highway 14 to junction 
California Highway 138, thence along 
California Highway 138 to junction U.S. 
Highway 395, thence along U.S. Highway 
395 to junction California Highway 91, 
thence along California Highway 91 to 
junction California Highway 55, thence 
along California Highway 55 to Santa 
Ana, Calif.; to points in that part of 
Nevada on, north, and south of a line 
beginning at the Idaho-Nevada State 
nne extending along Nevada Highway 51 
to junction UJS. Highway 40, thence 
along U.S. Highway 40 to junction 
Nevada Highway 21, thence along 
Nevada Highway 21 to junction Nevada 
Highway 8A, thence along Nevada High¬ 
way 8A to junction U.S. Highway 6, 
thence along U.S. Highway 6 to the 
Nevada-Califomla State line; to points 
in that part 6f Idaho on and northwest 
of a line beginning at the Wyoming- 
Idaho State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 20/191 to junction Interstate 
Highway 15, thence along Interstate 
Highway 15 to junction U.S. Highway 30, 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to junc¬ 
tion Idaho Highway 51, thence along 
Idaho Highway 51 to the Idaho-Nevada 
State line; and to points in Washington, 
Oregon, and North Dakota, with no 
transportation for compensation on re¬ 
turn except as otherwise authorized. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of that part of the Fargo, 
N. Dak., commercial zone located in 
Moorhead, Minn. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E572), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Self- 
propelled farm machinery and parts 
thereof, each weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, from points in that part of Mis¬ 
souri on and south of a line beginning 
at the Kansas -Missouri State line, thence 
along US. Highway 24 to junction U.S. 
Highway 65, thence along UJS. Highway 
65 to junction U.S. Highway 36 thence 
along U.S. Highway 36 to junction U.S. 
Highway 63, thence along U.S. Highway 
63 to junction Missouri Highway 6, 
thence along Missouri Highway 6 to 
junction Missouri Highway 15, thence 
along Missouri Highway 15 to junction 
U.S. Highway 136, thence along U.S. 
Highway 136 to the Missouri-Hlinois 
State line to points in that part of 
Montana on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the North Dakota-Montana 
State line thence along U.S. Highway 12 
to Junction U.S. Highway 10, thence 
along U.S. Highway 10 to junction 
Montana Highway 41 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 15 thence along Interstate 
Highway 15 to junction Beaverhead 
County Highway 324 to the Montana- 
Idaho State line, and to points in that 
part of Idaho on and north of a line 
beginning at the Montana-Idaho State 
line, thence along the southern boundary 
of Idaho County to the Idaho-Oregon 
State line, and to points in that part of 

Oregon on and north of a line beginning 
at the Washlngton-Oregon State line, 
thence along Oregon Highway 11 to 
junction Interstate Highway 80, thence 
along Interstate Highway 80 to junction 
Interstate Highway 5, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 5 to junction Oregon 
Highway 126, Florence, Oreg., and to 
points in Washington and North Dakota, 
with no transportation for compensa¬ 
tion on return except as otherwise au¬ 
thorized restricted to commodities which 
are transported on trailers. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Minneapolis, Minnesota and points in 
Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E573), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cast 
iron pressure pipe and fittings and ac¬ 
cessories therefor when moving with such 
pipe, from points in that part of Indiana 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
Hlinois-Indiana State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 40 to the Indiana- 
Ohio State line, and points in that part 
of Kentucky on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohio-Kentucky State line 
extending along U.S. Highway 127 to the 
Tennessee-Kentucky State line, to points 
in that part of Nebraska on, north, and 
west of a line beginning at the Iowa-Ne- 
braska State line extending along Inter¬ 
state Highway 80 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 77, thence along U.S. Highway 77 to 
junction U.S. Highway 136, thence along 
U.S. Highway 136 to junction Nebraska 
Highway 15, thence along Nebraska 
Highway 15 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 8, thence along Nebraska Highway 
8 to junction U.S. Highway 81, thence 
along U.S. Highway 81 to the Nebraska- 
Kansas State line; to points in that part 
of Kansas on, west, and north of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas State 
line extending along U.S. Highway 77 to 
junction U.S. Highway 36, thence along 
U.S. Highway 36 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 183, thence along U.S. Highway 183 
to junction Kansas Highway 9, thence 
along Kansas Highway 9 to junction 
U.S. Highway 83, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 83 to junction U.S. Highway 24, 
thence along U.S. Highway 24 to the 
Kansas-Colorado State line; to points in 
that part of Colorado on and north of a 
line beginning at the Kansas-Colorado 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
24 to junction Colorado Highway 115, 
thence-along Colorado Highway 115 to 
junction U.S. Highway 50, thence along 
U.S. Highway 50 to Junction U.S. High¬ 
way 285, thence along U.S. Highway 285 
to junction Colorado Highway 17, thence 
along Colorado Highway 17 to junction 
U.S. Highway 160, thence along U.S. 
Highway 160 to junction U.S. Highway 
550, thence along U.S. Highway 550 to 
the Colorado-New Mexico State line; to 
points in that part of New Mexico on and 
north of a line beginning at the Colo¬ 
rado-New Mexico State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 550 to junction New 
Mexico Highway 504, thence along New 

Mexico High way 504 to the New Mexlco- 
Arizona State line; and to points in Mon¬ 
tana, North Dakota, Wyoming, South 
Dakota, with no transportation for com¬ 
pensation on return except as otherwise 
authorized. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the plant 
site of the Griffin Pipe Co., located at or 
near Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E574), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Self-pro¬ 
pelled, farm machinery and parts 
thereof, from points in that part of Min¬ 
nesota on and north and west of a line 
beginning at the South Dakota-Minne- 
sota State line, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 12 to junction U.S. Highway 52, 
thence along U.S. Highway 52 to junction 
Minnesota Highway 25, thence along 
Minnesota Highway 25 to junction Min¬ 
nesota Highway 210, thence along Min¬ 
nesota Highway 210 to junction Minne¬ 
sota Highway 6, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 6 to junction U.S. Highway 71, 
thence along U.S. Highway 71 to the 
Minnesota-Canada International Bound¬ 
ary line to points in New York, with no 
transportation for compensation on re¬ 
turn except as otherwise authorized. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the plant site of the Stinai 
Corporation at Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E575), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Self-pro¬ 
pelled tractors, road making machinery 
and contractors’ equipment and supplies, 
from points in that part of Minnesota on 
and northwest of a line beginning at the 
Minnesota-South Dakota State line ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 12 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 52, thence along U.S. 
Highway 52 to Junction Minnesota High¬ 
way 25, thence along Minnesota Highway 
25 to junction Minnesota Highway 210, 
thence along Minnesota Highway 210 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 6, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 6 to junction 
U.S. Highway 71, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 71 to the United States-Canada In¬ 
ternational Boundary line, to points in 
Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, Ohio, West Virginia, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Tennes¬ 
see, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, Arizona, 
Highway 96, thence along Interstate 
21 to the United States-Canada Inter¬ 
national Boundary line, to points in that 
and to points in that part of California 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
Nevada-Califomia State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 6 to junction U.S. 
Highway 395, thence along U.S. Highway 
395 to junction California Highway 120, 
thence along California Highway 120 to 
junction California Highway 140, thence 
along California Highway 140 to junction 
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California Highway 99, thence along Cal¬ 
ifornia Highway 99 to junction California 
Highway 32, thence along California 
Highway 32 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 5, thence along Interstate Highway 
5 to junction California Highway 20, 
thence along California Highway 20 to 
Ft. Bragg, Calif., to points in that part of 
Nevada on and south of a line beginning 
at the Nevada-Utah State line extending 
along New York Highway 25 to junction 
U.S. Highway 6, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 6 to the Nevada-Califomia State 
line; and to points in that part of Utah 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Utah-Nevada State line extending along 
Utah Highway 56 to junction Utah High¬ 
way 14, thence along Utah Highway 14 to 
junction U.S. Highway 89, thence along 
U.S. Highway 89 to the Utah-Arizona 
State line; to points in that part of Colo¬ 
rado on and south of a line beginning at 
the Colorado-New Mexico State line ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 160 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 84. 

Thence along U.S. Highway 84 to the 
Colorado-New Mexico State line; to 
points in that part of New Mexico on and 
southwest of a line beginning at the New 
Mexico-Colorado State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 84, thence along U.S. 
Highway 84 to the New Mexico-Texas 
State line; to points in that part of Texas 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
Texas-New Mexico State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 84 to junction U.S. 
Highway 82, thence along U.S. Highway 
82 to junction U.S. Highway 75, thence 
along U.S. Highway 75 to the Texas- 
Oklahoma State line; to points in that 
part of Oklahoma on and east of a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma-Texas State 
line extending along U,S. Highway 69 to 
junction Interstate Highway 44, thence 
along Interstate Highway 44 to the Okla- 
homa-Missouri State line; to points in 
that part of Kansas on and east of a line 
beginning at the Kansas-Missouri State 
line extending along U.S. Highway 66 to 
junction Kansas Highway 26, thence 
along Kansas Highway 26 to junction 
U.S. Highway 69, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 69 to the Kansas-Missouri State 
line; to points in that part of Missouri 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Missouri-Kansas State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 69, thence along U.S. 
Highway 69 to the Missouri-Iowa State 
line; to points in that part of Iowa on 
and east of a line beginning at the Iowa- 
Missouri State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 69 to junction Iowa Highway 3, 
thence along Iowa Highway 3 to junction 
U.S. Highway 65, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 65 to the Iowa-Minnesota State line; 
to points in that part of Michigan on and 
south of a line beginning at Lake Michi¬ 
gan extending along U.S. Highway 10 to 
junction U.S. Highway 31, thence along 
U.S. Highway 31 to junction Interstate 
Highway 96 to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 21, thence along Michigan Highway 
part of Wisconsin on and south of a line 
beginning at the Wisconsin-Minnesota 
State line extending along U.S. Highway 
12 to junction Interstate Highway 94, 
thence along Interstate Highway 94 to 
junction U.S. Highway 10, thence along 
U.S. Highway 10 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 41, thence along U.S. Highway 41 to 

Green Bay, WlsM with no compensation 
for transportation on return except as 
otherwise authorized. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. B676), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Kenneth R. Nelson (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cast iron 
pressure pipe (other than pipe used in 
or in connection with the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production, refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas, and 
petroleum, and their products and by¬ 
products and by-products) and fittings 
and accessories therefor when moving 
with such pipe, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
special equipment, from points in Mis¬ 
souri to points in that part of Utah on 
and north of a line beginning at the Ari- 
zona-Utah State line thence along U.S. 
Highway 91 to junction Utah Highway 4, 
thence along Utah Highway 4 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 89, thence along U.S. 
Interstate Highway 89 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 173, thence along U.S. Highway 163 
to junction Utah Highway 46, thence 
along Utah Highway 46 to the Utah- 
Colorado State line and to points In 
Idaho, with no transportation for com¬ 
pensation on return except as otherwise 
authorized. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Council 
Bluffs, Iowa. 

No. MC 119641 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: RINGLE EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 335, MoUne, HI. 
61265. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
C. Doran (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Insulating, insulating 
materials, siding and siding materials, 
from Lockland, Ohio, to points in Iowa 
(except Mose within one mile of the Mis¬ 
sissippi River, with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other¬ 
wise authorized. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Lowell, 
Ind. 

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. E28), filed 
June 3,1974. Applicant: GREAT WEST¬ 
ERN TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 
1384, Lufkin, Texas 75902. Applicant’s 
representative: Joe E. Kinard, 201 W. 
Commerce St., Dallas, Texas 75208. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Printed adver¬ 
tising matter, and (2) newspaper supple¬ 
ments, otherwise exempt from economic 
regulation under section 203(b) (7) of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Act 
when transported in mixed loads with 
printed advertising matter, from the 
facilities of the Oklahoma Publishing 
Co., Web Offset Division, at or near Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla., to points in Louisiana. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of that part of Texas on and 

east of a line begining at the Texas- 
Oklahoma State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 81 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 181, thence along U.S. Highway 181 
to the Gulf of Mexico. 

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. E117), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: GREAT WEST¬ 
ERN TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Bo* 
1384, Lufkin, Tex. 75902. Applicant’s 
representative: Joe E. Kinard, 201 W. 
Commerce St., Dallas, Tex. 75208. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Printed adver¬ 
tising matter, and (2) newspaper supple¬ 
ments otherwise exempt from economic 
regulation under Section 203(b) (7) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act when 
transported in mixed loads with printed 
advertising matter, from points in that 
part of Texas on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Texas-Oklahoma State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 81 
to junction U.S. Highway 181, thence 
along U.S. Highway 181 to the Gulf of 
Mexico, to points in New York. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Montgomery County, Kans. 

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. E119), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: GREAT WEST¬ 
ERN TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 
1384, Lufkin, Tex. 75902. Applicant’s 
representative: Joe E. Kinard, 201 W. 
Commerce St., Dallas, Tex. 75208. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) printed adver¬ 
tising matter, and (2) newspaper supple¬ 
ments otherwise exempt from economic 
regulation under section 203(b)(7) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act when 
transported in mixed loads with printed 
advertising matter, from points in that 
part of Texas on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Texas-Oklahoma State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction U.S. Highway 181, thence along 
U.S. Highway 181 to the Gulf of Mexico, 
to points in New Hampshire. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Montgomery County, Kans. 

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. E120), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: GREAT WEST¬ 
ERN TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 
1384, Lufkin, Tex. 75902. Applicant’s 
representative: Joe E. Kinard, 201 W. 
Commerce St., Dallas, Tex. 75208. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Printed adver¬ 
tising matter, and (2) newspaper supple¬ 
ments otherwise exempt from economic 
regulation under section 203(b)(7) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act when 
transported in mixed loads with printed 
advertising matter, from points in that 
part of Texas on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Texas-Oklahoma State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction U.S. Highway 181, thence along 
U.S. Highway 181 to the Gulf of Mexico, 
to points in Vermont. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Montgomery County, Kans. 

By the Commission 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 
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