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FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1975 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 

Volume 40 ■ Number 139 

Pages 30261-30459 

o> 

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. 

IMPAIRMENTS LIST—HEW/SSA clarifies policy for de¬ 
termining disability resulting from alcohol or drug 
addiction; effective 7-18-75...... 30262 

CHECKS AND MONEY ORDERS—NCUA proposes cash¬ 
ing optional fee charge; comments by 8-11-75. 30291 

EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON PROGRAM—USOA/ASCS 
proposal regarding national marketing quota and acre¬ 
age allotment for 1976 crop; comments by 8-14-75 . 30275 

ANTENNA STRUCTURES—FCC prescribes high intensity 
lighting systems; effective 8-22-75. 30263 

PRIVACY ACT—CAB issues proposed rules and announces 
availability of record systems.. 30283 

MEETINGS— 
DOD: Task Force on Export of U.S. Technology: Impli¬ 

cations to U.S. Defense, 8-6-75. 30293 
Task Force on identification Friend, Foe or Neutral, 

8-25-75 . 30293 
Navy: Commandants’ Advisory Committee on Marine 

Corps History, 8-5 through 8-8-75.   30293 
HEW/FDA: Advisory Committee meetings for the month 

of August. 30300 
NIH: Study Section meetings for the month of Sep¬ 
tember. 30304 

Workshop Group on Extracorporeal Treatment of 
Blood. 9-4 and 9-5-75.   30305 

Interion Committee on Energy Conservation, 8-5-75.... 30296 
National Petroleum Council, 8-6-75. 30296 

CAB: Maryland Department of Transportation, 7— 
31-75 .:. 30307 

(Continued inside) 



reminders 
(The Items In this list were editorially ccHnplled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no 

legal significance. Slnoe 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. 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COM¬ 
MISSION—Registration of associated 
persons, trading advisors and pool 
operators. 20614; 5-12-75 

' FC(^—Removal of station identification 
from non-Federal aeronautical naviga¬ 
tion aids. 25461; 6-16-75 

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. 

o 
Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 

holidays), by the CMSce of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 

Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Registrar Act (49 Stat. 600, as amended; 44 UB.C., 

Ch. 15) and the regulatkms of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 

Is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, UB. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.O. 20402. 

The Fxderal Register provides a imlform 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 pubUo Interest. 

The Federal Reoister will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $45 per yefu-, payable 

In advance. The charge for Individual copies Is 76 cents for each Issue, or 76 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 

Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, UB. Government Printing Office, Washington, 

DG. 20402. ^ ~ 

There are no restrictions on the republlcatlon of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 

CRC: State Advisory Committees: 
Colorado, 8-23-75... .. 30309 
Maryland, 8-4-75.  30309 
Michigan, 8-8-75.      30309 
New Mexico, 8-13-75.  30309 

SBA: Atlantic District Advisory Council, 7-23-75 . 30333 

State: U.S./CCITT National Committee, Study Group 5, 
8-8-75 .   30293 

NASA: Atmospheric Sciences Advisory Committee, 7-31 
and 8-1-75.   30327 

NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 
8-4-75 .   30329 

contents 
AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

Rules 
Limitations of handling and ship¬ 

ments: 
Apricots grown in Wash- 30270 
Lemons grown in Calif, and 
Arlz_ 30269 

Limes grown in Florida- 30270 
Irish potatoes grown in Idaho.. 30271 

Proposed Rules 
Expenses and rate of assessment: 

Onions grown in Idaho and 
Oregon_ 30277 

Limitation of handling and ship¬ 
ping: 

Filberts grown in Oreg. and 
Wash_-.  30277 

Olives grown in Cal_ 30274 
Potatoes (Irish) grown in Colo. 30276 

AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Proposed Rules 
Price determination: 

Cotton; 1976 crop, cross refer¬ 
ence _ 30274 

Cotton, extra long staple; 1976 
crojp_ 30274 

Cotton, upland; 1976 crop_ 30275 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Agricultural Stabilization 
and Ckinservatlon Service; Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation. 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

Proposed Rules 
Privacy Act of 1974; implementa¬ 

tion of_ 30283 
Notices 
Fare Investigations; local service 

class subsidy rate_ 30306 
Hearings, etc.: 

Allegheny Airlines, Inc_ 30307 
Hawaiian Airlines, Inc_ 30307 
Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd_ 30308 

Meeting: 
Maryland Department of Trans¬ 

portation _ 30307 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

Notices 
Meetings, State advisory commit¬ 

tees: 
Colorado_c_ 30309 
Maryland___ 30309 
Michigan_:_  30309 
New Mexico_ 3030# 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Rules 
Excepted service: 

Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission_ 30269 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 
See Domestic and International 

Business Administration. 

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 
Proposed Rules 
Price determination: 

Cotton: 1976 crop__ 30283 

CUSTOMS SERVICE 
Notices 
Cartman’s license: 

Tempo Trucking and Transfer 
Corp.; revocation_ 30293 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
See also Navy Department. 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Science Board, task force, etc. 
(2 dociunents)_ 30293 

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
Export privileges, actions affect¬ 

ing: 
Information Magentics, Inc. et 
al__ 30297 

EDUCATION OFFICE 
Notices 
Ai^llcations and proposals closing ' 

date: 
Cooperative Education Pro¬ 

gram _ 30297 
Teacher Corps Projects_ 30298 

Vocational education: 
Tentative priorities for fiscal 

year 1976 for exemplary pro¬ 
grams and projects_ 30297 

EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
Minimum wages for Federal and 

federally-assisted construction; 
g^eral wage determination de¬ 
cisions, modifications, and su¬ 
persedeas decislcms_«. 30381 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Trespassing <m Administraticm 
property; revocation of notices. 30311 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Proposed Rules 
Air quality implementation plans: 
Iowa_ 30287 
Kansas_ 30288 

Pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultmral commodities; toler¬ 
ances and exemptions, etc.; inert 
ingredients in pesticide formu¬ 
lations _ 30289 

Notices 
Air quality implementation plans: 

C^ifomia; waiver of F^eral 
pre-emption_ 30311 

Pesticide chemicals, tolerances, 
etc.; petitions: 

Uniroyal CThemical_ 30314 
Pesticide registrations: 
Applications_  30315 

Pesticides, specific exemptions and 
experimental use permits: 

South Dakota State University; 
toxaphene for control of cut¬ 
worms _ 30316 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COUNCIL 
Notices 
Environmental statements: 
Availability_ 30309 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 
Antenna structures; high inten¬ 

sity lighting- 30263 
Proposed Rules 
FM broadcast stations; table of 

assignments: 
Montana _ 30290 

Multiple ownership of standard 
FM television broadcast stations 
and cross-ownership of cable 
television systems_ 30291 

Notices 
Hearings, etc.: ~ 

Aeronautical Radio, Inc_ 30317 
Henderson Broadcasting Co., 

Inc., et al_ 30317 
New Mexico Broadcasting Co., 
Inc- 30318 

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION' 

Notices 
Disaster areas: 

North Dakota_ 30305 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Notices 
Agreements filed, etc.: 

Pacific Straits Ckmference_ 30326 
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CONTENTS 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 
Applications, etc.: 

Allied Bancshares. Inc-- 30326 
Downs Bancshares, Inc_ 30326 
Texas Commerce Banc^iares, 
Inc_ 30327 

FISH AND WiLOUFE SERVICE 
Rules 
Migratory bird hunting; open 

season dates for Puerto Rico— 30268 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Advisory Committees- 30300 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
Notices 
Regulatory reports review: 

Proposals, approvals, etc- 30327 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Procurement_ 30439 
Property management_ 30263 

HEALTH. EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Education Office; Food 
and Drug Administration; Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health; So¬ 
cial Security Administration. 

Notices 
Organization, fimctions, and au¬ 

thority delegations: 
Education Office_ 30300 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Federal Dissister Assist¬ 
ance Administration: Interstate 
Land Sales Registration Office. 

Notices 
Authority delegations: 

Assistant Secretary, Policy De¬ 
velopment and Research and 
Community Planning and 
Development_ 30306 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
See also Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Mines Bureau; National Pai^ 
Service. 

Notices 
Meetings: 

Energy Conservation Commit¬ 
tee _ 30296 
National Petroleum Council_ 30296 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Rules 
Boxcars: 

Substitution of stockcars_ 30267 
Car service orders: 

Chicago, Rock Island and Pa¬ 
cific Railroad Co_ 30267 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co_ 30268 
Notices 
Abandonment of service: 

Chicago ti North Western 
Transportation Co_ 30339 

Southern Railway Co_ 30340 
Car service exemptions (2 docu¬ 

ments) _ 30340 

Fourth section applications for 
reUef_S035S 

Hearing assignments_ 30361 
Motor carriers: 

Irregular route property car¬ 
riers; gateway elimination_ 30341 

Temporary authority applica¬ 
tions (2 documents)_ 30354, 30357 

Rerouting of traffic: 
Association of American Rail¬ 

roads (2 documents)_ 30340 

INTERSTATE LAND SALES REGISTRATION 
OFFICE 

Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 

Olympic Heights_ 30305 
Port Mardi Gras_ 30305 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 
See also Employment Standards 

Administration; Manpower Ad¬ 
ministration; Wage and Hour 
Division. 

Notices 
Adjustment assistance: 

Borg-Wamer Corp_ 30333 
Electro-Motive Corp_ 30334 
Harley-Davldson, Inc_ 30334 
Ion Capacitor Corp_ 30334 
Martin Marietta Aerospace_ 30334 
Rosia Shoe Corp_ 30335 
Singer Co_ 30335 
SKF Industries, Inc_ 30336 
Warwick Electronic, Inc_ 30336 
V-M Corp_  30336 

MANPOWER ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Employment transfer and business 

competition determinations; im¬ 
plications _ 30333 

MINES BUREAU 
Notices 
Environmental statement: 

Surface Subsidence Control in 
Mining Regions_ 30294 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
Meeting: 

Atmospheric Sciences Advisory 
Committee_ 30327 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 
CcMnpensation of officials_ 30261 
Payment or amortization of loans. 30261 
Proposed Rules 
Checks and money orders; fee 

charge option for cashing- 30291 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
Notices 
Committees establishment and re¬ 

newals: 
Arteriosclerosis and Hyperten¬ 

sion Advisory Committee, et 
al___ 30304 

Meetings: 
Allergy <c Immunology Study 

Group et al- 30304 
Extracorporeal Treatment oi 

Blood Workshop Group_ 30305 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices 
Authority delegations: 

Administrative Assistants (2 
documents)_ 30294. 30295 

Administrative Officers (4 docu¬ 
ments) _ 30294, 30295 

Administrative Services Assist¬ 
ant .  30294 

Certain officials; Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park_ 30295 

Superintendents, et al.; Mid-At¬ 
lantic Region_ 30295 

Superintendents, et al.; Midwest 
Region - 30295 

Superintendents, et al.; South¬ 
west Region_ 30296 

Meetings: 
Golden Gate National Recrea- 
' tion Area Advisory Commis¬ 
sion _ 30296 

Public workshops: 
Fire Island National Seashore.. 30294 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 
Membership nominations: 

National Science Board_ 30327 

NAVY DEPARTMENT 
Notices 
Meeting: 

Historical Program of the Ma¬ 
rine Corps, Commandant’s 
Advisory Committee_ 30293 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards _ 30329 

Applications, etc.: 
Florida Power and Light Co.„. 30328 
Philadelphia E3ectric Co. (2 
documents)_ 30328 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 

A. P. Montgomery & Co., Inc., 
et al-.   30330 

BBI, Inc_ 30330 
Owens-Illinois, Inc_ 30330 
Royal Properties, Inc_ 30330 

Rules of National Securities 
Exchanges_ 30332 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Charges and interest rates- 30261 
Proposed Rules 
Small business size standards: 

Small business definition for the 
purpose of bidding on govern¬ 
ment procurements for prod¬ 
ucts classified In SIC 2026, 
fiuid milk_ 30292 

. Notices 
License application: 

Constructa Investment Inc_ 30332 
Meeting: 

Atlanta District Advisory Coun¬ 
cil cancellation_ 30333 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Health insurance for aged and dis¬ 

abled: 
Listing of impairments_ 30262 
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CONTENTS 

STATE DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Authority delegations: 
Deputy Director General of the 

Foreign Service; correction__ 30293 
Meeting: 

International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative Com¬ 
mittee; Study Group 5, U.S. 
National Committee_ 30293 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
Sc^Customs Service. 

WAGE AND HOUR DIVISION 
Notices 
Employment of learners at special 

minimum wages; certificates  30337 
Employment of full-time students 

at institutions of higher educa¬ 
tion at subminimum wages; cer¬ 
tificates _ 30337 

list of cfr ports affected 
The following numorical 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. 

5 CFR ' 
213_   30269 

7 CFR 
910 .—__ 30269 
911 _   30270 
922__  30270 
945_   30271 
Proposed Rules; 

722 (3 documents)_ 30274, 30275 
932_   30275 
948-_.     30276' 
968_ 30277 
982_   30277 
1427.    30283 

13 CFR 
120_   30261 
Proposed Rules: 
121____   30292 

14 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 
310a_ 30283 
385_. 30283 

20 CFR 
404_   30262 

34 CFR 
233_ 30263 

40 CFR 
Proposed Rules: 
52 (2 documents)_ 30287, 30288 
180__•___ 30289 

41 CFR 
1-1_ 30440 
1-4_ 30440 
1-16_ 30440 

47 CFR 
17_    30263 
Proposed Rules: 
73 <2 documents)_ 30290, 30291 
76_ 30291 

12 CFR 
701 (2 documents)_ 30261 
Proposed Rules: 
701_-_....30291 

49 CFR 
1033 (3 documents)_ 30267, 30268 

50 CFR 
20_____ 30268 
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CUMUUTIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—JULY 

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 July. 

1 CFR 7 CFR—Continued 10 CFR 
305_ 27925 
310-.   27925 

3 CFR 1 

Proclamations: 
4381.  27637 
Executive Orders: 
2909 (Revoked by PLO 5510)_ 27939 
5277 (Revoked by PLO 5507)_ 27859 
5481 (Revoked by PLO 5507)_ 27659 

4 CFR 

54_ 27929 

5 CFR 

213-.   27639, 
27640, 27929, 28047. 28445, 28806, 
29067, 29811, 29812, 30086, 30269 

307_ 28445 
551_ 27640 
731_  28047 

7 CFR 

6.. 
26_ 
246_ 
271 _ 
272 _ 
275_ 
722_ 
760_ 
780_ 
908_ 
910 _ 
911 _ 
915 _ 
916 _ 
917 _ 
922_ 
930_ 
944_ 
945—.. 
967__ 
999_ 
1033_ 
1064_ 
1131_ 
1408_ 
1427_ 
1438_ 
1446__ 
1464_ 
1822—.— 
1823_ 
1843_ 
1964_ 

Proposed Rules 
29_ 

• 722_ 
728_ 
775_ 
911_ 
915 _ 
916 _ 
917 _ 
923_ 
930_ 

_ 29261 
__ 28785 
__ 27930 
28786, 29531, 29701 
_ 28786 
_ 29531 
_ 28601 
.  29067 
_ 27641 
28460, 29068, 3O091 
28461, 29261, 30269 
28462, 29262, 30270 
28048, 29068, 29812 
_ 28462 
..27930, 28601 
_ 30270 
_27931, 28602 
_ 29812 
_ 30271 
_ 29534 
_ 29262 
.. 30087 
_ 27641 
_ 27642, 30087 
_ 29069 
_ 30092 
_ 29813 
_ 28787 
_ 28603, 28788 
_ 28463, 29263 
_ 29263 
_ 27931 
_ 27641 

_ 29880 
30274, 30275 
. 28093 
_ 28093 
^_ 28614 
28090, 28614 
_ 28090 
29087, 29881 
__ 29881 
_ 29553 

Proposed Ruucs—Continued 
932-.   30275 
946 _ 29725 
947 _ 29726 
948 .  30276 
958-. 28091, 30277 
980__— 28091, 29725 
982. — 30277 
989_ 27691 
1007_ 30119 
1030. 29296, 30019 
1032_ 28618, 30019 
1040_ 30119 
1046.   28465, 30019 
1049 .... . 30119 
1050 _ 30119 
1060 _  , 30119 
1061 _  30119 
1062 _ 28618, 30119 
1063 .   30119 
1064 _ 30119 
1065 _ 30119 
1068 .  30119 
1069 _ 30119 
1070 _   30119 
1071 _  30119 
1073_ 30119 
1076_  30119 
1078 .   30119 
1079 .  30119 
1090_   30119 
1094_  30119 
1096 _ 30119 
1097 _  30119 
1098-.  30119 
1099.   28807, 30119 
1102—*_  30119 
1104. — 30119 
1106_  30119 
1108_  30119 
1120_ 30119 
1131 _ 30119 
1132 _ 30119 
1138 .  30119 
1139 __•-_ 30119 
1201_ 28092, 28093 
1421_  28094 
1427_  30283 
1464-_    27691 
1701. 29087-29088, 30125 
1822_  28094, 29300 

205-.   28446 
211 .. 28446, 30030 
212 _ 28447, 28448, 28637, 30030 
303..  28420 
309..._•_ 28420 
860_    28789 
Rulings: 
1975-7_ 30037 
1975-8_   30037 
10 CFR—Continued 

Proposed Rules : 

70.   30133 
205_   28481 
206-.  28481 
212—.. 28447, 28448, 28637 
213_ 28481, 28487 

11 CFR 
Ch, H—__ 28578 
Proposed Rules: 

Ch. H-_  28579 

12 CFR 

11-    30038 
226_ 30085 
308-.-_  28048 
339_^.   27931 
400- 28449 
531_   29702 
561_ 29069 
563_  29703 
584__-... 29703 
701.-. 30261 
760.—.    29264 

Proposed Rules: 

14_—__ 29724 
204-_  29732 
217..-. 28644, 29732 
329—.  28099, 28100 
505a_ 29729 
544 _   28638 
545 _   28638 
546 _27953, 28640 
555_   28641 
563. 27954, 28643 
571..—.— 29093 
701_ 30291 

8 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

212___ 28614 

9 CFR 

13 CFR 
120 _ 30261 
121 __— 28603 
305_   29070 
313...— 29704 
315_   29265 
Proposed Rules: 

56.   30098 
76.    29701 
83_ 27642 
97_ 27643 
381.  29549 

Proposed Rules: 
92—. 28807, 29728 ‘ 
101_ 28621 
112__- 28621 
113.. 28621, 30126 
114—. 28621 

121_ 29899, 30292 

14 CFR 
21_>.-.. 28603 
39__ 27643, 

27644, 28075, 28604-28605, 29269, 
27270, 27272, 29549, 29704, 29814, 
29815 

71-.— 28076, 
26077, 28790, 29272, 29273, 29550- 
29551, 30099 

/ 
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14 CFR—ContiniMd 
73.  29552 
75_ 27644, 28077 
91_ 29704 
95_   30099 
97_ 28606, 29070, 30106 
129_ 29273 
211_ 28077 
217__  28078 
288—. 28078, 28450 
296 _ 28079 
297 _  28087 
Ch. m.30106 
399. - 28087 
416.  28095 
Proposed Rules: 
1. 29410 
21. 29410 
23. 29410 
25.   29410 
27—...— 29410 
29..-.— 29410 
31.    29410 
33.;.— 29410 
35. 29410 
39. 28096, 29301, 30126 
43.   29410 
45. 29410 
71_  28628, 

29302, 29728,30127,30128 
75..28096, 28097, 28628 
91. 28628, 29089, 29410 
93.   28629 
121__. 29410 
221. 28489, 30128 
310a.   30283 
385 _  30283 

15 CFR 
377_i.. 29705 
1300.— 29534 

16 CFR 
13. 
302.. 
1031. 

Proposed Rules : 
257. 
437. 
444-. 
701. 
702_. 
703—. 
1016—. 

27932, 28050 
_ 27932 
27934, 29815 

28489 
29892 

>29892 
29892 
29894 

. 29896 
29092 

17 CFR 

1-. 
17 . 
18 . 
240.. 
270.. 
275. 
Proposed Rules: 

29085, 30106, 30107 
.  29795 
. 29795 
.   29795 
. 27644 
. 27644 

1. 
230. 
2.^9 _ 

. 29090-29091 
_ 29306, 29899 
_ _ _ _ _ _ 2flftflfl 

240. 
249. 

_ 29306, 29809 
. 29899 

18 CFR 

3-.1—. 
260. 

.. 27645, 29275 

. 27645 

Proposed Rules: 
2.. 
141. 
. 29304 
_ 29305 

19 CFR 

1_ 27934 
127_ 28790 
133_ 28790 
Proposed Rules: 

24. 28807 

20 CFR 

401_ 27648 
404 .  29071-29072, 30262 
405 _ 28016, 28052, 29706, 29815 
422. 27648 

Proposed Rules: 

401.  28810 
404 _ 29071-29072, 30262 
405 . 27782, 28810 

.21 CFR 

1.— 

2. 
8-. 
27. 
121. 
229—. 
431.. 
510.. 
522... 
556. 
558_. 
561_ 
610__ 
640. 
660. 
701. 
1250_ 
1308—.. 
1401__ 

Proposed Rules 
80_. 
125. 
310. 
950 . 
951 . 
952 _ 
1020. 
1304. 

_ 28582 
..  29817 
. 29817 
. 28791 
29073, 29534, 30108 
.. 28610 
.. 28052 
27651, 28791, 29535 
_ 28792 
. 28792 
.  27651 
—.— 29706 
.— 29706 
. 29711 
. 29711 
. 28451 
. 30108 
_ 28611 
_ 27821 

.. 29089 

.. 29089 
27796, 28587 
_ 29554 
.. 29554 
.. 29554 
_ 28095 
_ 30117 

22 CFR 

26 CFR 
I _ 29826, 29839 
II _ 29535 
53... 29842 

Proposed Rules: 
I .  27943, 

28101, 28613, 29290, 29296, 29553, 
29871,29874 

II . 28101 
301. 29874 

27 CFR 
194. 30113 
Proposed Rules: 
4—. 30117 
5. 29866 

29 CFR 
94. 
97. 
727.. 
1952_ 
Proposed Rules: 

570_ 
1902_ 
1907_ 
2604_. 

30 CFR 
Proposed. Rules: 

250-. 
251.. 

. 28980 

. 28980 

. 28064 
27655, 28472, 28792 

28814 
27946 
27691 
29555 

30119 
30119 

.31 CFR 
1—.—-. 29290 
345. 29846 
347 .     29846 
348 .  29847 

32 CFR 
641__ 
1712_-. 
1801.. 
1807. 
1812—.. 

33 CFR 
3__ 
127_. 

Proposed Rules: 
207... 30118 

27936 
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TKIe 12—Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER VII—NATIONAL CREDIT 
UNION ADMINISTRATION 

PART 701—ORGANIZATION AND OPERA¬ 
TIONS OF FEDERAL CREDIT UNIONS 

Payment of Amortization of Loans 

On pages 24205-24206 of the June 5, 
1975, etUtion of the Federal Register 
(40 FR 24205-24206) there was pub¬ 
lish^ a proposal to amend Part 701 (12 
(TFR 701). The purposes of the proposed 
amendment are (1) to update the section 
in light of the December 31, 1974, 
amendment to section 107(5) of the Fed¬ 
eral (Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C. 1757 
(5)) related to loans made in accordance 
with section 2(b) of the National Hous¬ 
ing Act and section 1819 of Title 38. 
United States Code, and (ii) to incor¬ 
porate provisions regarding insured stu¬ 
dent loans made in accordance with 
§ 701.25 (12 CFR 701.25). Interested per¬ 
sons were given imtil June 30, 1975, to 
submit written comments, suggestions 
and objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. After considering com¬ 
ments submitted by interested parties, 
the proposed amendment, as set forth 
below, is hereby adopted without change. 

Effective date. This amendment is ef¬ 
fective immediately. 

Herman Nickerson, Jr., 
Administrator. 

July 10, 1975. 

S 701.21 Paymriit or aiuorti/.uliun of 
loaiiH. 

# « • • • 

(g) (1) Secured loans made for pe¬ 
riods in excess of S years but not exce^- 
Ing 10 years shall not be'made for nor¬ 
mal consumer-type purchases and ex¬ 
penditures. Examples of extraordinary 
purposes for which loans, with maturi¬ 
ties in excess of 5 years but not exceed¬ 
ing 10 years, may be granted Include 
hmne Improvements, the purchase of 
mobile and seasonal h(Hnes, v(x:ational 
and higher education, and other similar 
large-cost undertakings. In general, the 
terms, maturities, and conditions of se¬ 
cured loans made by a Federal credit 
union for longer than 5 years shall be 
In accord with the prevailing lending 
practices (with respect to the purpose ot 
the loan) in the area being served by 
the credit union. 

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (g)(1) of this section, and to 
the extent that the board of directors, by 
resolution, approves, a loan which is in¬ 
sured or guaranteed pursuant to (1) 
Title rv, Part B, of the Higher Educa¬ 
tion Act of 1965, as amended (as it re¬ 
lates to Insured loans to students and as 

set forth in §701.25), (ii) section 2(b) 
of the National Housing Act (as it re¬ 
lates to insured loans for home improve¬ 
ments, mobile homes and related areas 
under the provisions of FHA-Title 1), 
or (iii) section 1819 of Title 38, United 
States Code (as it relates to guaranteed 
loans to eligible veterans for mobile 
home purchase and related areas under 
the provisions of the Veterans Housing 
Act) may be made to members with ma¬ 
turity limitations as specified in those 
statutory references and regulations is¬ 
sued thereunder: Provided. That the 
credit union has been qualified as a 
lender under the respective legislative 
provisions. 

(3) Loans granted pursuant to the 
statutory references cited in paragraph 
(g)(2) of this section must be in full 
compliance with all applicable provi¬ 
sions of those statutes and regulations 
issued thereunder, including any require¬ 
ments to record liens on relate collat¬ 
eral. Furthermore, where insurance ob¬ 
tained under the statutory provisions 
cited in paragraphs (g) (2)(i) and (2) 
(ii) of this section is accepted as secu¬ 
rity for a loan, the Credit Committee, 
nonetheless, has the responsibility to as¬ 
certain that the interest of the credit 
union is, in fact, adequately protected 
and to assure itself of the creditworthi¬ 
ness of the borrower. 
(S«c. 120, 73 Stat. 635 (12 UA.C. 1766), and 
sec. 209, 84 Stat. 1014 (12 U.S.C. 1789)) 

|FR DOC.7S 18686 FUed 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

PART 701—ORGANIZATION AND OPERA¬ 
TION OF FEDERAL CREDIT UNIONS 

Compensation of Officials 

On pages 24755-24756 of the June 10, 
1975, edition of the Federal Register (40 
FR 24755-24756) there was published a 
proposal to amend Part 701 (12 CFR Part 
701). The proposed revision is necessi¬ 
tated by the recent amendment to section 
111 of the Federal Credit Union Act (12 
U.S.C. 1761). Interested persons were 
given until June 30,1975, to submit writ¬ 
ten comments, suggestions stnd objec¬ 
tions regarding the proposed revision. 
After considering comments submitted 
by interested parties, the proposed revi¬ 
sion, as set forth below, is hereby adopted 
without change. 

Effective date. This revision is effective 
immediately. 

Herman Nickerson, Jr.. 
Administrator. 

July 10.1975. 

§ 701.33 CfHnpcnsatioii of officials. 

(a) With the exception of the treas¬ 
urer, no director or member of a credit 

committee or supervisory committee may 
receive compensation for performing the 
duties or responsibilities of the board or 
committee position to which the person 
was elected or appointed. 

(b) Fbr purposes of this section, the 
term "compensation” specifically ex¬ 
cludes (1) reasonable and proper costs 
Incurred by or on behalf of an official 
(whether on a reimbursement basis or 
paid directly by the credit union) in car¬ 
rying out the responsibilities of the posi¬ 
tion to which the person was elects or 
appointed; and (2) reasonable health 
and accident and related types of per¬ 
sonal insurance protection supplied for 
the above officials at the expense of the 
credit unicxi: Provided, That such insur¬ 
ance protection shall exclude life insur¬ 
ance. shall be limited to areas of risk, 
including accidental death and dismem¬ 
berment, to which the official is exposed 
by virtue of carrying out the duties or 
responsibilities of his or her credit imlon 
position and shall cease Immediately 
when the Insured person leaves office 
without providing residual benefits other 
than from pending claims, if any. 
(Sec. 120, 73 Stat. 635 (12 U.S.C. 1766) and 
Sec. 209, 84 Stat. 1014 (12 U.S.C. 1789)) 

[FR Doc.75-18684 Piled 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

Title 13—Business Credit and Assistance 

CHAPTER I—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Rev. 6, Amdt. 4] 

PART 120—BUSINESS LOAN POLICY 

Charges and Interest Rates 

The Small Business Administration 
(SBA) is amending its business loan pol¬ 
icy regulations to provide that (1) the 
Interest rate on its direct loans and 
share of immediate p>articlpation loans 
shall be estaUlshed in accordance with 
the statutory formula set forth in the 
Small Business Act, as amended, and (2) 
when SBA purchases its share of a loan 
from a participating financial institu¬ 
tion. the rate of Interest to the borrower 
on such SBA share shall be the same as 
that cited in the original note, except 
that, on a loan with a fluctuating interest 
rate, the Interest charged by SBA shall 
be at that rate in effect at the time of 
default or of purchase, whichever af>- 
pUes to the particular case. ITiese regu¬ 
lations are also being am«ided to remove 
the celling of 8 peremt per annum on the 
Interest rate for computing the payment 
of accrued Interest to a participating 
lender upon SBA purdiase ot its guaran¬ 
teed share of a hxm. 

This amendment will bring SBA busi¬ 
ness loan p(^ey regulations into con¬ 
formity with sections 3 and 8 of Pub. L. 
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93-386, approved August 23. 1974. 
amending Uie Small Btislness Act. m 
that the material contained herein con¬ 
forms to Pub. L. 93-386, the relevant pro¬ 
visions of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 553) requiring notice of 
pr(gx)sed rulemaking, opportimity for 
public participation, and delay in effec¬ 
tive date are inapplicable. However, any 
comments on this amendment may be 
submitted to the Associate Administrator 
for Finance and Investment, Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration, 1441 L Street. NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20416. Until such time 
as further changes are made on the basis 
of the comments thus received, or other¬ 
wise, S 120.3(b) (2) as set forth herein¬ 
after shall remain in effect. 

Effective date. Amendment 4 to Revi¬ 
sion 6 of Part 120 shall be effective on 
September 1,1975. 

Pursuant to the authority of 72 Stat. 
387, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 636, sec. 5. 
72 Stat. 385, 15 U.S.C. 634, Part 120 of 
Chapter I of Title 13 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is hereby amended 
by revising § 120.3(b) (2) thereof to read 
asfc^ows: 

§ 120.3 Terms and conditions of busi¬ 
ness loans and guarantees. 

• • • • • 
(b) Charges and interest rates. • • * 
(2) Interest, (i) The rate of interest 

oa direct loans and on SBA’s share of 
Immediate participation loans is estab¬ 
lished by the statutory formula set forth 
in section 7(a) (4) of the Small Business 
Act, as amended. 

(ii) Subject to the approval of SBA, a 
participating financial institution may 
establish such rate of interest on its share 
of an immediate participation loan as 
sha.li be legal and reasoi^le. A lending 
institution may be given the option of 
utilizing a fiuctuating rate of interest on 
Its share of an immediate participation 
loan. The fiuctuations may occiu* no more 
than semiannually, and must rise or fall 
on the same basis. 

(iii) Subject to the approval of SBA, 
the Interest rate on guaranteed loans 
may be established by the participating 
financial Institution at a rate that shall 
be legal and reasonable. Subject to the 
above guidelines, lending institutions 
may be given the option of utilizing a 
fiuctuating rate of interest. The fiuctua¬ 
tions may occur no more than semi¬ 
annually, and must rise or fall cm the 
same basis. 

(iv) From time to tkne SBA may pub¬ 
lish in the Federal Register notices of 
the maximum rates acceptable to SBA 
under the immediate participation and 
guaranty loan programs. 

(v) When SBA purchases its share of a 
loan, the rate of interest to the borrower 
cm SBA’s share shall be the same as the 
rate of interest provided in the note. On 
those loans with a fiuctuating interest 
rate, the Interest charged by SBA shall 
be at that rate in effect at the time of 
default where a default has occurred, or 
at that rate in effect at the time of pur¬ 
chase where no default has occurrecL 

(vl) When SBA purchases its guaran¬ 
teed share, its payment of accrued inter¬ 

est to tile date ot purchase shall be at the 
rate ot Interest provided in the note. On 
those loans with a fiuctiuting Interest 
rate, the SBA’s payment of accrued in¬ 
terest shall be at that rate in effect at 
the time of default where a default has 
occurred, or at that rate in effect at the 
time of pmchase where no default has 
occurred. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No. 69.012, Small Business Loans) 

Dated: July 10,1975. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(PR Doc.75-18689 PUed 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

Title 20—Employees’ Benefits 

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

(Reg. No. 4] 

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

Subpart P—Rights and Benefits Based on 
Disability 

Listing of Impairments 

On August 30, 1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
31648) a notice of proposed rulemaking 
with imoposed amendments to the regu¬ 
lations in Subpart P of Regulations No. 
4 relating to clarification concerning de¬ 
terminations as to disability in the pres¬ 
ence of a condition diagnosed or defined 
as addiction to alcohol or drugs. Hie pur¬ 
pose of the proposed amendments to the 
regulations is to make unequivocally 
clear what has been the Social Security 
Administration policy from the beginning 
of the Disability Insurance program, i.e., 
the presence of a condition diagnosed as 
addiction to alcohol or drugs will not by 
itself, be the basis for a finding that the 
individual is or is not under a disability. 
As with any other condition, the deter¬ 
mination as to disability in such in¬ 
stances shall be based on signs, symp¬ 
toms, and laboratory findings. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
within which to submit data, views, or 
arguments. The comment period has 
elapsed and six letters of comment were 
received in response to the proposals. 
There follows a discussion of the com¬ 
ments. 

One writer objected to the elimination 
of reference to “irreversible organ dam¬ 
age’’ from section 12.04 of the Listing of 
Impairments on the basis that it will be 
interpreted as a reliucation of disability 
requirements for drug addicts and alco¬ 
holics. Another w'liter endorsed the 
change. 

As the preamble stated when the no¬ 
tice of proposed rule making was pub¬ 
lished, the changes are intended only to 
clarify the regulations and not in any 
way change their effect upon disability 
claimants with a condition diagnosed or 
defined as addiction to alccdiol or drugs. 
In proposing these changes, we consid¬ 
ered the possibility that the elimination 
of the specific reference to “irreversible 

organ damage’’ from section 12.04 could 
be misinterpreted as a liberalization. We 
continue to feel that, on balance, its 
retention was subject to greater mis¬ 
interpretation. 

The intent of this particular listing 
criterion has been frequently misunder¬ 
stood. By some, it was considered a bar 
to finding drug addicts or alcoholics dis¬ 
abled, regardless of the true severity of 
Impairment or impairments present. 
Others erroneously concluded that se¬ 
verity of impairment was based solely 
on the diagnosis of addictive dependence 
on alcohol or drugs in the presence of 
slight irreversible organ damage. In fact, 
in all disability claims, including those 
involving drug addiction and alcoholism, 
the sum total of impairment or impair¬ 
ments must be considered. 

One writer commented that it was not 
“unequivocally clear” to him what signs, 
symptoms, and laboratory findings are 
sufficient to determine disability. An¬ 
other writer suggested a separate listing 
section for alcoholism and drug addic¬ 
tion to highlight the requirements. 

These suggestions tend to isolate the 
issue of determining disability in the 
presence of a condition diagnosed or de¬ 
fined as addiction to alcohol or drugs 
from the issue of determining disability 
in the presence of other conditions. Our 
past experience has taught us that such 
isolation leads to greater misunderstand¬ 
ing, not clarification. In order to avoid 
such misimderstandlng, the terms “drug 
addiction and alcoholism” are added to 
the examples of “functional nonpsy- 
chotic disorders” covered by the require¬ 
ments of the entire Listing section 12.04. 
However, in drug addiction and alcohol¬ 
ism one might expect impairments not 
only in the psychiatric sphere but also 
in other areas such as internal medicine 
and neurology. Therefore, in determin¬ 
ing whether a drug addict or alcoholic is 
disabled, it is, in fact, necessary to con¬ 
sider all listings involved and to deter¬ 
mine whether any listing is met or 
equaled, alone or in combination; or 
whether disability may be established on 
the basis of an impairment or impair¬ 
ments of lesser severity in conjunction 
with appropriate vocational factors. 

Two writers objected to the statement 
in § 404.1506 that addiction to alcohol or 
drugs, by itself, was not to be the basis 
for finding an individual disabled. They 
recommended that medical certification 
of alcoholism or drug addiction be sub¬ 
stituted for signs, symptoms, and labo¬ 
ratory findings of impairment. Another 
writer similarly recommended against 
the adoption of a regulation that did not 
recognize and focus on “the immediate 
effects that excessive use of alcohol or 
drugs may have on an individual’s ability 
to engage in substantial gainful employ¬ 
ment.” 

The primary purpose of these changes 
in the regulation is to make it clear that 
individuals with conditions diagnosed or 
defined as addiction to alcohol or drugs 
will be treated no differently than indi¬ 
viduals without such conditions. In no 
case is disability based on “certification” 
or on the Immediate temporary effects 
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of a condition. In order to Insure equi¬ 
table treatment of all applicants, it Is 
imperative that, as with any other con¬ 
dition, the determination as to disability 
in the presence of addiction be based on 
signs, symptoms, and laboratory findings. 

Accordingly, the proposed amend¬ 
ments are adopted, without change, as 
set forth below. 
(Secs. 206, 223, and 1102 of the Social Secu¬ 
rity Act, as amended; 53 Stat. 1368, as 
amended, 70 Stat. 816, as amended, 49 Stat. 
647, as amended; (42 U.S.C. 405, 423, 1302)) 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall be effective on July 18,1975. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.802, Social Security Disability 
Insurance) 

Dated; June 26,1975. 

J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner o/ Social Security. 

Approved: July 14,1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Secretary of Health, 

Education, and Welfare. 

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

1. Section 404.1506 is amended by 
adding a new paragraph (d) to read as 
follows. 

§ 404.1506 Listing of iinpuiniicnts in 
appendix. 

• « • • * 
(d> The presence of a condition diag¬ 

nosed or defined as addiction to alcohol 
or drugs will not, by itself, be the basis 
for a finding that an Individual is or is 
not under a disability. As with any 
other condition, the determination as to 
disability in such instances shall be 
based on symptoms, signs, and labora¬ 
tory findings. 

2. Section 12.04 of the Appendix (List¬ 
ing of Impairments) to l^bpart P is 
revised to read as follows: 

12.04 Functional nonpsychotic disorders 
(psyehophysiologie, pstfchoneurotic and per¬ 
sonality disorders, drug addiction and al¬ 
coholism). UaolXested by marked restric- 
tloa of daUy activities and constriction of 
interests and deterioration in personal hab¬ 
its xnd seriously impaired ability to relate 
to other people and persistence of one of the 
following: 

A. Demonstrable structural changes me¬ 
diated through psychophysiological chan¬ 
nels (e.g., duodenal ulcer); or 

B. Becurrent and persistent periods of 
anxiety, with tension, apprehension, and 
Interference with concentration and mem¬ 
ory; or 

C. Persistent depressive affect with insom¬ 
nia, loss of weight, and suicidal ideation; or 

D. Phobic or obsessive ruminations with 
Inappropriate, bizarre, or disruptive behavior; 
or 

E. Compulsive, ritualistic behavior; or 
F. Persistent functional dlstimbancc of vi¬ 

sion, q>eech, hearing, or use of a Umb with 
demonstrable structiu'al or trophic changes; 
or 

O. Long-lasting, habitual, and inappro¬ 
priate patterns of behavior manifested by one 
of the fidlowlng: 

1. Sacluslveness and autistic thinking; or 
a. Antisocial or amoral behavior (Including 

pathologic sexuality) manifested by: (a) in¬ 

ability to learn from experience and inability 
to conform with accq>ted social standards, 
leading to repeated conflicts with society or 
authority and (b) by psychopathology docu¬ 
mented by mental status examination and 
the results of appropriate, standardized psy¬ 
chological tests; or 

3. Pathologically inappropriate suspicious¬ 
ness or hostUlty manifested by psychopath¬ 
ology documented by mental status examina¬ 
tion and the results of appropriate, standard¬ 
ized psychological tests. 

(FBDoc.75-18691 Filed 7-17-75,8:46 am] 

Title 34—Government Management 

CHAPTER II—OFFICE OF FEDERAL MAN¬ 
AGEMENT POLICY, GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER C—PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

I PMC 74^8, Supp. 1] 

PART 233—GUIDI.I.INES FOR AGENCY 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE UNIFORM 
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND REAL 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION POLICIES ACT 
OF 1970, PUBUC LAW 91-646 

Annual Report 

This document revises chapter 9, ap¬ 
pendix A, to Part 233 (Federal Manage¬ 
ment Circular 74-8, Guidelines for 
agency implementation of the Uniform 
Relocaticm Assistance and Real Prop¬ 
erty Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, 
Pub. L. 91-646 dated October 4, 1974). 
'Rie purpose of this revision is to sim¬ 
plify tile annual report to require only 
submission of essential data. The De¬ 
partment of Justice has requested the 
General Services Administration to ad¬ 
vise the Federal agencies that the elimi¬ 
nation of the requirement to report ra¬ 
cial and ethnic data in no way relieves 
them or their grantees of re^nslbility 
for maintaining racial and ethnic data 
on relocatees to the extent required by 
Title VI of the CivU Rights Act of 19(;4. 
other sqipllcable Federal law, and Execu¬ 
tive Order 11512. 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive July 3,1975.. 

Dated; July 3.1975. 

Dwight A. Ink, 
Acting Administrator 

of Oeneral Services. 
Chapter 9 of Appendix A to Part 233 

is revised as follows: 
Chaptxx 9—Annual Beport 

9.1 Geueral. 
9.2 Submission to General Services Admin¬ 

istration. 
9.3 Wcdver of assurance of replacement 

bousing. 
9.4 Statistical data. 
9.6 Beports control. 
9.6 Availability of OSA Form 2997. 

Figure 9.4. Annual Beport on Belocetion and 
Beal Property Acquisition Activities, 
OSA Form 2997 (Back). 

CHAPTER e-ANNUAL REPORT 

9.1 General, a. The report prescribed by 
this chapter is slmplifled from past require¬ 
ments and shall continue to be prepared on 
a flscal year basis. 

b. The report shall consist of narrative 
comments and staUstlcal data. 

e. The requirement for the report will be 
reevaluated after the receipt of the report 
for Fiscal Tear 1977. 

9.3 Submission to General Services Ad- 
ministration. The original and four copies of 
the report shall be submitted to the Admin¬ 
istrate of General Services not later than 120 
calendar days after the end of the flscal year. 

9.3 Waiver of assurance of replacement 
housing. The narrative portion of the report 
shall describe any situations or clrciun- 
stsmces which required a waiver of assurance 
of replacement housing pursuant to subsec¬ 
tion 205(c) (3) of the Act. For any waivers 
reported, submit the agency’s findings and 
the determination supporting waiver of the 
requirements of the subsection. 

9.4 Statistical data. Agencies and depart¬ 
ments shall provide statistical data with the 
narrative reports. Departments shall furnish 
data separately for each Federal program and 
each federally assisted program, and a sum¬ 
mary for the whole department. The data 
shall be provided by completing GSA Form 
2997, Annual Beport on Belocation and Beal 
Property Acquisition Activities (Figure 9-4).* 

9.6 Reports control. Interagency Beport 
Control Number 1227-GSA-AN has been as¬ 
signed to this reporting requirement. 

9.6 Availability of GSA Form 2997. Agen¬ 
cies may obtain their initial supply of OSA 
Form 2997, Annual Beport on Belocation and 
Real Property Acquisition Activities, from 
General Services Administration (3PNDD), 
Union and Franklin Streets Annex, Building 
II, Alexandria, VA 22314. Agency field offices 
should submit all future requirements to 
their Washington headquarters office which 
will forward consolidated ann\ial require- 
mente to General Services Administration 
(BBAF), Washington, DC 20405. 

IFB Doc.75-18239 Piled 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

Title 47—Telecommunications 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 19931; PCC 76-803] 

PART 17—CONSTRUCTION, MARKING 
AND LIGHTING OF ANTENNA STRUC¬ 
TURES 

High Intensity Lighting of Antenna 
Stnictures 

1. In a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing released February 11, 1974 (39 FR 
6130), the Commission recommended 
tiiat Part 17 of the Rules be amended to 
permit the use of high intensity lighting 
as an alternate to the customary obstruc¬ 
tion painting and red lighting.* Timely 
comments were filed by American Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company (AT&T), 
National Association of Broadcasters 
(NAB), National Broadcasting Company 
(NBC), Vlr N. James (James), and 
WAPA-TV Broadcasting ConxH’ation 
(WAPA-TV). Only Columbia Broadcast¬ 
ing System (CBS) filed reply comments. 
The comments suimort In principle the 
use of high Intensity lighting systems 
for antenna structures. However, con¬ 
cern Is expressed in several of the com¬ 
ments that the use of strobe lighting, 
now Intended as an alternate to the 
current rule provlskHis would become 
mandatory. The concern was based es- 

* Filed as part of the original document. 
* The propoaed amendmenta were Intended 

to make the Oommlaelon vxilea oonaUtent 
with the Federal Aviation Adminlatratlon 
Advlaory Circular 70/7460-lC, lesued De¬ 
cember 11,1973, titled “Obatructloci Marking 
and Lighting.** Ihe rule amendments aeC 
forth In the attached Appendix have there¬ 
fore been oocrdlnated with PAA. 
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sentially on the fact that the strobe 
lighting systems are far more costly than 
the current systems; that they were 
not always compatUrfe with the existing 
antenna structural designs; and that in 
some instances the systems would be 
potential irritatimis or nuisances. 

2. The Commission has carefully con> 
sidered all of the comments and the 
reply. Where practicable, we have in¬ 
corporated into the rules the appropriate 
suggested changes.' Some discussion we 
believe is warranted with respect to those 
ccnnments not adopted as well as the 
overall expressions ot concern. 

3. First, with respect to making the use 
of strobe lighting mandatory—as indi¬ 
cated. the Commission does not antici¬ 
pate that the adoption of these rules will 
make obsolete the painting and "red” 
obstruction lighting standards and. with 
this understanding, it does not intend to 
require that existing structures be con¬ 
verted to high intensity lighting. In this 
connection, the FAA has, in its Advisory 
Circular AC-70/7460-1C. stated that its 
amended standards do not require modi¬ 
fication of the marking and lighting of 
existing structures, but has reserved the 
right to “recommend that the marking 
and lighting of existing structures be 
modified if that structiu^ is altered or 
replaced.” The rules being adopted would 
apply primarily to new structures where 
FAA has determined that increased con- 
splcuity is necessary, such as in VFR fly- 
ways. to obviate the structure having a 
substantial adverse effect on the safe and 
efficient utilization of airspace.' The rules 
would also be applicable to existing or 
proposed structures where painting and 
red obstruction lighting had been ini¬ 
tially specified but upon request of the 
applicant the Commission approves the 
installation of high intensity lighting as 
an alternative thereto. The Commission 
must reserve the right to require strobe 
lighting in those instances where there 
would be no alternative but to deny the 
oonstructlon of the proposed tower. In 
those instances where the Commission’s 
requirement for strobe lighting is pred¬ 
icated on FAA findings, the applicant 
may petition the Administrate* of the 
FAA for review. The ai^licant may also 
seek FCC review. 

4. CBS’s contention that the three sys¬ 
tems noted in the Advisory Circular— 
namdy. aviation red obstruction lights, 
high Intensity white obstruction lights, 
and dual lighting (ccunbination of flash¬ 
ing red beac<ms and steady burning avia¬ 
tion red lights for nighttime with flash¬ 
ing high intensity white lights for day- 

■Eg., iI 17.39 through 17.42 have been 

appr(H>nately modified ae suggested by CBS 
In Its c<«unents, to oonf(M*m with li 17.2S 

through 17.88. 
* The FAA has modified Its procedure hand- 

4x>ok for hanriiing alTspace matters In a man- 

n«r which wUl allow a finding ot no substan¬ 

tial adverse effect on VFB enroute (^rations 
when proposed structures are obstruction 
marked - with an approved high Intensity 
light system provided that aU other g\ilde- 

llnes for evaluating aeronautical effects have 

been satisfied. FAA Notice 7400.10 dated Au¬ 

gust 8.1974. 

time operation)—^may be considered 
equally effective lighting methods and 
permissive alternatives, is not the case. 
Although the applicant may in eiuh 
instance express a preference, in the 
final anal3^ the Commission reserves 
the right to prescribe the appropriate 
method with due consideration given 
FAA’s recommendations concerning 
safety to air navigation. CBS further 
noted that the amended rules make no 
provision for the dual lighting system. 
We do not believe that a need exists for 
such reference since each system would 
be required to meet the specifications al- 
already incorporated in the rules, with 
painting of course not required. 

5. With respect to CBS’ request that 
S 17.22 be amended to “grandfather” 
those antenna structures in existence as 
of the effective date of the within rule 
amendments, although the Commission 
does not intend to require that strobe 
lighting be used in those instances, it 
must nevertheless continue to reserve the 
right to specify the tsre of painting and 
lighting or other marking to be used in 
individual situations where standard 
marking and lighting is confusing, en¬ 
dangers rather than assists airmen, or is 
otherwise inadequate. Hence, the request 
to amend S 17.22 will be denied. 

6. AT&T has expressed concern with 
the interference which could be caused in 
receivers in the land mobile and micro- 
wave frequency bands by the significant 
amount of radio frequency energy gener¬ 
ated and emitted by strobe lights where 
the antennas for these services are 
mounted in close proximity to the strobe 
llgdits. However, on the basis of an actual 
installation, no ill effects were shown to 
exist where mobile receiving antennas on 
50.150, and 450 MHz were installed with¬ 
in 50 feet of the strobe light. Since strobe 
lighting is intended for tall television 
towers—seldom under 500 feet—ample 
room would be available for the installa¬ 
tion of ancillary receiving antennas with¬ 
out interference.* 

7. NAB. AT&T and James take excep¬ 
tions to the requirements in SB 17.39 
through 17.42, that a 300 mm type (Mnnl- 
directional light be installed at the high¬ 
est point of the structure if a rod, an¬ 
tenna. or similar appurtenance extends 
20 feet or more above the main skeletal 
frame. It should be noted that the appli¬ 
cation of the omnidirectional light in the 
high intensity lighting system is, at the 
moment, unique to radio and television 
antenna structures, its only approved use 
being to “top off” those structures hav¬ 
ing antennas m* similar appurtenances 
protruding more than 20 feet above the 
skeletal framework or other main sup¬ 
porting structm*e at the top of which in¬ 
tensity lights would be installed. Turning 
to the more specific contentions—^NAB 
urges that the placement of the omnidi¬ 
rectional light atop certain FM and tele- 

* AT&T Is apparently relating strobe light¬ 

ing referenced towers to a typical long lines 
tower which usually does not exceed 400 

feet In height. The highly directional char¬ 
acteristics of microwave receiving antennas 

should preclude any Interference potential. 

vision antennas would create structural 
difficulties. The commission foresees no 
design problem since the light specified 
has nearly identical dimensions to the 
300 mm red electric code beacon. AT&T 
alleges that authority granted in Si 17.25 
(a) (1) through 17.37(a)(1) permits the 
mounting on top of the structures of a 
rod or other construction of not more 
than 20 feet in height and incapable of 
supporting a beacon. 'These same author¬ 
izations are granted in amended SB 17.39 
(b) . 17.40(c), 17.41(c) and 71.42(c). 
James .suggests that the allowance for a 
rod, antenna or similar appurtenance be 
increased from 20 to 40 feet before the 
omnidirectional strobe would be required. 
His comments, as noted by him, are di¬ 
rected to communication antennas which 
would be incapable of supporting the 
light. The primary application of the 
strobe beacon would occur where rela¬ 
tively massive PM or television antennas 
extend beyond the skeletal framework. 
Pew communication type antenna would 
exceed the 20 foot limit when mounted 
on the structure. In any event, the rules 
would permit the light to be moimted on 
a separate mast if the antenna were in¬ 
capable of supporting it. 

8. The Commission took appropriate 
cognizance of the comments supplied by 
NAB and NBC directed to the increase in 
cost of high intensity lighting over paint¬ 
ing and red obstruction lighting, includ¬ 
ing the comparative estimates furnished 
with the comments. Although the Com¬ 
mission recognizes that high intensity 
lighting could be initially more costly 
than the current conventional approach, 
some of the cost could be offset by the 
elimination of painting of alternate 
white and orange bands.' Precise com¬ 
parisons cannot be made, as the cost of 
painting varies widely, depending on 
tower design, location, and degree of 
weathering. In any event, since strobe 
lighting will not generally be required, 
it is assumed that applicants will select 
the most economical system based on 
their own cost comparisons. 

9. The question of additional weight 
and windloading to the tower structure 
by the high intensity lighting, discussed 
by NBC would not be a factor in new 
structures since the same would be In¬ 
cluded in design considerations. Strobe 
lighting systems already installed on ex¬ 
isting structures have presented no 
design problems. Strobe lighting equip¬ 
ment is ciurently available which 
places the bulk of the weight (power 
supplies) at groimd or some convenient 
level, leaving only the luminaries to be 
mounted on the face or legs of the tower.* 

■Section 17.23 is being amended to delete 

painting requirements where high intensity 
lighting is employed. In those instances 
where painting would be deemed desirable, 
notwithstanding the use of strobe lighting, 
to protect against corrosion a single color 

could be used and the repainting done much 

less frequently than when required in order 

for the tower to be made con^lcuous. 
■The mounting of the luminaries Inside 

the tower Is currently being explored. The 

omnidirectional top light Is of the same 
dimensions as the 300 mm red code beacon 

and Its power supply Is normally moimted 

at the skeletal tower top. 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 139—FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1975 

J 



RULES AND REGULATIONS 30265 

10. The Commission joins NAB in 
questioning the appropriateness of high 
Intensity lighting for low towers utilized 
in AM broadcasting. We assume that an 
applicant would evaluate the comi>ara> 
tive costs and benefits before electing the 
alternate system. Under the circum¬ 
stances, no advantages can be gained 
from a discussion of either the advan¬ 
tages or disadvantages. 

11. NAB and NBC expressed concern 
that high intensity lighting might prove 
Irritating to observers on the ground or 
to residents in nearby high rise build¬ 
ings. As noted on the table in § 17.42, the 
elevation of the beam center above the 
horizontal is specified for each level of 
luminaries. The beam should not strike 
the ground (assvuning fiat terrain) closer 
thm 3 miles from the tower. The lumi- 
nanes are adjustable and the beam cen¬ 
ter above the horizontal can be adjusted 
to overcome most objections which might 
arise. In addition, louvers are available 
for use in exceptional cases. NAB ques¬ 
tioned the practicality of the use of 
louvers to minimize possible irritation on 
the groimd, suggesting that they might 
require repeated adjustment as the re¬ 
sult of weather extremes, such as hur¬ 
ricane strength winds and icing. It 
should be pointed out that the louvers 
are factory installed ^ inside the luminar¬ 
ies and have been foimd to be very ef¬ 
fective and not subject to mlsadjustment 
due to weather. While it is recognized 
that only a few strobe lighting systems 
are presently in operation, the Commis¬ 
sion staff has not received any major 
complaints from the public. In one case, 
a few initial complaints where reportedly 
registered based, as it turned out, on the 
greater awareness of the lighting rather 
than due to irritation. In any event, the 
recently adopted environmental impact 
requirements would apply to towers over 
300 feet in height—including towers for 
which strobe lighting would be specified. 
It is not anticipated that strobe lighting 
would normally ever be employed on 
towers less than 300 feet in height. The 
Commission is particularly concerned 
with the statement of NAB that • 
irritation to those residing in the im¬ 
mediate vicinity of the structure may be 
the number one issue in the use of strobe 
lights on skeletal structures.” It is recog¬ 
nized that where strobe equipped towers 
are placed in or near residential neigh¬ 
borhoods the adverse impact of the sys¬ 
tems on certain residents could be great 
indeed. Potential applicants are cau¬ 
tioned that they are expected to make a 
satisfactory environmental impact study 
in such cases and report the results of the 
study to the Commission, as required by 
the Rules. However, many proposed “tall 
towers” for which strobe lighting may be 
the only means of avoiding hazards to 
air navigation may be located in in¬ 
dustrial, non-resldential, and even rural 
areas where the Impact should be 
minimal. ' 

7 Louvers are factory Installed to insure 
that the proper photometric requirements 
are maintained. 

12. In view of the foregoing considera¬ 
tion. the Commission finds that the 
amendments set forth below are in the 
public interest, convenience, and neces¬ 
sity. Authority for the rule changes 
adopted herein is contained in Sections 
4(i), 303(q) and 303(r) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended. 

13. Accordingly, it is ordered, effective 
August 22,1975, That Part 17 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules is amended as set forth 

14. It is further ordered. That this 
proceeding is terminated. 
(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 

47 U-S.C. 184, 303) 

Adopted: July 8,1975. 

Released: July 17, 1975. 

Federal Communications 

Commission, 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary, 
Section 17.23 is amended to read as 

follows: 

§ 17.23 Specifications for the painting 
of antenna structures in accordance 
with § 71.21. 

Except for antenna structures lighted 
in conformance with SI 17.39,17.40,17.41 
and 17.42 (High Intensity Obstruction 
Lighting), antenna structures shall be 
painted throughout their height with al¬ 
ternate bands of aviation surface orange 
and white, terminating with aviation sur¬ 
face orange bands at both top and bot¬ 
tom. The width of the bands shall be 
equal and approximately one-seventh 
the height of the structure, provided 
however, that the bands shall not be more 
than 100 feet nor less than 1>/^ feet in 
width. 

2. Sections 17.39 through 17.42 are 
added new to Subpart C. prefaced by the 
heading “High Intensity Obstruction 
Lighting”, as follows: 
High Intensity Obstruction Lighting 

Note: When authorized by the Commla- 
Bion, high Intensity obstruction lighting wUl 
be used in lieu of obstruction marUng and 
lighting specified In ii 17.23 through 17.37. 

In general, the niunber of levels of high 

intensity lighting specified is dependent upon 

the overall height of the skeletal frame or 

comparable main support structure, exclud¬ 

ing antennas or similar appurtenances. A 

white capacitor discharge omnidirectional 
lights mounted on at adjacent to the appur¬ 
tenance, if more than 20 feet, to complement 
the lighting system. 

§ 17.39 Specifications for the high in¬ 
tensity lighting of antenna structures 
having a skeletal tower up to and in¬ 
cluding 300 feet in heigd^t. 

Antenna structures having a skeletal 
tower or other main support structure up 
to and including 300 feet in height shall 
be obstruction lighted as follows: 

(a) There shall be installed at the top 
of the skeletal tower or other main sup¬ 
port structure three or more high inten¬ 
sity light units which conform to FAA/ 
DOD Specification L-856, High Intensity 
Obstruction Lighting Syt^ms. The com¬ 
plement of units shall emit a white high 
intensity light and produce an effective 

intensity of not less than 200,000 candelas 
(daytime) uniformly about the antenna 
structure in the horizontal plane. The 
effective Intensity shall be reduced to 
approximately 20,000 candelas at twi¬ 
light, and to approximately 4,000 can¬ 
delas at night. The light units shall be 
mounted in a manner to insure imob- 
structed viewing from aircraft at any 
normal angle of approach and so that 
the effective intensity of the full beam is 
not impaired by any structural members 
of the skeletal framework. ITie units will 
normally be adjusted so that the center 
of the beam is in the horizontal plane. 

(b) Where an antena or similar ap¬ 
purtenance extends more than 20 feet 
above the skeletal tower or other main 
support structure, a white ca];>acitor dis¬ 
charge omnidirectional light which con¬ 
forms to FAA/DOD specification L-856, 
High Intensity Obstruction Lighting Sys¬ 
tems, shall be moimted on the highest 
point. If the antenna or similar appurte¬ 
nance is incapable of supporting the 
omnidirectional light, one or more lights 
shall be Installed on a suitable adjacent 
support with the light(s) mounted no 
more than 20 feet below the tip of the 
appurtenance. The light(s) shall be posi¬ 
tioned so as to permit unobstructed dew¬ 
ing of at least one light from aircraft at 
any normal smgle of approach. The light 
unit(s) shall emit a beam peak Intensity 
around its periphery of approximately 
20,000 candelas during daytime and twi¬ 
light operation, and approximately 4,000 
candelas at night. 

(c) All lights shall be synchronized to 
fiash simultaneously at 40 pulses per 
minute. The light system shall be 
equipped with a light sensitive control 
device which shall face the north sky 
and cause the intensity steps to change 
automatically when the north sky illu¬ 
mination on a vertical surface is as 
follows: 

(1) Day to Twilight: This shaD not oc¬ 
cur before the illumination drops to 60 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 30 footcandles. 

(2) Twilight to Night: This shall not 
occur before the illumination drops to 
5 footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 2 footcandles. 

(3) Night to Day: The intensity 
changes listed in subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph shall be re¬ 
versed in transitioning from the night to 
day modes. 
Failure of the intensity step changing 
circuits shall cause all lights to operate 
in the high intensity mode or, the next 
brighter intensity step above that re¬ 
quired for the period of operation. 
§ 17.40 Specifications for the high in¬ 

tensity lighting of antenna structures 
having a skeletal tower over 3(M) feet 
up to and including 600 feet in 
height.. 

Antenna structures having a skeletal 
tower or other main support structure 
over 300 feet up to and including 600 
feet in height shall be obstruction lighted 
as follows: 

(a) There shall be installed at the top 
of the skeletal tower or other main sup- 
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port structure three or more high in¬ 
tensity light units which conform to 
PAA/DOD I^Tecificatio'n L-856. High In¬ 
tensity Obstruction Lighting Systems. 
The complement of units shall emit a 
white high intensity light and produce 
an effective intensity of not less than 
200,000 candelas (daytime) uniformally 
about the antenna structure in the hori¬ 
zontal plane. The effective intensity shall 
be reduced to approximately 20,000 can¬ 
delas at twilight, and to apix'oximately 
4,000 candelas at night. The light units 
shall be moimted in a mamier to insure 
unobstructed viewing from aircraft at 
any normal angle of approach and so 
that the effective intensity of the full 
beam is not Impaired by any structural 
members of the skeletal framewmic. TTie 
units will normally be adjusted so that 
the center of the beam is in the hori¬ 
zontal [dane. 

(b) At the approximate (midpoint) 
level of the skeletal tower there shall be 
Installed an additional set of high In¬ 
tensity obstruction lights as in paragraph 
(a) of this section. The normal angular 
adjustment of the besun centers above 
the horizontal shall be 2 degrees. See 
Table imder § 17.42. 

(c) Where an antenna or similar ap¬ 
purtenance extends m(»« than 20 feet 
above the skeletal tower or other main 
support structure, a white cturacitm* dis¬ 
charge omnidirectional light which con¬ 
forms to PAA/DOD Specification Ii-856, 
High Intensity Obstruction Lighting Sys¬ 
tems, shall be moimted on the highest 
point. If the antenna or similar appur¬ 
tenance is Incapable of supporting the 
omnidirectiimal light, one or more lights 
shall be Installed cm a suitable adjacent 
support with the light(s) mounted no 
more than 20 feet below the tip ot the 
appurtenance. The llght(s) shall be posi¬ 
tioned so as to permit unobstructed view¬ 
ing of at least one light from aircraft at 
any normal angle of approach, llie light 
unit(s) shall emit a beam peak intensity 
around its periphery of approximately 
20,000 candelas during daytime and twi¬ 
light operation, and apiM’oximately 4,000 
candelas at night. 

(d) All lights shall be synchronized to 
fiash simultaneously at 40 pulses per. 
minute. TTie light system shall be 
equlpp«l with a light sensitive control 
device which shall face the north sky 
and cause the intensity steps to change 
autcHnatically when the north sky 
Illumination on a vertical surface is as 
follows: 

(1) Day to Twilight: Ihis shall not oc¬ 
cur before the illuminaticHi drops to 60 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 30 footcandles. 

(2) Twilight to Night: This shaU not 
(Xicur bef(H'e the illumination drops to 5 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 2 footcandles. 

(3) Night to Day: The intensity 
changes listed in subparagraph (1) and 
(2) of this paragraph shall be reversed 
in transitioning from the night to day 
modes. 

Failure of the intensity step changing 
circuits whftii cause all lights to operate 
In the high Intensity mode or the next 

brighter intensity step above that re¬ 
quired for the period of operation. 
§ 17.41 Specifications for the high in¬ 

tensity lighting of antenna structures 
having a skeletal tower over 600 feet 
up to and including 1000 feet in 
height. 

Antenna structures having a skeletal 
tower or other main support structures 
over 600 feet up to and including 1000 
feet in height shall be obstruction lighted 
as follows: 

(a) There shall be installed at the top 
of the skeletal tower or other main sup¬ 
port structure three or more high inten¬ 
sity light units which conform to PAA/ 
DOD Specification Lr-856. High Intensity 
Obstruction Lighting Systems. The c(xn- 
plement of units shsdl emit a white high 
intensity light and produce an effective 
intensity of not less than 200,000 candelas 
(daytime) uniformly about the an¬ 
tenna structure in the horizontal plane. 
The effective intensity shall be reduced 
to approximately 20,000 candelas at twi¬ 
light, and to approximately 4,000 can¬ 
delas at night. The light units shall be 
mounted in a manner to insure tmob- 
structed viewing from aircraft at any 
normal angle of approach and so that the 
effective intensity of the full beam is not 
impaired by any structural members of 
the skeletal framework. The units will 
normally be adjusted so that the center 
of the beam is in the horizontal plane. 

(b) At the ai^oxlmate Vb and % 
levels of the skeletal tower there shall 
be installed additional sets of high in¬ 
tensity obstruction lights as in paragraph 
(a) of this section. The normal angular 
adjustment of the beam centers above 
the horizontal shall be 2 degrrees at the 
Va level'and one degree at the % level. 
See Table imder S 17.42. 

(c) Where a rod or similar appurte¬ 
nance extends more than 20 feet above 
the skeletal tower or other main support 
structure, a white capacitor discharge 
omnidirectional light which conforms to 
PAA/DOD Specification L-856, High In¬ 
tensity Obstruction Lighting Systems, 
shall be mounted on the highest point. 
If the antenna or similar appurtenance 
is Incapable of suppm’ting the omnidirec¬ 
tional light, one or more lights shall be 
Installed on a suitable adjacent support 
with the light (s) mounted no more than 
20 feet below the tip of the appurtenance. 
The light(s) shall be positioned so as to 
permit unobstructed viewing of at least 
one light from aircraft at any normal 
angle of approa<^. The light unlt(s) 
shall emit a beam peak Intensity around 
its periphery of approximately 20,000 
candelas during daytime and twilight 
operation, and aiH>i‘oxlmately 4,000 can¬ 
delas at night. 

(d) All lights shall be synchronized to 
flash simultaneously at 40 pulses per 
minute. The light S3rstem shall be 
equipped with a light sensitive control 
devlM which shall face the north sky and 
cause the intensity steps to change au¬ 
tomatically when the north sky illumina¬ 
tion on a vertical surface is as follows: 

(1) Day to Twilight: This shall not 
occur before the illumination drops to 60 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 30 footcandles. 

(2) Twilight to Night: This shall not 
occur before the illumination drops to 5 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 2 footcandles. 

(3) Night to Day: The intensity 
changes listed in (1) and (2) of this 
paragraph shall be reversed in transi¬ 
tioning from the night to day modes. 

Failure of the intensity step changing 
circuits shall cause all lights to operate 
in the high intensity mode or the next 
brighter intensity step above that re¬ 
quired for the period of operation. 

§ 17.42 Specifications for the* high in¬ 
tensity lighting of antenna structures 
having a skeletal tower over 1000 
feet in height. 

Antenna structures having a skeletal 
tower or other main support structure 
over 1000 feet in height shall be obstruc¬ 
tion lighted as follows: 

(a) There shall be Installed at the top 
of the skeletal tower or other main sup¬ 
port structure three or more high in¬ 
tensity light units which conform to 
PAA/DOD Specification L-856, High In¬ 
tensity Obstruction Lighting Systems. 
TTie complement of units shall emit a 
white high intensity light and produce 
an effective intensity of not less than 
200,000 candelas (daytime) uniformally 
about the antenna structure in the hori¬ 
zontal plane. The effective intensity 
shall be reduced to approximately 20,000 
candelas at twilight, and to approxi¬ 
mately 4,000 candelas at night. The light 
units shall be mounted in a manner to 
insure unobstructed viewing from air¬ 
craft at any normal angle of approach 
and so that the effective intensity of the 
full beam is not impaired by any struc¬ 
tural members of the skeletal framework. 
The units will normally be adjusted so 
that the center of the beam is in the 
horizontal plane. 

(b) In addition, there shall be installed 
at approximate equi-distant levels along 
ttie vertical axis of the skeletal tower 
three or more sets of high intensity ob¬ 
struction lights as in paragraph (a) of 
this section. Three intermediate levels 
are required for skeletal towers over 1,000 
feet up to and including 1,400 feet. For 
each additional 400 feet or fraction one 
additional level of lighting shall be in¬ 
stalled. The normal angular adjustment 
of the beam centers at the bottom level 
shall be 3 degrees above the horizontal 
and for the second progressive level shall 
be 2 degrees above the horizontal. For 
other progressive levels, see Table below. 

(c) Where a rod or similar appurte¬ 
nance extends more than 20 feet above 
the skeletal tower or other main support 
structure, a white capacitor discharge 
omnidirectional light which conforms to 
PAA/DOD Specification L-856, High 
Intensity Obstruction Lighting Systems, 
shall be moimted on the highest point. 
If the antenna or similar appurtenance 
is incapable of supporting the omnidirec¬ 
tional light, one or more lights shall be 
installed on a suitable adjacent support 
with the light (s) mounted no more than 
20 feet below the tip of the appurte¬ 
nance. The llght(s) shall be positioned 
so as to permit unobstructed viewing of 
at least one light'from aircraft at any 
normal angle of approach. The light 
unit(s) shall emit a beam peak intensity 
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Outside white. TT-P-lOa»(Color No. 17878, re-696). 
Aviation surface orange- TT-P-69 * (Color No. iai97. F8-696). 
Aviation svuface orange, enamel,_ TT-E-489 ^ (Color No. 12197, PS-596). 
Aviation red obstruction light—color- MIIj-C-a8060 *. 
Flashing beacons_ CAA-448 * Code Beacons, 300 mm. 

Do . MlL-«a73». 
Double and single obstruction light_ L-810 • (PAA AC No. 160/6345-2 ‘). 

Do ___ MID-L-7880 *. 
Hlgh'lnteoslty white obstruction light_ PAA/DOD Ir-866 (PAA AC No. 160/6345-43B‘). 
116-Watt lamp. No. 116 A21/TS (6,000h). 
126-Watt lamp___ No. 126 Aai/TS (6,000 h). 
eaO-Watt lamp_ No. 620 P8-40 (3,000 h). 
700-Watt lamp_ No. 700 PS-40 (6,000 h). 

> Copies of this specification can be obtained from the Specification Activity, Building 197, 
Room 301, Naval Weapons Plant, Ist and N Streets, SE., Washington, D.C. 20407. 

•Copies of Military q>eclficatlons can be obtained by contacting the Commanding Officer, 
Naval Publication*? and Forms Center, 6801 TabOT Ave., 'Attention: NPPC-105, Philadelphia, 
Pa. 19120. 

•Copies of Federal Aviation Administration specifications may be obtained from the 
Chief, Configuration Control Branch, AAP-110, Department of Transportation, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20691. 

• Copies of Federal Aviation Administration advisory circulars may be obtained frcMn the 
Department of Transportation, Publications Section, TAD-443.1, 400 7th St. SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20590. 

around its periphery of approximately 
20,000 candelas during daytime and twi¬ 
light operation, and approximately 4,000 
candelas at night. 

(d) All lights shall be synchronized to 
flash simultaneously at 40 pulses per 
minute. The light system shall be equip¬ 
ped with a light sensitive control device 
which shall face the north sky and cause 
the intensity steps to change automati¬ 
cally when the north sky illumination on 
a vertical surface is as follows: 

(1.) Day to Twilight: This shall not oc¬ 
cur before the illumination drops to 60 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 30 footcandles. 

(2.) Twilight to Night: This shall not 
occiu: before the illumination drops to 5 
footcandles, but shall occur before it 
drops below 2 footcandles. 

(3.) Night to Day: The intensity 
changes listed in subparagraph (1) and 
(2) of this paragraph shall be reversed 
in transitioning from the night to day 
modes. 
Failure of the intensity step changing 
circuits shall caxise all lights to operate in 
brighter intensity mode or the next 
brighter intensity step above that re¬ 
quired for the period of operation. 

DefTte* elevation above horizontal 

Number of light levels on structure 
Light level - 

1 2 8 4 6 « 

Top. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
B. 0 
4. 0 1 
8.,. 1 1 2 
9 19 9 9 

B'ottoin”*"""I""""'*”*2' 2 8 3 8 

3. Section 17.48(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 
§ 17.48 Notification of extinguishment 

or improper functioning of lights. 
• • • • • 

(a) Shall report immediately by tele¬ 
phone or telegraph to the nearest Flight 
Service Station or ofBce of the Federal 
Aviation Administration any observed or 
otherwise known extinguishment or im¬ 
proper functioning of any top steady 
burning light or any flashing obstruc¬ 
tion light, regardless of its position on 
the antenna structure, not corrected 
within 30 minutes. Such reports shall set 
forth the condition of the light or liedits, 
the circumstances which caused the fail¬ 
ure, and the probable date for restoration 
of service. Further notlflcation by tele¬ 
phone or telegraph shall be given imme¬ 
diately upon resumption of normal oper¬ 
ation of the light or lights. 

• * • • • 
4. Section 17.51 and headnote are 

amended to read as follows: 
§ 17.51 Time lights should be 

exhibited. 

(a) All red obstruction lighting shall 
be exhibited from sunset to sunrise im- 
less otherwise speclfled. 

(b) All high intensity obstruction 
lighting shall be exhibited continuously 
unless otherwise speclfled. 

5. Section 17.53 table is amended to 
read as follows: 
§ 17.53 Lighting equipment and paint. 

• • • • • 

6. Section 17.56 is amended to read 
as follows: 
§ 17.56 Maintenance of lighting equip¬ 

ment. 

(a) Replacing or repairing of lights, 
automatic indicators or automatic con¬ 
trol or alarm systems shall be accom¬ 
plished as soon as practicable. 

(b) The flash tubes in a high Intensity 
obstruction lighting system shall be re¬ 
placed whenever the peak effective day¬ 
time intensity falls below 200,000 can¬ 
delas. 

[FR Doc.76-18662 FUed 7-17-76:8:46 am) 

Title 49—rTransportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

(S. O. 1182, Arndt. 3] 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 
Substitution of Stock Cars for Boxcars 

At a sessiem of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
15th day of July 1975. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1182 (39 FR 13159, 37393, and 
40 FR 2990), and good cause appesulng 
therefm:: 

It is ordered. That: S 1033.1182 Serv¬ 
ice Order No. 1182 be, and it is hereby 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (e) for paragraph (e) there¬ 
of: 

(e) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 pjn., 
January 15,1976, unless otherwise modl- 
fled, changed or suspended by order of 
this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment ohAii 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., July 15. 
1975. 
(Secs. 1. 12, 16. 17(2), 24 Stat. 879, 883, 884, 
•8 amended; (49 U.S.O. 1. 12. 16, 17(2)). 
Interprets or applies secs. 1(10-17), 16(4), 
and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 84 Stat. 
911; (49UJ3.C. 1(10-17), 16(4).17(2))) 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads 

Car Service Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 
car hire agreement under the terms of 
that agreemoit. and upon the American 
Short Line Railroad Association; .and 
that notice of this amendment be given 
to the general public by depositing a 
copy in the Office of the Secretary of the 
Commission at Washington, D.C., and 
by flling it with the Director, Office of 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[SEAL] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-ie726 FUed 7-17-76;8:46 amj 

[S.0.1188, Arndt. 2] 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad 

Co. Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 
of Chicago and North Western Transpor¬ 
tation Co. 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on ^ 
11th day of July 1975. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1188 ( 39 FR 24016 and 40 FR 
2990), and good cause appearing there¬ 
for: 

It is ordered. That: S 1033.1188 Serv¬ 
ice Order No. 1188 (Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacifle Railroad Company author¬ 
ized to operate over tracks of Chicago 
and North Western Transportation Com¬ 
pany) be. and it is hereby, amended by 
substituting the following paragraph (e) 
for paragraph (e) thereof: 

(e) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 pjn., January 15. 1976, 
unless otherwise modlfled, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., July 15, 
1975. 

(Sms. 1, 12. 16, 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 383, 384, 
as amended; (49 DJ8,C. 1. 12. 16. 17(2)). In¬ 
terprets or applies secs. 1(10-17), 16(4), 17 
(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 64 Stat. 911; 
(49 UB.C. 1(10-17). 16(4), 17(2))) 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 139—FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1975 



.‘)0268 RULES AND REGULATIONS 

U is further ordered. Tliat a c<h>F of 
this amendment riiall be senred upon the 
Association (rf American Railroad, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car 
hire agreement xmder the terms of that 
agreement, and upon the American 
Short Iline Railroad Association; and 
that notice of this amendment be given 
to the general public by d^y>slting a copy 
in the Office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington. D.C., and by fil¬ 
ing it with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Boanl. 

[seal! Robext Li. Oswald, 
Secreary. 

IFR Doc.75-18725 PUed 7-17-76:8:45 »inl 

[S.O. 1200, Aindt. 2] 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. Authorized To 
Opmte Over Tracks of Union Pacific 
Railroad Co. 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, held In Washington. D.C., on the 
11th day of July 1975. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1200 (39 PR 38108 and 40 PR 
2990), and good cause appearing there¬ 
for: 

It is ordered. That: § 1033.1200 Sero- 
ice Order No. 1200 (Missouri Pacific Rail¬ 
road Company authorized to operate 
over tracks of Union Pacific Railroad 
Company) be, and it is hereby, amended 
by substituting the following paragraph 
(d) for paragraph (d) thereof. 

(d) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this ordCT shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
January 15,1976, unless otherwise modi¬ 
fied. changed, or suspended by order of 
this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become eflective at 11:59 p.m., July 15. 
1975. 
(Secs. 1. 18, 15. 17(2). 84 Stst. 370, 383, 384, 
as amended; (49 U£.C. 1, 18. 15, 17(8)). In¬ 
terprets or appUes secs. 1(10-17), 15(4), 17 
(8), 40 Stat. 101, as amended. 54, Stat. 911; 
(49 UJ3.C. 1(10-17), 16(4), 17(8))) 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this amendment shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car 
hire agreement under the terms of that 
agreement, and upon the American 
Short Railroad Association; and 
that notice of tills amendment be given 
to the general public by depositing a 
copy in the Office of the Secretary of the 
Commlsslcm at Watiilngton, D.C., and 
by filing it with the Director. Office of 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[seal] Robbbt L. Oswald, 

Eecretam. 
[PR Doc.76-18787 PUel 7-lT-T6;8;« ami 

Title 50—^Wildlife and Fisheries 
CHAPTER I—U.S. nSH AND WILOUFE 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
SUBCHAPTER B—TAKINa POSSESSIOM, TRANS¬ 

PORTATION, SALE. PURCHASE, BARTER, EX¬ 
PORTATION, AND IMPORTATION OF WILDLIFE 

PART 20—MIGRATORY BIRD HUNTING 

Final Frameworks for Selecting Open Sea¬ 
son Dates for Hunting Migratory Game 
Birds in Puerto Rico and the Virgin Is¬ 
lands for the 1975-76 Season 
On page 17263 of the Federal Register 

of April 18,1975 (40 FR 17263) there was 
published a notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing to amend Part 20 of Title 50 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations. These 
amendments would specify open season 
dates, certain closed seasons, shooting 
hours, and daily bag and possession 
limits for doves, pigeons, ducks, coots, 
gallinules, and common (Wilson’s) snipe 
in Puerto Rico, and for Zenaida doves 
and scaly-naped pigeons In the Virgin 
Islands. Included in the Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making were proposed frame¬ 
works for selecting open season dates for 
himting migratory game birds in Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands for the 1975- 
76 season. Interested persons were given 
until May 18, 1975, to submit written 
comments, suggestions, or objections re¬ 
garding the proposed amendments. In 
this connection, the Final Environmental 
Statement for the Issuance of Annual 
Regulations Permitting the Sport Hunt¬ 
ing of Migratory Birds (FES 75-54) was 
filed with the Council on Environmental 
Quality on June 6, 1975, and notice of 
availability was published in the Federal 
Register on June 13,1975 (40 FR 25241). 

The only comments received were from 
the Department of Natural Resources of 
Puerto Rico requesting changes in the 
frameworks as follows; (1) That the sea¬ 
son remain closed on ruddy ducks 
iOxyura jamaicensis) because there has 
been an apparent decline In the popula¬ 
tion of ruddy ducks in recent years and 
some evidence that the hunting season 
overlaps part of the nesting season; (2) 
That the season remain closed on pur¬ 
ple gallinules iPorphyrula martinica) 
because the purple gallinule is rare in 
Puerto Rico, little is known about Its 
breeding there, and it has been desig¬ 
nated as an endangered species by the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. The UJ3. 
Fish and Wildlife Service adopts these 
changes in order to afford additional 
protection to both species. 

The Pish and Wildlife Service is of the 
view that, although the rulemaking proc¬ 
ess for migratory bird hunting must, by 
its nature, operate under severe time 
ccmstraints. every attempt should be 
made to give the public the greatest pos¬ 
sible opportunity to comment on ttie reg- 
ulatkms; tiius, when the above-men¬ 
tioned proposed rulemaking was pub¬ 
lished, the Service established what It 
believed was the longest period possible 
for public comment. In doing this, the 
Service recognized that at the period’s 
close, time would be of the essence. That 
is, if there were a d^y in the effective 
date ci these regulations after this final 

rulemaking, the Service is of the opinion 
that the governments of Puerto Rico and 
the Virgin Islands would have insufficient 
time to select their season dates, shoot¬ 
ing hours, and bag limits, to communi¬ 
cate those selections -to the Service, and 
finally to establish and publicize the nec¬ 
essary regulations and procedures to im¬ 
plement their decisions. The Service 
therefore finds that “good cause’’ exists, 
within the terms of 5 U.S.C. 553(d) (3) 
of the Administrative Procedure Act; and 
these regulations wiU, therefore, take ef¬ 
fect immediately upon miblication. 

After due consideration of the com¬ 
ments received, the UJ3. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service, under authority of the Mi¬ 
gratory Bird Treaty Act of July 3. 1918, 
as amended (40 Stat. 755; 16 U.S.C. 703- 
711), prescribes the final frameworks, 
setting forth the species to be hunted, the 
daily bag and possession limits, the 
shooting hours, the season lengths, the 
earliest opening and latest closing sea¬ 
son dates, and special closures, from 
which the Puerto Rico Department of 
Natural Resources and the Virgin Is¬ 
lands Department of Conservation and 
Cultural Affairs may select open season 
dates, as follows; 

Final Frameworks for Selecting Open 
Season Dates for Hunting Certain 
Migratory Game Birds in Puerto 
Rico, 1975-76 (All Dates Inclusive) 

DOVES AND pigeons 

An open season of sixty (60) days be¬ 
tween August 15, 1975, and January 15, 
1976, may be selected for himting Ze¬ 
naida, mourning, and white-winged 
doves, and scaly-naped and white- 
crowned pigeons in Puerto Rico. 

Shooting hours may extend from one- 
half hour before sunrise until sunset 
daily. 

The daily bag and possession limit for 
doves of the species named herein Is ten 
(19) singly or in the aggregate. 

The daily bag and possession limit for 
pigeons of the ^lecies named herein is 
five (5) singly or in the aggregate. 

No (^en season is prescribed for pi¬ 
geons on Mona Island in order to 8^ve 
the rapidly declining white-crowned pi¬ 
geon {Coluniba leucocephala) popula¬ 
tion there a chance to recover. 

No open season is prescribed for doves 
and pigeons on CTulebra Island and in 
those areas of the mimicipallties of Rio 
Orande and Loiza delineated as fi^ows: 
(1) All lands lying east of Route 186 
(from the town of El Verde in the north 
to the southernmost extent of Route 
186) to the boundary of the Luquillo 
Experimental Forest; (2) all lands be¬ 
tween Route 186 and Route 956 extend¬ 
ing from an east-west<line through the 
town of El Verde, south; (3) all lands 
lying west of Route 186 for one (1) 
kilometer from the Juncture of Routes 
186 and 956 south to the southernmost 
point (m Route 186; and (4) all lands 
within the Caribbean Notional Forest 
property line v'hether private or public 
lands. 
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SPECIAL CLOSUU FOR PROTECTION 
OF THE PLAIN PIGEON 

The hunting of doves and pigeons of 
any species is prohibited in the Munici¬ 
pality of Cldra, Puerto Rico, said Mu¬ 
nicipality being composed of the follow¬ 
ing Wards: Bayamon, Arenas. Monte 
Llano. Sud, Beatrix, Ceiba, Rio Abajo, 
Rincon, Toita, Honduras, Rabcuiel, and 
Salto. The purpose of this closure is to 
protect the Puerto Rican plain pigeon 
(Columba inomata), locally known as 
Paloma Sabanero, wUch is known to be 
present in the Cldra area in small num¬ 
bers and which is listed presently as an 
endangered species under the Endan¬ 
gered Species Act of 1973. 

DUCKS, COOTS, CALLINULES, AND SNIPE 

An open season of fifty-five (55) con¬ 
secutive days between December 1, 1975, 
and January 31. 1976, may be selected 
for himtlng ducks, coots, common gal- 
linules, and common (Wilson’s) snipe. 

Shooting hours may extend from one- 
half hour before sunrise until sunset 
daily. 

The limits for ducks are 4 dally and 
8 in possession except that the season 
is closed on ruddy ducks (Oxpura ja- 
maicensis), and the Bahama pintail 
(Anas bahamensis) which is protected 
by the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The limits for coots are 6 daily and 
12 in possession. 

The limits for common gallinules are 
6 daily and 12 in possession. The season 
is closed on purple gallinules (Por- 
phyrula martinica). 

The limits for common (Wilson’s) 
snipe are 6 daily and 12 in possession. 

No open season for ducks, coots, gal¬ 
linules, and snipe is prescribed on 
Chlebra Island. 

Final Framework for Selecting Open 
Season Dates for Hunting Certain 
Migratory Game Birds in the Virgin 
Islands, 1975-76 (All Dates Inclu¬ 
sive) 

DOVES AND pigeons 

An open season of sixty (60) days be¬ 
tween August 1, 1975, and January 15, 
1976, may be selected for hunting Ze- 
naida doves throughout the Virgin 
Islands and scaly-naped pigeons on the 
island of St. Thomas only. 

Shooting hours may extend from one- 
half hour before sunrise until sunset 
daily. 

The dally bag and possession limits 
are ten (10) Zenaida doves and five (5) 
scaly-naped pigeons. 

No open season is prescribed for water- 
fowl, groimd or quail doves, or other 
pigeons in the Virgin Islands. 

LOCAL NAMES FOR GAME BIRDS 

Zenaida dove (Zenaida aurita) — 
mountain dove. 

Bridled quail dove (Geotrygon mysta- 
cea)—^Perdiz, Barbary dove (protected). 

Ground dove (Coiumbina j>as»erina)— 
stone dove, tobacco dove, rola, tortollta 
(protected). 

Scaly-naped pigeon iColumba sgua- 
mosa'f—red-necked pigeon, scaly pigeon. 

Effective date. Final rule making on 
the frameworks for selecting open sea¬ 
son dates for hunting certain migratory 
game birds in Puerto Rico and the Vir¬ 
gin Islands for 1975-76 becomes effec- 
UveonJulylS, 1975. 

Dated: July 15. 1975. 

F. V. Schmidt, 
Acting Director, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
I TO Doc.7&-18fl96 Filed 7-17-75:8:46 am) 

Title 5—Administrative Personnel 

CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Commodity Futures Trading Commission 

Section 213.3379 is amended to show 
that one position of Special Assistant to 
the Vice Chairman is excepted under 
Schedule C. 

Effective July 18, 1975. § 213.3379(J) is 
added as set out below: 

§ 213.3379 Comniodity Fuliiroe Trudiiig 
Ooniniission. 

• • « • • 

(j) One Special Assistant to the Vice 
Chairman. 

(U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CTR 
1954-1955 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[PR Doc.75-18882 PUed 7-17-75:8:45 amj 

Title 7—Agriculture 

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

[Lemon Reg. 2] 

PART 910—T.EMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handiing 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
Califomia-Arizcma lemons that may be 
shipped to fresh market during the 
weekly regulation period July 20-26, 
1975. It is Issued pursuant to the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended, and Marketing Order 
No. 910. The quantity of lemons so fixed 
was arrived at after consideration of the 
total available supiply of lemons, the 
quantity of lemons cmrently available 
for market, the fresh market demand tor 
lemons, lemon prices, and the relation¬ 
ship of season average returns to the par¬ 
ity price for lemons. 

§ 910.302 I.onion Regulaliun 2. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 

Act of 1937, as amended (7 UJS.C. 601- 
674), and upon the bcuis of the recom- 
mendaticms and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established vmder the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
ot^r available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling 
of such lemons, as hereinafter provided, 
will tend to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act. 

(2) ’The need for this regulatior to 
limit the quantity of lemons that may he 
marketed during the ensuing week stems 
from the production and marketing sit¬ 
uation confronting the lemon industry. 

(i) ’The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantity of lemons it deems advisable 
to be handled during the ensuing week. 
Such recommendation resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. ’The committee further re¬ 
ports the demand for lemons is fairly 
strong this week but that poor fruit con¬ 
dition continues to be a problem. Av¬ 
erage f.o.b. price was $6.05 per carton the 
week ended July 12, 1975, compared to 
$6.26 per carkm the previous week. 
Track and rolling supplies at 229 cars 
were down 6 cars from last week. 

(il) Having considered the recommen¬ 
dation and Information submitted by the 
committee, and other available informa¬ 
tion, the Secretary finds that the quan¬ 
tity of lemons which may be handled 
should be fixed as hereinafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further foimd that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation imtil 30 days after publicatiim 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regu¬ 
lation must become 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 provi- 
sioos hereof effective as herelnaftCT set 
forth. 'The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply and 
market conditions for lemons and the 
need for regulation; Interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
infoimation and views at this meeting; 
the recwnmendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation during the 
period specified herein were promptly 
submitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of thi.s 
regulation, including its effective time, 
are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such lemons; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this reg¬ 
ulation effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this reg¬ 
ulation will not require any special prep- 
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aration cm the part of persons subject 
hereto which cannot be completed on or 
before the effectlTe date hereof. Such 
committee meeting was held on July IS, 
1975. 

(b) Order. (1) The quantity of lemons 
grown In California and Arizona which 
may be handled during the period July 
20, 1975, through July 26.1975, is hereby 
fixed at 250,000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled”, 
and “carton (s) ” have the same meaning 
as when used in the said amended mar¬ 
ket agreement and order. 
(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
801-674) 

Dated: July 16,1975. 

Chakles R. Brader, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 

Division, Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service. 

|PR Doc.75-18929 Piled 7-17-76; 12; 15 am] 

(lilme Beg. 7] 

PART 911—LIMES GROWN IN FLORIDA 

Limitation of Handling 

nils regulation fixes the quantity of 
Florida limes that may be shipped to 
fresh market dining the weekly regula- 
U<m period July 20-26, 1975. It is is¬ 
sued pursuant to the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Agreement Act of 1973, as 
amended, and Marketing Order No. 911. 
The quantity of Umes so fixed was 
arrived at after consideration of the 
available supply of Florida limes, the 
quantity currently available for market, 
fime prices, and the relationship of sea¬ 
son average returns to the parity price 
for Florida limes. 

S 911.407 Lime Regulation 7. 

(a) Findings. (1) .Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 911, as amended (7 CFR Part 
911; 37 F.R. 10497), regulating the han¬ 
dling of limes grown in Florida, 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 recommenda¬ 
tions and information submitted by the 
Florida Lime Administrative Ccxnmittee, 
established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement cuid order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such limes, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) The need for this regulation to 
limit the quantity of limes that may be 
marketed during the ensuring week stems 
from the productiim and marketing 
situation confronting the Florida lime 
industry. 

<i) The committee has submitted its 
recixnmendation with respect to the 
quantity of limes which it deems advis¬ 
able to be handled during the succeeding 
week. Such recommendation results from 
consideration of the factory enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 

ports the fresh market demand for Umes 
is moderate. Fresh shipments for the 
we^ ended July 12, 1975 July 5, 
1975, were 30,628 bushels and 13,791 
bushels, respectively. 

(ii) Having cimsidered the recom- 
mendatlcm and InformatioD submitted 
by the committee, and other available 
information the Secertary finds that the 
quantity of limes 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 preliminairy notice, en¬ 
gage in public rulemaking procedure, and 
postpone the effective date of this regu- 
latiMi until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time Intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula¬ 
tion must become 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 pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Florida limes, 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation during 
the period specified herein were promptly 
submitted to the Department after and 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
regulation, including its effective time,- 
are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and in¬ 
formation concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such limes; it is neces¬ 
sary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act, to make this regulation 
effective during the period herein speci¬ 
fied; and compliance with this regulation 
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 commit¬ 
tee meeting was held on July 15, 1975. 

(b) Order. (1) The quantity of limes 
grown in Florida which may be handled 
during the period July 20, 1975 through 
July 26, 1975, is hereby fixed at 27,500 
bushels. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled” 
and “limes” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order, and “bushel” 
means 55 pounds of limes. 
(Seos. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: July 16,1975. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 

Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

(FR Doc.75-18812 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

(i^ricotReg. 16] 

PART 922—APRICOTS GROWN IN DESIG¬ 
NATED COUNTIES IN WASHINGTON 

Limitation of Shipments 

This regulation specifies the grade, 
maturity and size requirements for 
Washington Apricots during the re¬ 
mainder of the 1975 season. Apricots are 
required to grade at least Washington 
No. 1, be reasonably uniform in color 
and measure at least 1% inches in di¬ 
ameter. except Blenheim, Blenrll and 
Tilton varieties, in unlidded containers, 
may have minimum diameter of IVt 
inches. These requirements are designed 
to provide consumers with an ample 
supply of acceptable quality apricots. 

Notice was published in the Federal 
Register issue of June 18. 1975, (40 FR 
25679) that the Department was giving 
consideration to a regulation proposed 
by the Apricot Marketing Committee, 
established under the marketing agree¬ 
ment, as amended, and Order No. 922, 
as amended, (7 CFR Part 922) regu¬ 
lating the handling of apricots grown in 
designated counties in Washington. This 
regulatory program is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

This notice allowed interested persons 
until July 7,1975, to submit written data, 
views or arguments pertaining thereto. 
None were submitted. After considera¬ 
tion of all relevant matters presented, 
it is hereby found that the regulation 
as hereinafter set forth would tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

This regulation is based on the De- 
par^ent’s appraisal of the need for reg¬ 
ulation based on the current and pros¬ 
pective market conditions. 

Total 1975 fresh market shipments are 
expected to be 2,150 tons, compared with 
2,000 tons in 1974. The relation is 
designed to prevent the handling on and 
after August 1, 1975, of lower quality 
and smaller size apricots which do not 
provide consumer satisfaction and to 
promote orderly marketing in the in¬ 
terest of producers and consumers, con¬ 
sistent with the objectives of the act. 

Apricots of the Moorpark variety 
shipped in open containers are required 
to be generally well matured. Provision 
is made for apricots of the Blenheim, 
Blenril and Tilton varieties to be of a 
smaller size when packed in unlidded 
containers. These three varieties are of 
a somewhat smaller size than other va¬ 
rieties when mature. There is a demand 
for fruit meeting the foregoing specifi¬ 
cations in local markets. Due to the 
nearness to the source of supply, ship¬ 
ment of more mature fruit and fruit of 
the specified varieties of smaller sizes 
in less expensive unlldded containers is 
feasible and the disposition of such fruit 
in such markets tends to improve the 
overall return to growers. Individual 
shipments, not exceeding 500 pounds of 
apricots sold for home use and not for 
resale are exempt from regulation be¬ 
cause such shipments would be pre¬ 
vented from entering regulated channels 
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of trade by the reQuirement that each 
container therein be stamped with the 

, words “not for resale” In letters at least 
one-hall Inch In height. 

It Is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec¬ 
tive date of this regulation until 30 days 
after publication in the. Fedkkal Regis¬ 
ter (5 U.S.C. 553) In that (1) shipments 
of such apricots will be In progress at 
the effective date hereof and this regu¬ 
lation should be explicable to ail such 
shipments In order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act; (2) notice 
of proposed rule-making concerning this 
regulation, with an effective date as 
hereinafter specified, was published in 
the Federal Register (40 PR 25679), and 
no objection to this regulation or such 
effective date was received; and (3) 
compliance with this regulation will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of the persons subject thereto 
which cannot be completed by the effec¬ 
tive time hereof. 
§ 922.315 Apricot RcguLitkMt 15. 

(a) During the period August 1, 1975, 
through July 31, 1976, no handler shall 
handle any container of apricots unless 
such ai»dcots meet the following appli¬ 
cable requirements, or are handled in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section: 

(1) Minimum grade and maturity re¬ 
quirements. Such apricots grade not less 
than Washington No. 1 and are at least 
reasonably uniform in color: Provided, 
That such apricots of the Moorpark 
variety in open containers shall be gen- 
emlly well matured; and 

(2) Minimum size requirements. Such 
apricots measure not less than 1% 
inches in diameter except that apricots 
of the Blenheim, Blenrll, and Tilton 
varieties when packed in unlldded con¬ 
tainers may measure not less than 1^ 
inches: Provided. That not more than 
10 percent, by count, of such apricots 
may fail to meet the applicable mini¬ 
mum diameter requirement. 

(3) Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
vision of this section, any Individual 
shlpMnent of apricots which meets each 
of the following requirements may be 
handled without regard to the provi¬ 
sions of this paragraph, of S 922.41 (As¬ 
sessments) , and of S 922.55 (Lispection 
and Certification): 

(i) The shipment consists of apricots 
sold for home use and not for resale; 

(11) The shipment does not. in the ag¬ 
gregate, exceed 500 pounds, net weight, 
of apricots; and 

(ill) Each container Is stamped or 
marked wdth the words “not for resale” 
In letters at least one-half inch in 
height. 

(b) Terms used in the amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as 
Is given to the respective term In said 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der; “diameter” and “Washington No. 
1” i^all have the same meaning as when 
used In the State’Of Washington Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture Standards for Apri¬ 
cots, effective May 31, 1966; “reasonably 

uniform in color” means that the apri¬ 
cots in the individual container do not 
show sufficloit variation in color to ma¬ 
terially affect the general appearance 
of the apricots; and “generally well 
matured” means that with respect to not 
less than 90 percent, by count, of the 
apricots in any lot of containers, and 
not less than 85 percent, by count, of 
such apricots in any container in such 
lot, at least 40 percent of the surface 
area of the fruit is at least as yellow as 
Shade 3 on the U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture Standard Ground Color Chart 
of Apple and Pears in the Western 
States. 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: July 14. 1975. 

Charles R. Braoer, 
Deputy Director. Fruit and 

Vegetable Division. Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[PR Doc.75-18657 PUed 7-17-76:8:45 am] 

PART 945—IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN 
CERTAIN DESIGNATED COUNTIES IN 
IDAHO AND MALHEUR COUNTY. ORE¬ 
GON 

Limitations of Handling 

This regulation, designed to promote 
orderly marketing of Idaho-Elastern Ore¬ 
gon potatoes, imposes minimum quality 
standards and requires inspection of 
fresh shipments to keep undesirable low 
quality potatoes from being shipped to 
consumers. 

Notice of rulemaking with respect to a 
proposed handling regulation, to be made 
effective imder Marketing Agreement No. 
98 and Order No. 945, both as amended 
(7 CFR Part 945) regulating the han¬ 
dling of Irish potatoes grown in desig¬ 
nated counties in Idaho and Malheur 
County, Oregon, was published in the 
Federal Register June 27, 1975 (40 FR 
27242). This program is effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 
et seq.). 

The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to file written data, views, 
or arguments pertaining thereto not later 
than July 11, 1975. None was filed. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented, including the pro¬ 
posal, set forth in the aforesaid notice 
which was recommended by the Idaho- 
Eastern Oregon Potato Committee, es¬ 
tablished pursuant to said marketing 
agreement and order, it is hereby foimd 
and determined that this handling regu¬ 
lation, as hereinafter set forth, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

The recommendations of the Idahor 
Eastern Oregon Potato Committee refiect 
Its appraisal of the crop and prospective 
market conditions and are consistent 
with the marketing policy It unanlmoushr 
adopted. Shipments of new crop potatoes 
from the production area are expected to 
begin by August 1. However, storage po¬ 
tatoes from last year’s crop will be 
shipped during July. 
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Total supplies in 1975-76 may be mod¬ 
erately less than in 1974-75. Intended 
plant^ fall acreage is forecast at 1,098.4 
million acres, about 5 percent less than 
1974. Prospective plantings in Idaho and 
Malheur County, Oregon, for 1975 are 
333,500 acres, moderately less than the 
352,000 acres planted last year. The 
amount of fall acreage actually planted 
this year will be Influenced by the profit 
prospects of competing crops. Yields and 
timeliness of harvest also will have an 
important Influence on potato supplie.? 
and prices. 

The grade, size, quality, maturity and 
pack requirements provided herein are 
similar to those which have been Issued 
during past seasons. They are necessary 
to prevent low quality potatoes from 
being distributed in the fresh market 
channels. The specific requirements here¬ 
inafter set forth would benefit producers 
and consumers by standardizing and Im¬ 
proving the quality of the potatoes 
.shipped from the production area, 
thereby promoting orderly marketing 
and effectuating the declared policy of 
the act. 

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

A specified quantity of potatoes may 
be bandied without regard to maturity 
requirements (1) in order to permit 
growers to make test diggings without 
loss of the potatoes so harvested or (2) 
in order to allow a lot to be shipped 
which, after regrading, meets the grade 
and size requirements but then fails to 
meet the maturity requirements, possibly 
due to further “skinning” as a result of 
running the potatoes over the grader 
again. 

Shipments may be made to certain 
special pm-pose outlets without regard to 
minimum grade, size; cleanliness and ma¬ 
turity requirements, provided that safe¬ 
guards are used to prevent such potatoes 
from reaching unauthorized outlets. 
Since no purpose would be served by reg¬ 
ulating potatoes used for charity pur¬ 
poses such shipments are exempt. Cer¬ 
tified seed and seed pieces cut from stock 
eligible for certification as certified seed 
are so exempted because requirements 
for this outlet differ greatly from those 
for fresh market. Potatoes used for ex¬ 
perimentation have special requirements 
and do not normally enter commercial 
channels of trade. Potatoes for most 
processing uses are exempt under the 
legislative authority for this part. 

Requirements for export shipments 
differ from those for domestic markets; 
while the standard quality requirements 
are desired in foreign outlets, smaller 
sizes are more acceptable. In commercial 
prepeeling, operators can use potatoes 
with surface defects which would be im- 
deslrable for the tablestock market, and 
smaller sizes are acceptable. For these 
reasons potatoes for export and prepeel- 
ing are provided with different require¬ 
ments. 

It Is hereby foimd that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 

1975 
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date of this section imtil 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register (5 
UjB.C. 553) in that ^pments ol 1975-78 
crop potatoes grown in the productitm 
area will shortly be made and the regu> 
lation should become effective at the 
time herein provided to maximize the 
benefits to producers. The Idaho-Eastern 
Oregon Potato Committee held an open 
meeting on June 13, 1975, to consider 
recommendations for a handling regula¬ 
tion, after giving due notice of such 
meeting, and interested person!^ were af¬ 
forded an (^iportunity to submit their 
views at this meeting; information re¬ 
garding the provisions, of the recom¬ 
mendation by the committee has been 
disseminated among the growers and 
handlers of potatoes in the production 
area; notice of the proposed regulation 
was pid)lished in the Federal Register 

of June 27, 1975, and compliance with 
thi^ section will not require any special 
preparation of potato sorting and pack¬ 
ing equipment on the part of handlers 
subject thereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted on or before the effective time 
hereof. 

§ 945.334 Handling regulation. 

.During the period July 22, 1975, 
through July 31, 1976, no person shall 
handle any lot (k potatoes unless such 
potatoes meet the requlrranents of para¬ 
graphs (a), (b), (c) and (d) of this sec¬ 
tion, or unless such potatoes are handled 
in accordance with paragraphs (e), (f), 
or (g) of this section. 

(a) Minimum quality requirements— 
(1) Grade. All varieties, n.6. No. 2 or 
better grade. 

(2) Size—(i) Round red varieties, lya 
Inches minimum diameter. 

(ii) AU other varieties. 2 inches min¬ 
imum diameter, or 4 ounces minimum 
weight. 

(ill) All varieties—Size B if U.S. No. 1 
or better graded.- 

(3) Cleanliness. AU varieties. “Fairly 
clean.” 

<b) Minimum maturity requirements— 
(1) White Rose and red skin varieties. 
Beginning the effective date hereof 
through December 31, 1975, “moderately 
skinned”; thereafter, no maturity 
requirements. 

<2) All other varieties. “Slightly 
skinned.” 

(3) Exceptions, (i) Subject to compli¬ 
ance with subdivision (111) of this sub- 
paragraph. any lot of potatoes not ex¬ 
ceeding a total of 50 hiuidredweight of 
each variety may be handled for any 
producer without regard to the foregoing 
maturity requirements. 

(ii) If an official inspected lot of pota¬ 
toes meets the foregoing maturity re¬ 
quirements, but fails to meet the'grade 
and size requirements, the lot may be re¬ 
graded. If, after regrading, such lot then 
meets the grade |md size requirements 
but fails to meet the matini^ require¬ 
ments, as indicated by the applicable 
Federal-State inspection certificate, such 
lot if not exceeding 100 hundredweight 
shall be exempt from the foregoing ma¬ 
turity requirements: Provided, That the 
handler complies with subdivision (iii) 
of this subparagraph. 

(iii) Prior to each shipment of pota¬ 
toes exempt from the foregoing maturity 
requirements, the handler thereof shall 
report to the committee the name and 
address of the producer of such potatoes, 
and each such shipment shall be handled 
as an identifiable entity. 

The following tolerances by weight are 
provided for potatoes in any lot which 
fail to meet the weight range for the 
designated coimt; 

(a) Not to exceed 5 porcent for under¬ 
size; and 

(b) Not to exceed 10 porcent for over¬ 
size. 

(2) Potatoes packed in 50-pound car¬ 
tons shall be U.S. No. 1 or better grade. 

(d) Inspection. (1) No handler shall 
handle potatoes unless such potatoes are 
inspoct^ by either the Idaho Federal- 
State Inspoction Service or Oreg(m Fed¬ 
eral-State Inspoction Service and are 
covered by a valid Inspection certificate 
except when relieved of such requirement 
pursuant to paragraphs (e), (I), or (g) 
of this section. 

(2) Each lot moving by truck shall be 
accompanied by a copy of a valid inspoc¬ 
tion certificate. 

(e) Special purpose shipments. (1) The 
minimum gr^e, size, cleanliness, ma¬ 
turity and pack requirements set forth 
in paragraphs (a), (b), and (c) of this 
section sh^ not lo applicable to ship¬ 
ments of potatoes for any of the follow¬ 
ing purposes: 

(1) Charity; 
(ii) Certified seed; 
(iii) Seed pieces cut from stock eligible 

for certification as certified seed; 
(iv) Exporimentation; and 
(V) Canning, freezing and “other proc¬ 

essing” as hereinafter defined: Pro¬ 
vided, That shipments of potatoes for the 
purpose specified in this subdivision shall 
be exempt from inspoction requir^ents 
spocified in S 945.65 and paragraph (d) of 
this section and from assessment re¬ 
quirements spocified in § 945.42. 

(2) The minimum grade, size, clean¬ 
liness, maturity and pack requirements 
set forth in paragraphs (a), (b), and 
(c) of this section shall be applicable to 
shipments of potatoes for each of the 
following purposes: 

(i) Export: Provided, That potatoes of 
a size not smaller than IV^ inches in 
diameter niay be shippod if the potatoes 
grade not less than U.S. N(x 2; and 

(ii) Prepeeling: Provided, That pota¬ 
toes of a size not smaller than 1inches 
in diameter may be shippod if the pota- 

(c) Pack. (1) When 50 poimd contain¬ 
ers (except master containers) of long 
varieties of potatoes are marked with a 
count, size or similar designation they 
must meet the count, average coimt and 
weight ranges for the count designation 
listed below. 

toes grade not less than Idaho Utility or 
Oregon Utility grade. 

(f) Safeguards. (1) Each handler 
making shipmients of potatoes for 
charity, seed pieces cut from stock 
eligible for certification, experimenta¬ 
tion, export, or for prepoeling pursuant 
to paragraph (e) of this section shall: 

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

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

(iii) At the time of applying to the 
committee for a Certificate of Privilege, 
or promptly thereafter furnish the com¬ 
mittee with a receiver’s or buyer’s cer¬ 
tification that the potatoes so handled 
are to be used only for the purpose stated 
in the application and that such receiver 
will complete and return to the commit¬ 
tee such poriodic receiver’s reports that 
the committee may require. 

(iv) Mail to the office of the ccmimittee 
a copy of the bill of lading for each Cer¬ 
tificate of Privilege shipment promptly 
after the date of shipment; 

(V) Bill eswh shipment directly to the 
applicable receiver. 

(2) Each handler making shipments 
of potatoes for canning, freezing, or 
“other processing’’ pursuant to para¬ 
graph (e)' of this section shall: 

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

(ii) Make shipments only to those 
firms whose names appiear on the com¬ 
mittee’s current list of manufacturers of 
px>tato products; 

(iii) Upjon request by the committee, 
furnish reports of each shipment pur¬ 
suant to the applicable Certificate of 
Privilege; 

(iv) Mail to the committee’s office a 
copy of the bill of lading for eaiffi Cer¬ 
tificate of Privilege shipment promptly 
after the date of shipment; 

(v) Bill each shipment directly to the 
applicable processor, 

(3) Each receiver of potatoes for proc¬ 
essing pursuant to paragraph (e) of this 
section shall: 

Larger than .SC rount 
Range 

Count 

M) percent over or under 

Average count > 

5 percent over or under 

Weight 

IS os. or larger 

fiO count. 
60 count. 
70 count... 
SO count. 
60 count. 
100 count. 
110 count... 
120 count. 
130 count. 
140 count. 
Smaller than 140 count, 

46 to 65. 48 to 63.12 to 19. 
64 to 66. 67 to 68.10 to 16. 
63 to 77. 67 to 74.9 to 15. 
72 to 88 . 76 to 84.8 to 18. 
81 to 99. 86 to 95.7 to 12. 
90 to no.95 to 105.6 to 10. 
99 to 121.105 to 116.6 to 9. 
108 to 182.114 to 126.4 to 8. 
117 to 148. 124 to 187.4 to 8. 
126 to 164. 133 to 147.4 to 8. 
10 percent over or under_5 percent over or under_4 to 8. 

> Applicable to lots. 
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(i) Complete and return an applica¬ 
tion form for listing as a manufacturer 
of F>otato products; 

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

(ill) Report on shipments received as 
the committee may require and the Sec¬ 
retary approve. 

(g) Minimum quantity exception. Each 
handler may ship up to, but not to ex¬ 
ceed, five hundredweight of potatoes any 
day without regard to the inspection and 
assessment requirements of this part, but 
this exception shall not apply to any 
shipment that exceeds five hundred¬ 
weight of potatoes. ‘ 

(h) Definitions. The terms “U.S. No. 1,” 
“U.S. No. 2,” “Size B,” “fairly clean,” 
“moderately skinned,” and “slightly 
skinned,” shall have the same meaning 
as when used in the United States Stand¬ 
ards for Potatoes (§{51.1540751.1566 of 
this title), including the tolerances set 
forth therein. The term "prepeeling" 
means potatoes which are clean, sound. 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

fresh tubers^ prepared commercially in a 
prepeeling plant by washing, removing 
the outer skin or peel, trimming, and 
sorting preparatory to sale in one or more 
of the styles of peeled potatoes described 
in § 52.2422 (United States Standards for 
Grades of Peeled Potatoes {§ 52.2421- 
52.2433 of this title). The term “other 
processing” has the same meaning as the 
term appearing in the act and includes,' 
but is not restricted to, potatoes for de¬ 
hydration, chips, shoestrings, starch, and 
flour. It includes only that preparation of 
potatoes for market which Involves the 
application of heat or cold to such an 
extent that the natural form or stability 
of the commodity undergoes a substan¬ 
tial change. The act of peeling, cooling, 
slicing, dicing, or applying material to 
prevent oxidation does not constitute 
“other processing.” The terms “Idaho’ 
Utility grade” and “Oregon Utility grade” 
shall have the same meaning as when 
used in the respective standards for pota¬ 
toes for the respective States. Other 
terms used in this section shall have the 
same meaning as when used in Market- 
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ing Agreement No. 98 and Order No. 
945, both as amended. 

(1) Applicability to imports. Pursuant 
to section 8e of the act and § 980.1 “Im¬ 
port regulations” (7 cm 980.1), Irish 
potatoes of the long varieties imported 
during the effective period of this sec¬ 
tion shall meet the grade, size, cleanliness 
and maturity requirements specified in 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section. 

Effective date and termination of pre¬ 
vious regulation. This regulation will be¬ 
come effective July 22, 1975, and will 
supersede § 945.333 which is hereby ter¬ 
minated up>on such effective date. 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.3.C. 
601-674). 

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

Dated: July 15. 1975. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 

etable Division. Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

(PR Doc.75-18704 PUed 7-17-76:8:46 amj 
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proposed rules 
Thi* 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 rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

AgricuKural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 722 ] 

COTTON 

Proposed Determinations Regarding 1976 
Crop Loan Prc^rams 

Cross Reference: For a document 
concerning prc^xwed determinations re¬ 
garding 1976 cotton crop loan programs, 
filed jointly by the Agricultural Stabili¬ 
zation and Conservation Service and the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, see PR 
Dec. 75-18661. 

[ 7 CFR Part 722 ] 

1976 UPLAND COTTON PROGRAM 

Proposed Determinations Regarding Na¬ 
tional Production Goal, National Allot¬ 
ment, and Set-Aside for Upland Cotton 
and Other Related Provisions for 1976 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture proposes to make the 
foUo^vlng determinations with resp>ect to 
the 1976 crop of upland cotton (referred 
to as “cotton”): 

a. Amount of the national production 
goal. 

b. Amount of the national base acreage 
allotment. 

c. Apportionment of the national base 
acreage allotment to States and coimties. 

d. Established (target) price. 
e. Whether there should be a set aside 

requirement and, if so, the extent of such 
requirement, 

f. Whether there should be a provision 
for additional diversion and, if so, the 
extent of such diversion and payment 
rate therefor. 

g. Other related provisions necessary 
to carry out the set aside program. 

The first three determinations listed 
above are to be made pursuant to the 
Agricultiiral Adjfistment Act of 1938, as 
amended (52 Stat. 31, 7 U.S.C. 1281): 

(a) National production goal.—Section 
342a requires the Secretary to proclaim 
a national production goal for the 1976 
crop by November 15,1975. Such produc¬ 
tion goal (in terms of standard bales of 
four hundred and eighty pounds net 
weight) shall be the number of bales of 
cotton equal to the estimated domestic 
consumption and estimated exports for 
the 1976-77 marketing year, which begins 
August 1, 1976, plus an allowance of 
not less them 5 percent of such estimated 
consumption and estimated exports for 
market expansion. Section 342a further 
provides that the Secretary shall make 
such adjustmoits in the amount of the 
production goal as he determines nec¬ 
essary after taking into consideration the 

estimated stocks of cotton in the United 
States (includipg the qualities of such 
stocks) and stocks In foreign countries, 
which would be available for the 1976-77 
marketing year, to assure the mainte¬ 
nance of adequate but not excessive 
carryover stoc^ in the United States 
(not less than 50 percent of the average 
off-take for the three preceding market¬ 
ing years ) to provide a continuous and 
stable supply of the different qualities of 
cotton needed in the United States and in 
foreign cotton consuming countries and, 
in addition, to provide an adequate re¬ 
serve for purposes of national security. 

(b) National base acreage allotment.— 
Section 350(a) requires the Secretary to 
establish and announce a national base 
acreage allotment for the 1976 crop of 
cotton by November 15,1975. Section 350 
(a) provides that the national base acre¬ 
age allotment for any crop of cotton shall 
be the number of acres which the Secre¬ 
tary determines on the basis of the ex¬ 
pected national yield will produce an 
amount of cotton equal to the estimated 
domestic consumption of cotton (stand¬ 
ard bales of four hundred and eighty 
poxmds net weight) for the marketing 
year beginning in the year in which the 
crop is to be produced, plus not to ex¬ 
ceed 25 per centum thereof if the Secre¬ 
tary, taking into consideration other ac¬ 
tions he may take under the Agricultural 
Act of 1970, as amended, determines that 
such additional amount is necessary to 
provide for a production which will equal 
the national cotton production goal, ex¬ 
cept that the national base acreage allot¬ 
ment for the 1974 through 1977 crops 
shall be in such amoimt as the Secretary 
determines necessary to maintain ade¬ 
quate supplies. The national base acre¬ 
age allotment for the 1974 through 1977 
crops shall not be less than eleven million 
acres. 

(c) Apportionment of the national base 
acreage allotment to States and coun¬ 
ties.—Sections 350 (b) and (c) provide 
that the national base acreage allotment 
for 1976 shall be apportioned to States 
and counties on the basis of the acreage 
planted (including acreage regarded as 
having been planted) to cotton within 
the farm acreage allotment during 1970, 
and the farm base acreage allotment dur¬ 
ing 1971, 1972, 1973, and 1974, adjusted 
for abnormal weather conditions or other 
natural disasters during such period. 
Section 350(c) fiuther provides that the 
State committee may reserve not to ex¬ 
ceed two percent of its State acreage al¬ 
lotment to adjust county allotments for 
trends in acreage, for coimties adversely 
affected by abnormal conditions affecting 
plantings, or for small or new farms, or 
to correct inequities In farm allotments 
and to prevent hardships. 

The following determinations are to 
be made pursuant to the Agricultural Act 
of 1949, as amended (63 Stat. 1051, 7 
U.S.C. 1421): 

(d) Established (.target) price for up¬ 
land cotton.—Section 103(e) (2) provides 
that the established price in the case of 
the 1976 crop shall be 38 cents per pound 
adjusted to reflect any change during the 
calendar year 1975 in the index of prices 
paid by farmers for production items, 
interest, taxes, and wage rates. Any in¬ 
crease that would otherwise be made in 
the established price to reflect a change 
in the index of prices paid by farmers 
shall be further adjusted to reflect any 
change in the national average yield per 
acre of cotton for the three calendar 
years 1973-75 over the national average 
yield for the three calendar years 1972- 
74. The 1976 target price will be -deter¬ 
mined as soon as possible after Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975, 

(e) Whether there should be a set- 
aside requirement and. if so, the extent 
of such requirement.—Section 103(e) (4) 
(A) requires the Secretary to provide for 
a set-aside of cropland if he determines 
that the total supply of agricultural com¬ 
modities will, in the absence of such a 
set-aside, likely be excessive, taking into 
account the need for an adequate carry¬ 
over to maintain reasonable and stable 
supplies and prices and to meet a na¬ 
tional emergency. If a set-aside of crop¬ 
land is in effect, then as a condition of 
eligibility for loans and payments on up¬ 
land cotton, producers must set aside 
and devote to approved conservation uses 
an acreage of cropland equal to such 
percentage of the farm base acreage al¬ 
lotment as the Secretary determines (not 
to exceed 28 percent). 

(f) Whether there should be a pro¬ 
vision for additional diversion and. if so, 
the extent of such diversion and the pay¬ 
ment rate therefor.—Section 103(e)(4) 
(B) provides that to assist in adjusting 
the acreage of commodities to desirable 
goals, the Secretary may make land di¬ 
version payments, in addition to the pay¬ 
ments authorized in subsection (e)(2), 
to producers on a farm who, to the ex¬ 
tent prescribed by the Secretary, devote 
to approved conservation uses an acreage 
of cropland on the farm in addition to 
that required to be so devoted imder sub¬ 
section (e) (4) (A). The land diversion 
payments for a farm shall be at such a 
rate or rates as the Secretary determines 
to be fair and reasonable taking into 
consideration the diversion undertaken 
by the producers and the productivity of 
the acreage diverted. The Secretary is 
required to limit the total acreage to be 
diverted imder agreements In any county 
or local community so as not to adversely 
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affect the economy ot the coxmty or local 
commimlty. 

(g) Other related provision necessary 
to carry out the set-aside program for 
1976 including but not limited to deter¬ 
minations such as (1) whether to permit 
haying and grazing and/or alternate 
crops on set-aside acreage if it is deter¬ 
mined that set aside is needed. (2) the 
terms and conditions under which haying 
and grazing and/or alternate crops will 
be allowed, and (3) such other provisions 
as may be necessary to carry out the 
program. 

Prior to making any of the foregoing 
determinations, consideration will be 
given to any data, views, and recom¬ 
mendations relative to these determina¬ 
tions which are submitted in writing to 
the Director, Grains, Oilseeds and Cotton 
Division, A^cultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service. UJ3. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. In 
order to be sttfe of consideration, all 
submissions must be received by the Di¬ 
rector not later than August 14, 1975. 
All written submissions piu^usmt to this 
notice will be made available for public 
inspection at the OfiBce of the Director 
during regular business hours (8:15 a.m. 
to 4:45 p.m.). 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on July 14, 
1975. 

Kknneth E. Frick, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 

bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

(FR DOC.7S-18669 Piled 7-17-?6:e:46 am] 

[7CFR Part 722] 

1976 EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON 
PROGRAM 

Proposed Determinations Regarding Na¬ 
tional Marketing Quota, National Acre¬ 
age Allotment, and Other Related Op¬ 
erating Provisions for 1976 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture proposes te make the 
following determinations with respect to 
the 1976 crop of extra lowg staple cotton 
(referred to as “ELS cotton*’): 

a. National marketing quota. 
b. National acreage allotmmt. 
c. Apportionment of the national acre¬ 

age allotment to States and coimties. 
d. Date or period for conducting the 

national marketing quota referendum. 
The following determinations are to be 

made pursuant to the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1938, as amended (52 
Stat. 31.7 U.S.C. 1281): 

(a) National marketing quota. Sec¬ 
tion 347(b)(1) of the act requires the 
Secretary to proclaim the amoimt of the 
national marketing quota for the 1976 
crop of ELS cotton by October 15, 1975. 
Such marketing quota shall be the num¬ 
ber of standard bales of ELS cotton equal 
to the sum of the estimated domestic 
consumption and estimated exports, less 
estimated imports, for the 1976-77 mar¬ 
keting year, which begins August 1.1976, 
plus such additional number of bales. If 
any. as the Secretary determines neces¬ 

sary to assure adequate working stocks 
in trade channels imtil ELS cotton from 
the 1977 crop becomes readily available 
without resort to Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration stocks. The Secretary may re¬ 
duce the quota so determine for the 
purpose of reducing surplus stocks, but 
not below the minimum quota of 82,481 
standard bales prescribed imder Section 
347(b) (2) of the act. 

(b) National acreage allotment. Pur¬ 
suant to Section 344(a), the national 
acreage allotment for the 1976 crop of 
ETJt cotton shall be that acreage deter¬ 
mined by multiplying the national mar¬ 
keting quota in bales by four hundred 
and eighty pounds (net weight of a 
standard bale) and dividing the result 
by the national average yield per acre 
of Eia cotton for the four calendar years 
1971,1972,1973, and 1974. 

(c) Apportionment of the national 
acreage allotment to States and counr 
ties. Sections 344 (b) and (e) provide 
that the national acreage allotment for 
the 1976 crop of ELS cotton shall be ap¬ 
portioned to States and counties on the 
basis of the acreage planted to ELS cot¬ 
ton (including acreage regarded as hav¬ 
ing been planted) during the five calen¬ 
dar years 1970,1971,1972,1973, and 1974, 
adjusted for abnormal weather condi¬ 
tions during such period. Section 344(e) 
further provides that the State commit¬ 
tee may reserve not to exceed 10 percent 
of its State allotment to adjust coimty 
allotments for trends in acreage, for 
counties adversely affected by abnormal 
conditions, affecting plantings, or for 
small or new farms, or to correct inequi¬ 
ties in farm allotments and .to prevent 
hardship. 

(d) Date or period for conducting the 
national marketing quota referendum. 
Section 343 requires the Secretary to con¬ 
duct a referendum by secret ballot of the 
farmers Migaged in the production of 
ELS cotton during 1975, by December 15, 
1975, to determine whether such farmers 
are in favor of or opposed to the quota. 
If more than one-third of the farmers 
voting in the referendum oppose the na¬ 
tional maiiieting quota, such quota shall 
become ineffective upon proclamation of 
the results of the referendum. Section 
343 further requires the Secretary to pro¬ 
claim the results of the results of the 
referendum within 30 days after the date 
of such referendum. 

Prior to making any of the foregoing 
determinations, consideration will be 
given to any data, views, and recommen¬ 
dations relative to these determinations 
which are submitted in writing to the 
Director, Grains, Oilseeds and Cotton 
Division, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. In 
order to be sure of consideration, all sub¬ 
missions must be received by the Director 
not later than August 14, 1975. All writ¬ 
ten submissions pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the OfBce of the Director during 
regular business hours (8:15 a.m. to 
4:45 p.m.). 

Signed at Washington. D.C. on July 14, 
1975. 

Kenneth E. Frick, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

I PR Doc.75-18660 Filed 7-17-75; 8:45 am] 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

[7CFRPart932] 

OLIVES GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 

Proposed Limitation of Handling 

This notice invites written comment 
with respect to a proposed amendment 
to the rules and regulations (Sul^iart— 
Rules and Regulations; 7 C7FR 932.108- 
932.161) currently effective pursuant to 
the applicable provisions of the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 932, as amended (7 C7FR Part 932). 
regulating the handling of olives grown 
in California, hereinafter referred to col¬ 
lectively as the “order.” This is a regu¬ 
latory program effective under the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

The amendment to said rules and reg¬ 
ulations was unanimously proposed by 
the Olive Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said marketing 
agreement and order as the agency to 
administer the terms and provlslmis 
thereof. 

The current provisions of § 932.109 
contain a definition of “canned ripe 
olives of tree-ripened type,” in terms of 
the color characteristics of the advanced 
maturity olives in their natural condition 
from which such olives are made. Cur¬ 
rently each lot of natural condition 
olives for use in canned ripe olives of the 
tree-ripened type and packaged olives of 
such type is exempt frcmi incoming and 
outgoing regulations under the order if 
such olives are handled in accordance 
with the procedimes specified by the or¬ 
der. Such procedures are specified prin¬ 
cipally in 8 932.51(b) which provides 
that when a handler receives a lot of 
natural condition olives or makes a sep¬ 
aration resulting in a sublot of such 
olives, for use in the production of canned 
ripe olives of the tree-ripened type, he 
may handle such olives exempt from in¬ 
coming and outgoing requirements of 
the order providing the specified safe¬ 
guard requirements are met. The com¬ 
mittee has indicated that 8 932.109 is not 
consistent with 8 932.51(b) which con¬ 
tains the safeguard requirements in that 
it refers to “lot” instead of both “lot and 
sublot” and it implies that the deter¬ 
mination as to maturity of the tree- 
ripened natural condition olives is to be 
made at the time of delivery to the han¬ 
dler rather than when the handler “re¬ 
ceives a lot of natural condition olives, or 
makes a separation resulting in a subloi 
• • • ” as specified in 8 932.51(b). The 
proposed amendment would revise 8 932.- 
109 to remove the conflict by including 
“sublot” and deleting the phrase ”at the 
time of delivery to the handler.” 
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Under the prc^sal the provisions of 
paragraph (a) preceding subparagraph 
<1) thereof in $932,109 would be 
amended to read as follows (subpara¬ 
graph (1) and (2) are repeated for 
purposes of clarity): 

§ 932.109 Canned rip<' oliv es of llio Iree- 

ripcned type. 

(a) “CTanned ripe olives of the tree- 
ripened type” means packaged olives, not 
oxidized in processing, that are prepared 
from a lot or sublot of natural condition 
olives of advanced maturity which; 

(1) Range in color from pinkish red, 
with some greenish cast, to black; and 

(2) Have not more than 10 percent, by 
count, of “off-color” olives (“off-color” 
means those olives whose greenish cast 
covers more than 50 percent of the sur¬ 
face of the individual olives). 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration In connection with the pro¬ 
posal may file the same, in quadruplicate, 
with the Hearing Clerk, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Room 112, 
Administration Building, Washington, 
D C. 20250, not later than August 1,1975. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing cherk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Dated: July 15,1975. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 

etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

IFR Doc.75-18642 Piled 7-17-75;8:46 am) 

[7CFR Part 948] 

IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN 
COLORADO, AREA NO. 3 

Proposed Limitation of Handling 

This proposal, designed to promote or¬ 
derly maiiieting of Colorado Area No. 3 
potatoes, would impose minimum quality 
standards and would require inspection 
of fresh shipments to keep low quality 
potatoes from being shipped to con¬ 
sumers. 

Consideration Is being given to the 
issuance of a handling regulation, here¬ 
inafter set forth, which was recom¬ 
mended by the Area Committee for Area 
No. 3, Colorado, established piusuant to 
Marketing Agreement No. 97 and Order 
No. 948, both as sunended (7 CFR Part 
948). This marketing order program reg¬ 
ulates the handling of Irish potatoes 
grown in the State of Colorado and is 
effective under the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7U.S.C.601etseq.). 

The recommendations of the commit¬ 
tee reflect its appraisal of the composi¬ 
tion of the 1975 crop in Area No. 3 and 
of the marketing prospects for this sea¬ 
son. Harvesting is expected to begin in 
early August so the regulation should 
become effective at that time. The grade, 
size, and maturity requirements proposed 
her^ would be necessary to prevent 
potatoes of lesser maturities, less desir¬ 

able sizes, or low quality from being dis¬ 
tributed in fresh maiiret channels. They 
would also provide consmners with good 
(quality potatoes consistent with the over¬ 
all quality of the crop. 

Exceptions would be provided to cer¬ 
tain of these requirements to recognize 
special situations in which such require¬ 
ments would be inappropriate or unrea¬ 
sonable. 

Shipments would be permitted to cer¬ 
tain special purpose outlets without re¬ 
gard to the grade, size, maturity and 
inspection requirements, provided that 
safeguards were met to prevent such po¬ 
tatoes from reaching xmauthorized out¬ 
lets. Certified seed would be exempt be¬ 
cause requirements for this outlet differ 
greatly from those for fresh market. 
Shipments for use as livestock feed would 
likewise be exempt. Since no purpose 
would be served by regulating potatoes 
used for charity piuposes, such shipments 
would be exempt. Also potatoes for most 
processing uses are exempt under the 
legislative authority for this part. 

Potatoes for prepeeling would be han¬ 
dled without regard to maturity require¬ 
ments since skinning of such potatoes 
would be of no consequence. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or argmnents in connec¬ 
tion with this proposal may file the same, 
in duiriicate, with the Hearing Clerk, 
Romn 112-A, U.8. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Washington, D.C. 20250, not later 
than August 6, 1975. All written sub¬ 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the office, of the Hearing Clerk 
diming regular business hours (7 CFR 
1.27(b)). The proposed regulation is as 
follows: 

§ 948.373 Handling regulation. 

During the period August 18, 1975. 
through June 30, 1976, no person shaU 
handle any lot of potatoes grown in Area 
No. 3 unless such potatoes meet the re¬ 
quirements of paragraphs (a), (b) and 
(c) of this section, or unless such pota¬ 
toes are handled in accordance with 
paragraphs (d), (e), or (f) of this sec¬ 
tion. 

(a) Grade and size requirements—All 
varieties. U.8. No. 2, or better grade, 1% 
inches minimum diameter or 4 ounces 
minimum weight. However, Size B may 
be handled if U.S. No. 1 or better grade. 

(b) Maturity (skinning) require¬ 
ments—All varieties. For UB. No. 2 
grade, not more than “moderately 
skinn^,” and for all other grades, not 
more than “sUghtiy skinned.” 

(c) Inspection. (1) No handler shall 
handle any potatoes for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec¬ 
tion certificate has been is^ed with re¬ 
spect thereto and the certificate Is valid 
at the time of shipment. For purpose of 
operation under this part it is hereby de- 
termlDed pursuant to paragraph (d) of 
$ 948.40, that each inspection certificate 
shall be valid for a period not to exceed 
five days following the date of inspection 
as shown on the inspection certificate. 

(2) No handler may transport or cause 
the transportation by motor vehicle of 

any shipment of potatoes for which an 
inspection certificate is required unless 
ea(h shipment is acctunpanled by a copy 
of the inspection certificate applicable 
thereto and the copy is made available 
for examination at any time upon re¬ 
quest. 

(d) Special purpose shipments. (1) 
The grade, size, matmity and Inspection 
requirements of paragraphs (a), (b) and 
(c) of this section shall not be applicable 
to shipments of potatoes for: 

(1) livestock feed; 
(ii) Charity: 
(iii) Canning, freezing, and "other 

processing” as hereinafter defined; and 
(iv) Certified seed potatoes ($ 948.6). 
(2) The maturity requirements set 

forth in paragraph (b) of this section 
shall not be applicable to shipments of 
potatoes for prepeeling. 

(e) Saiegvnrds. Each handler making 
shipments of potatoes pursuant to para¬ 
graph (d) of this section shall, 

(1) Prior to shipment, apply for and 
obtain a Certificate of Privilege from the 
committee. 

(2) Furnish the committee such re¬ 
ports and documents as required, includ¬ 
ing certification by the buyer or receiver 
on the use of such potatoes, and 

(3) Bill each shipment directly to the 
applicable buyer or receiver. 

(f) Minimum quantity. For purposes of 
regulation under this part, each person 
may handle up to but not to exceed 1,000 
pounds of potatoes per day without re¬ 
gard to the requirements of paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of this section, but this ex¬ 
ception shall not apply to any shipment 
of over 1,000 pounds of potatoes. 

(g) Definitions. The terms “U.S. No. 
1,” “U.8. No. 2,” “Size B,” “moderately 
skinned” and “slightly skinned,” shall 
have the same meaning as when used 
in the United States Standards for 
Grades of Potatoes ($$ 51.1540-51.1566 
of this title) including the tolerances 
set forth therein. The term “pr^el- 
Ing” means potatoes which are clean, 
sound, fresh tubers prepared com¬ 
mercially in a prepeeling plant by 
washing, removing the outer skin or 
peel, trimming, and sorting preparatory 
to sale in one or more of the styles of 
peeled potatoes described in § 52.2422 
(United States Standards for Grades of 
Peeled Potatoes, $$52.2421-52.2433 of 
this title). The term “other processing” 
has the same meaning as the term ap¬ 
pearing in the act and includes, but is 
not restricted to, potatoes for dehydra¬ 
tion, chips, shoestrings, starch, and fiour. 
It includes only that preparation of po¬ 
tatoes for market which Involves the ap¬ 
plication of heat or cold to such an ex¬ 
tent that the natural form or stability of 
the commodity undergoes a substantial 
change. The act of peeling, cooling, slic¬ 
ing, dicing, or applying material to pre¬ 
vent oxldatkm does not constitute “other 
processing.” 

(h) A7)plicabilitv to imports. Pursuant 
to $ 8e of the act and $ 980.1, ^Import 
regulations” <7 C7PR 980.1), round white 
varieties of Iriih potatoes, except certi¬ 
fied seed potatoes. Imported into the 
United 8tates duri^ the period August 
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1-17, 1975, shall meet the U,S. No. 2 or 
better grade and 1 ^ inches minimum di¬ 
ameter requirements specified In j 948.- 
126 General Cull Regulation (7 CFR Part 
948) and during the period August 18. 
1975, through June 4, 1976, shall meet 
the minimum grade, size, quality, and 
maturity requirements specified in para- 
grai^ (a) and (b) of this section. 

Dated: July 15,1975. 
Chasles R. BsAOEa. 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc.76-18706 FUed 7-17-76;8;45 am] 

[7CFRPart9S8] 
ONIONS GROWN IN DESIGNATED COUN¬ 

TIES IN IDAHO AND MALHEUR COUNTY, 
OREGON 

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

Consideration is being given to author¬ 
izing the Idaho-Eastern Oregon Onion 
Committee to spend not more than 
$196,781 for its operations during the 
fisc^ period ending June 30. 1976, and 
to collect four and one-half cents per 
hundredweight on assessable onions 
handled by first handlers under the pro¬ 
gram. 

The committee is the administrative 
agency established under Marketing 
Agreement No. 130 and Order No. 958, 
both as amended (7 CFR Part 958), reg¬ 
ulating the handling of onions grown in 
designated counties in Idaho and Mal¬ 
heur County, Oregon. This program is 
effective under the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with these proposals shall file the 
same, in duplicate, with the Hearing 
Clerk, Room 112-A. UH. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, not 
later than August 4, 1975. All written 
comments will be made available for pub¬ 
lic inspection at the office of the Hearing 
Clerk during regular business hours (7 
CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposals are as follows: 

§ 958.219 Expenses aad rate of 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
period ending Jime 30, 1976, by the 
Idaho-Eastern Oregon Onion Committee 
for its maintenance and functioning, and 
for such purpose as Uie Secretary deter¬ 
mines to be appropriate will amount to 
$196,781. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler in accordance with this 
part shall be $0,045 per hundredweight 
or equivalent quantity of assessable 
onions handled by him as the first han¬ 
dler during the fiscal period. 

(c) Unexpended income in excess of 
expenses for the fiscal period may be 
carried over as a reserve to the extent 
authorized In S 958.44. 

(d) Terms used in this, section have 
the same meaning as when used in the 
marketing agreement and this part. 

Dated: July 14.1975. 

Chables R. Bhaoeb. 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 

Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

(FR Doc 76-18658 FUed 7-17-75:8:45 Am] 

[7 CFR Part 982] 

[Docket No. AO-206-A4] 

FILBERTS GROWN IN OREGON AND 
WASHINGTON 

Recommended Decision and Opportunity 
To File Written Exceptions to Proposed 
Further Amendment of Marketing Agree¬ 
ment and Order 

Notice is hereby given of the filing with 
the Hearing Clerk of this recommended 
decision with respect to proposed further 
amendment of the marketing agreement, 
as amended, and Order No. 982, as 
amended (7 CTH Part 982), regulating 
the handling of filberts grown in Oregon 
and Washington. 

Interested persons may file written ex¬ 
ceptions to this decision with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk. United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington. D.C. 20250, by 
August 18, 1975. The exceptions should 
be filed in quadruplicate. All written sub¬ 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the office of the Hearing CHerk 
during regular business hours (7 (TFR 
1.27(b)). 

The above notice of filing of the deci¬ 
sion and of opportunity to file exceptions 
thereto is issued pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 (TFR Part 
900). 

Preliminary statement. This proposed 
amendment of the marketing agreement, 
as amended, and order, as amended, was 
formulated on the record of a public 
hearing held at Portland, Oregon, 
April 29, 1975. Notice of the hearing was 
published in the April 15. 1975, issue of 
the Federal Register (40 FR 16852). The 
proposals contained in the notice of hear¬ 
ing were submitted by the Filbert Con¬ 
trol Board and the Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service. 

Material issues. The material issues of 
record are as follows: 

(1) Provide for a “marketing policy 
year” for purposes of volume regulation 
under the order; 

(2) (Change references to “fiscal year” 
in the order to “marketing policy year” 
where applicable; 

(3) Provide flexibility in estimating 
merchantable production and in recom¬ 
mending InsheU carryover when recom¬ 
mending marketing policy; 

(4) Provide for establishment of a 
preliminary free percentage early in the 
marketing policy year; 

(5) Provide for estahlishment of free 
and restricted poeentages on a ‘‘market¬ 
ing policy year” basis and that such per¬ 
centages established in one year remain 
in effect until percentages for the subse- 
quoit year are established: 

(6) Require shelled filberts which are 
to be credited in satisfaction ot a re¬ 
stricted obligation to be inspected and 
certified by the Federal-State inspection 
sendee; 

(7) Permit handlers to withhold 
shelled filberts to satisfy restricted obli¬ 
gations. and require that any filberts to 
be so withheld te inspected and certified 
as meeting the requirements of Oregon 
No. 1 grade for shelled filberts; 

(8) Provide for an equivalent weight 
basis for shelled filberts to be credited 
in satisfsM:tlon of a restricted obligation; 

(9) Change the latest date to which 
handlers may temporarily defer under 
bond, the wiUiholdlng of filberts in satis¬ 
faction of restricted obligations; 

(10) Require handlers to repmi; their 
inventory of inshell and shelM filberts 
as of the first day of the maiiceting pol¬ 
icy year; and 

(11) Make such changes In the (Htler 
as may be necessary to bring the enUre 
order, as amended, into conformity with 
the amendatory action resiilting from the 
hearing. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial Issues are based on the record of 
the hearing; 

(1) Section 982.17 of the marketing 
agreement and order (hereinafter, in this 
text of the findings and conclusions, col¬ 
lectively referred to as the “order”) 
should be amended to provide for a mar¬ 
keting policy year. TTiat section currently 
defines the term “fiscal year” to mean 
the 12 months from August 1 to the fol¬ 
lowing July 31, both Inclusive. The op¬ 
eration and administration of the mar¬ 
keting order is geared to this period. 
However, this period does not correspond 
closely with the actual production and 
marketing cycle of filberts. Delivery to 
handlers of new crop filberts normally 
begins about October 1. The heavy ship¬ 
ment of new crop filberts by handlers be¬ 
gins as soon as these nuts can be proc¬ 
essed and packaged. 

Establishment of a marketing policy 
year corresponding with filbert produc¬ 
tion and marketing would enable the Fil¬ 
bert Control Board (hereinafter, in this 
text of the findings and conclusions, re¬ 
ferred to as the “Board”) to make its 
marketing policy estimates and recom¬ 
mendations as close to the actual produc¬ 
tion and marketing cycle as is practi¬ 
cable. 

Chirrently, annual volume regulation is 
established for a fiscal year and is based 
upon data kept on a fiscal year basis, 
liius, annual maiketing decisions which 
usually are made by the Board in mid- 
September do not drdinarily take into 
account any changes that may have oc¬ 
curred since the end of the previous fis¬ 
cal year. If the marketing policy year 
were set from new crop to new cn^), it 
would not be necessary to estimate re- 

\ « 
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quiranents from August 1 to July 31 and 
then estimate additkmal requirements 
from August 1 to October 1 of the follow¬ 
ing year. In other words, the proposal 
would enable the Board to recommend a 
one-yeex supply to fill a one-year de¬ 
mand. 

The proposed marketing policy year 
would be used only for purposes of wbl- 
iime regiilation. The Board would con¬ 
tinue to maintain statistical data, ad¬ 
ministrative activities, and the financial 
operation of the order on a fiscal year 
basis. 

At the hearing, there was some uncer¬ 
tainty on the part of the proponents as 
to the exact dates which should be es¬ 
tablished for the proposed marketing 
policy year. Some handlers customarily 
^p carryover inshell filberts into ex¬ 
port outlets, or shell the carryover, in 
August and September, to accumulate 
restricted credits. These credits are then 
applied to the restricted obligations in- 
cuired when these handlers begin to ship 
merchantable filberts (of the new crop) 
to the domestic market in October, llie 
proponents testified that further review 
of this matter should be made by the 
Board before establishing a marketing 
policy year that would cover a period of 
time different from the fiscal ye&r. Fur¬ 
thermore, the marketing policy year 
should not be changed indiscriminately, 
but only when experience proves that 
there should be an adjustment, or when 
it becomes obvious that the established 
dates are not functional from the stand¬ 
point of industry operational practices. 
Therefore, the dates of the present fiscal 
year (i.e., August 1 through Jiily 31) 
should be used for the marketing policy 
year and authority be includ^ in 
fi 982.17 to change that year to such other 
period of time as may be recommended 
by the Board and established by the Sec¬ 
retary through rulemaking. 

(2) Material issue (1), as proposed, re¬ 
garding establishment of a marketing 
policy year for purposes of volume regu¬ 
lation, would necessitate conforming 
changes in other sections of the order. 
Accordingly, all references to “fiscal 
year” should be changed to “marketing 
policy year” in §5 982.16; 982.50 (c) and 
(d); 982.52 (a) and (d); 982.54 (a), (c), 
and (e); 982.71; and 982.86(b)(3). It 
would also be necessary to change refer¬ 
ences to “fiscal year'* to “marketing pol¬ 
icy year” in certain other provisions. 
These changes will be recommended in 
the discussion of the particular material 
issue of this recommended decision 
wherever applicable. 

(3) Section 982.40 of the order con¬ 
tains the estimates and recommenda¬ 
tions which must be made by the Board 
in recommending its annual marketing 
policy to the Secretary. Among these are: 
An estimate of merchantable produc¬ 
tion; and a recommendation for handler 
carryover of inshell filberts at the end 
of a year. 

The estimate of merchantable produc¬ 
tion of filberts made by the Board at its 
marketing policy meeting is based upon 
an estimate of field-run filbert produc¬ 
tion by the Statistical Reporting Service, 

USDA. The first SR8 estimate of this 
prodxictlon Is released early In Septem¬ 
ber. From this estimate, the Board de¬ 
ducts a quantity of filberts for small 
sizes, culls and blows, and farm and mis¬ 
cellaneous use, to arrive at its estimate 
of merchantable production. Whenever 
volume regulations are made effective 
for a year, a quantity of inshell filberts 
is made available for the domestic mar¬ 
ket by means of a free percentage to 
meet the estimated inshell trade demand. 
The volume regulation also includes a 
restricted percentage, which prescribes 
the portion that must be withheld from 
handling as inshell filberts. Restricted 
filberts may be disposed of by handlers 
as inshell filberts into the export market, 
or as shelled filberts into either the do¬ 
mestic or export market. These percent¬ 
ages are recommended by the Board and 
established by the Secretary. The free 
and restricted percentages should be es¬ 
tablished as early in the year as is prac¬ 
ticable so that handlers will be aware of 
their restricted obligations and can plan 
their operations accordingly. When a 
handler makes a shipment of inshell fil¬ 
berts into the domestic market, he is re¬ 
quired by the order to withhold a specific 
quantity of filberts as restricted filberts. 

It was proposed in the notice of hear¬ 
ing that the first sentence of S 982.40(a) 
be amended to read, “Each marketing 
policy year, prior to the time the new 
crop filberts are available for handling, 
the Board shall bold a meeting for the 
purpose of recommending to the Secre¬ 
tary a marketing policy for that year”. 
The proposal would require a Board 
meeting after the beginning of a market¬ 
ing policy year to make marketing policy 
rec<»nmendations for that year. This 
could cause difficulty for the industry 
if the marketing policy year begrins Octo¬ 
ber 1, especially when coupled with an 
early crop or development of new vari¬ 
eties of filberts which may be harvested 
earlier than current varieties. Further¬ 
more. since the first estimate of produc¬ 
tion upon which marketing policy is 
based is released in September and new 
crop filberts are ordinarily available 
early in October, the Board generally 
has held its marketing policy meeting in 
September, and there is no Indication 
that the Board will change its practice 
in the future. Therefore, the first sen¬ 
tence of S 982.40(a) should be amended 
to read, “For each marketing policy year, 
the Board shall hold a meeting for the 
purpose of recMnmending to the Secre¬ 
tary a marketing policy for that year.” 

In some yeals, the production estimate 
used by the Board in estimating mer¬ 
chantable production of filberts has be^i 
less than actual production. Once the 
free and restricted percentages are estab¬ 
lished, the free percentage cannot be 
lowered. Thus, if the free percentage is 
established on the basis of a production 
estimate released in September and the 
production estimate is subsequently in¬ 
creased, an over-supply of inshell filberts 
is made available for the domestic mar¬ 
ket. To correct this problem, S 982.40 
(a) (1) (1) should be amended to provide 
that the Board may include in its'esti¬ 

mate of the quantity of merchantable 
filberts to be produced during a market¬ 
ing policy year an adjustment to protect 
against any error in estimation of that 
production. The order should not pre¬ 
scribe an exact amount which should be 
used for the adjustment. The Board 
should take into consideration the 
amount any errors in production esti¬ 
mates in previous years. The adjustment 
should be reasonable and should not be 
such as might materially short the supply 
of inshell filb^ts to be made available 
for the domestic market early in the 
year. When the estimate of production 
is released in November, the Board should 
meet to determine if any change in the 
free percentages is necessary. 

In the notice of hearing it was proposed 
that provision to permit the Boeurd to 
Include an adjustment to protect against 
any error in estimation of production 
should be included in § 982.40(a) (1) (v). 
However, at the hearing, the proponents 
testified that this provision should be 
contained in § 982.40(a) (1) (i) because 
this subdivision deals with the Board’s 
estimate of merchantable production and 
any adjustment would be made in this 
estimate. Subdivision (v) of ! 982.40 
(a)(1) deals with the Board’s recom¬ 
mended free and restricted percentages 
for a marketing policy year. Therefore, 
it is more appropriate that this provision 
for adjustment be included in § 982.40 
(a)(l)(i). 

’The Board should not be required to 
include an adjustment for any error in 
estimation of production, but rather 
should be permitted to use such an ad¬ 
justment if it deems this necessary. 

Section 982.40(a) (1) (iii) of the order 
provides for a Board reccMnmendation 
for handler carryover of inshell filberts 
at the end of a year which may be avail¬ 
able for handling as inshell filberts in the 
subsequent year. The purpose of this 
provision is to make available inshell 
filberts for shipment after July 31 of a 
year before new crop filberts become 
available (early October). In practice, 
the industry views this as requiring the 
Board to recommend a specific quantity 
as carryover, and the Board has acted 
accordingly. ’That is, the industry does 
not interpret this provision as permit¬ 
ting the Board to recommend a “zero” 
carryover. However, there is no require¬ 
ment that handlers actually carry over 
the recommended quantity of inshell fil¬ 
berts. In fact, marketing conditions 
determine the size of any carryover. 
Thus, the recommended carryover at the 
end of a year merely makes a quantity of 
inshell filberts available to the domestic 
maricet which is in excess of the 
quantity needed for shipment as inshell 
filberts during the year. In many in¬ 
stances, this recommended carryover has 
been exported or shelled, and thus was 
not available as inshell filberts for the 
domestic market in the succeeding year. 
The marketing policy year discuss^ in 
material issue (1) of this recommended 
decision, when fully implemented, could 
result in the Board’s recmnmendations 
on marketing pcfficy being based upon a 
time period that more closely coincides 
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witli production and marketing cycles. 
Such a time period as a basis for 
marketing policy recommendations less¬ 
ens the need for any carryorer. 

It is possible that circumstances, trade 
conditions, or Industry practices may 
change in the futiure and make It advis¬ 
able for the Board to again Include in its 
mai'keting policy a recommendation for 
inshell handler carryover. Therefore, 
$ 982.40(a) (1) (ill) should make it clear 
that the Board is permitted, not re¬ 
quired, to recommend a carryover of in¬ 
shell filberts in its marketing policy 
determinations. 

Material issue (1) of this recom¬ 
mended decision recommends establish¬ 
ment of a marketing policy year for 
purposes of volume regulation. Section 
982.40 sets forth the Board estimates 
and recommendations upon which 
volume regulation is based. Therefore, 
all references in § 982.40 to “fiscal year” 
should be changed to “marketing policy 
year”, with the following exception: 
Pai'agraph (b) of this section currently 
provides for revisions of marketing 
policy. Such revisions may be recom¬ 
mended by the Board, or by handlers who 
handled at least 10 percent of all filberts 
in the preceding fiscal year. The reference 
to “fiscal year” must be retained in this 
paragraph. The reason is that the first 
year the marketing policy year is used, 
there will be no preceding marketing 
policy year. If a reference to fiscal year 
is not retained, handlers would be pre¬ 
cluded from recommending revisions in 
marketing policy during the first 
marketing policy year. 

(4) Proposal No. 4 contained in the 
notice of hearing would have amended 
§ 982.40 of the order to provide for es¬ 
tablishment of a preliminary free per¬ 
centage (early in the marketing policy 
year) which would release 90 percent of 
the estimated trade demand for inshell 
filberts. Then, no later than November 
15, the Board would have been required 
to recommend a free percentage which 
would tend to release a quantity equal 
to the estimated trade demand for in¬ 
shell filberts for that year. 

This propx>sal was abandoned by the 
proponei)ts and no testimony in support 
of it was presented at the hearing. 

(5) Section 982.41 contains authority 
for establishment of free and restricted 
percentages. The proposed amendment 
of this section is primarily to bring it 
into conformity with proposed !S 982.17 
and 982.40 by changing references to “fis¬ 
cal year” to “marketing policy year”. In 
addition, some minor changes ^ould be 
made in S 982.41 for clarity and to delete 
repetition. In the notice of hearing, it 
was proposed that the ratio to be con¬ 
sidered by the Secretary when estab¬ 
lishing free and restricted percentages 
be changed by deleting reference to “the 
Inshell handler carryover at the end of 
the year” in the second sentence of 
S 982.41. The recommended amendment 
of S 982.40(a) (1) (ill) included in the dls- 
cusslon of material issue (3) of this rec- 
mnmended decision would permit the 
Board to recommend or not recommend a 
handler carryover of Inshell filberts at 
the end of a marketing policy year. To 

conform with the recommended amend¬ 
ment of S 982.40(a) (1) (iii), the reference 
to “the inshell handler carryover at the 
end of a year” should be retained in the 
second sentence of § 982.41, with the ad¬ 
dition of a modifying phrase “when ap¬ 
plicable” Inserted after the first “and”. 
Thus, the reference to inshell carryover 
should read, “and, when applicable, the 
inshell handler carryover at the end of 
the year.” 

In the notice of hearing, it was also 
proposed that the last sentence of 
§ 982.41 be deleted. Tliat sentence reads, 
“Until free and restricted percentages are 
established by the Secretary for a fiscal 
year, the percentages in effect at the end 
of the previous year shall be applicable”. 
At the hearing, the proponents testified 
that this sentence should not be deleted. 
Shipments of merchantable filberts into 
the domestic market may be made by 
handlers after the beginning of a mar¬ 
keting policy year but prior to the. time 
the free and restricted percentages for 
the new year are established. In order 
for handlers to make their plans for 
early season shipments, they should have 
to meet a definite withholding obliga¬ 
tion. Thus, the last sentence of § 982.41, 
which provides that until free and re¬ 
stricted percentages for a year are estab¬ 
lished, the percentages in effect at the 
end of the previous year shall be appli¬ 
cable, should be retained. 

(6) Section 982.46(a) should be 
amended to provide that shelled filberts 
which are to be credited in satisfaction 
of a restricted obligation shall be in¬ 
spected and certified by the Federal- 
State Inspection Service. This arises from 
the recommended amendment of § 982.50 
which is discussed in material issue (7) 
of this recommended decision. The rec¬ 
ommended amendment of S 982.50 will 
provide that shelled filberts may be cred¬ 
ited in satisfaction of a handler’s re¬ 
stricted obligation, and it is therefore ap¬ 
propriate that ^ese shelled filberts 
should be inspected and certified and the 
quality be comparable to that of mer-. 
chantable filberts. The proponent testi¬ 
mony indicates that the services of the 
Federal-State Inspection Service should 
be utilized for this inspection and certi¬ 
fication since this agency is currently 
providing inspection service under the 
order and there should be no problem 
in providing this additional sendee. 

(7) Section 982.50(a) should be 
amended to permit handlers to with¬ 
hold shelled filberts (in lieu of inshell 
filberts) to satisfy restricted obligations. 
Under the current marketing order pro¬ 
visions, when a handler ships a quantity 
of merchantable filberts (l.e., Inshell fil¬ 
berts that meet grade and size regula¬ 
tions under the order) into the domestic 
market, he incurs an obligation to with¬ 
hold a specified quantity (weight) of 
merchantable filberts. This obligation 
may be satisfied by withholding from 
handling a specified quantity of mer¬ 
chantable filberts, or in lieu of mer¬ 
chantable filberts, by withholding from 
handling an equivalent quantity of cred¬ 
itable ungraded Insh^ filberts. The do¬ 
mestic demand for Inshell filberts is 

highly seasonal, and is the greatest dur¬ 
ing the fall and winter holiday season. 
Therefore, the largest quantities eff In¬ 
shell filberts are shipped during the last 
quarter of the calendar year. Under the 
current order, the handler must with¬ 
hold the largest quantity of inshell fil¬ 
berts during that part of the year in 
which he has the greatest need for avail¬ 
ability of Inshell nuts. At the same time 
handlers are making shipments of In¬ 
shell filberts, many of them are active in 
the shelled filbert market, thereby mak¬ 
ing it desirable and necessary for them 
to have quantities of shelled filberts in 
inventory. 

Permitting handlers to satisfy their re¬ 
stricted obligations by setting aside 
shelled filberts in lieu of merchantable 
filberts would afford handlers the maxi¬ 
mum flexibility in responding to their in¬ 
dividual needs for both inshell and 
shelled filberts. 

Since merchantable filberts withheld 
by handlers must be inspected and certi¬ 
fied as meeting the requirements of Ore¬ 
gon No. 1 grade and medium size (as de¬ 
fined in the Oregon Grade Standards Fil¬ 
berts In Shell), any shelled filberts for 
which a handler wishes to receive credit 
in satisfaction of his restricted obligation 
should meet some grade requirement. 
The evidence of record is that a satis¬ 
factory requirement for these shelled 
filberts would be a requirement that they 
be inspected and certified as meeting the 
standard in effect tor Oregon No. 1 grade 
for shelled filberts (as contained in Ore¬ 
gon Grade Standards for Filbert (Hazel¬ 
nut) Kernels) or such other standards 
as may be recommended by the Bocmi 
and established by the Secretary. How¬ 
ever, this requirement should not be con¬ 
sidered as the minimum standard for 
shelled filberts authorized in § 982.45(a) 
of the order. 

At present, filberts withheld from han¬ 
dling as Inshell filberts may be disposed 
of by handlers by: Shelling the filberts; 
exporting them (inshell or shelled); or 
disposing of them in outlets which the 
Board determines are nonc(Hnpetltive 
with normal maiket outlets for inshell 
filberts. Most filberts which are with¬ 
held in satisfaction of restricted obliga¬ 
tions are ultimately shelled and sold as 
filbert kernels. Tlius, permitting handlers 
to withhold shelled filberts affords them 
maximum flexibility in their operations. 

A revision in wording of t 982.50(a) 
from that contained in the notice of 
hearing is Included in the recommended 
amendment of that section. This would 
require any handler who Intends to with¬ 
hold shelled filberts in order to satisfy 
a restricted obligation to declare Uiis in¬ 
tention to the Board before the filberts 
are shelled. The reason for this revision 
is to make it clear that a handler could 
not tender a quantity of certified mer¬ 
chantable filberts, or a quantity of credit¬ 
able imgraded inshell filberts, to satisfy 
a withholding obligation, and then at a 
later time, shell these nuts and tender 
the kernels obtained fn»n that lot to 
again satisfy withholding obligations, 
thus obtaining a double withholding 
credit f rom the same filberts. 
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(8) Section 982.51 of the order should 
be amended to provide that the Board 
may recommend, and the Secretary es¬ 
tablish, any terms and conditions appli¬ 
cable to the withholding, in lieu of mer¬ 
chantable filberts, by handlers, of shelled 
filberts in satisfaction of restricted obli¬ 
gations. Section 982.51 should also con¬ 
tain a conversion factor for determining 
the inshell equivalent of shelled filberts 
and the authority to change such factor. 
This amendment is needed to implement 
the amendment discussed in material is¬ 
sue (7) of this recommended decision. 

It is difficult to foresee every require¬ 
ment which may need to be established 
and included in the administrative rules 
and regulations to control the withhold¬ 
ing of shelled filberts, in lieu of mer¬ 
chantable filberts, to satisfy restricted 
obligations. The Board may need to pre¬ 
scribe: A time period during which han¬ 
dlers would be permitted to use this au¬ 
thority; adequate identification proce- 
dmres; requirements governing transfer 
of restrict^ credits derived from shelled 
filberts; and maintenance of lot iden¬ 
tification. 

Section 982.51 should also be amended 
to establish a weight ratio, or equivalent 
weight basis, upon which shelled filberts 
may be withhdd, in lieu of merchantable 
filberts, in satisfaction of restricted ob¬ 
ligations. Proponent testimony indicated 
that it takes approximately 2^/4 pounds of 
inshell filberts to yield 1 poimd of filbert 
kernels, or in other words, multiplying 
the weight of a quantity of ^bert kernels 
by 250 percent results in approximately 
the equivalent of that quantity as inshell 
nuts. This ratio is generally supported by 
industry experience, although some small 
variances may occur from one season to 
the next and from one lot to another. It 
Is possible that this ratio may change in 
the future because of such things as; New 
filbert varieties; improved cultural prac¬ 
tices; or improved processing techniques. 
Therefore, the order should provide that 
the equivalent weight basis may be 
changed upon recommendation of the 
Board with the approval of the Secretary. 

(9) Section 982.54(a) should be 
amended to change the latest date to 
which handlers may defer, under bond, 
withholding of filberts in satisfaction of 
a restricted obligation. Currently, the 
latest d&te permitted is January 31. This 
date should be changed to April 30. 

In years when a large crop of filberts 
is produced, handlers generally have 
large quantities of field-run filberts, 
which they intend to process, in storage 
containers on their premises in January. 
With January 31 as the latest date to 
which handlers may defer withholding, 
handlers must either process these fil¬ 
berts and have them inspected and cer¬ 
tified as merchantable filberts, or have 
the creditable weight of the imgraded 
inshell filberts determined by the Fed¬ 
eral-State Inspection Service, in order 
to meet their restricted obligations after 
that date. 

The evidence of record is that the 
January 31 deadline date is impractic¬ 
able because it requires handlers to 
speed up processing and inspecting which 

ordinarily would be completed by April 
30. The proponents testified that the 
latest date for deferment should be ex¬ 
tended to April 30. Except in unusual 
circumstances, most filbert handlers tend 
to complete their processing and ship¬ 
ping operations for the year shortly be¬ 
fore April 30. Extending the deferment 
date to April 30 would be consistent 
with the intent of the bonding provision 
which is to give handlers flexibility in 
their operations with respect to ship¬ 
ping merchantable filberts. Therefore, 
§ 982.54(a) should be amended to pro¬ 
vide this later date. 

The notice of hearing with respect to 
the proposed amendment of S 982.54(a) 
included only the change in the date of 
bonding from January 31 to April 30. 
However, at the hearing, the proponents 
offered testimony to support revising 
paragraph (c) of S 982.54 to provide that 
the bonding rate established for a mar¬ 
keting policy year should remain in effect 
until a rate is established for the subse¬ 
quent marketing policy year. 

Section 982.54(c) of the order does 
not provide that the bonding rates for 
the preceding year should continue in 
effect \mtil the new rates are fixed. 
Therefore, a sentence should be added to 
§ 982.54(c) reading, “Until bonding rates 
for a marketing policy year are fixed, the 
rates in effect for the preceding market¬ 
ing policy year shall continue in effect 
and when such new rates are fixed, nec¬ 
essary adjustments should be made”. 

(10) Section 982.65 should be amended 
to require each handler to report to the 
Board, within 10 days following the end 
of a marketing policy year, his inventory 
of inshell and shelled filberts as of the 
first day of the new marketing policy 
year. 

The need for this amendment is cre¬ 
ated by the establishment of the market¬ 
ing pc^cy year as discussed in material 
issue (1) of this recommended decision. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
enable the Board to collect and assemble 
information on the amount of filberts 
which handlers have in inventory at the 
beginning of a marketing policy year. 
This information is needed, in conjunc¬ 
tion with other data, by the Boai^ in 
order to make the necessary estimates 
and recommendations for the armual 
maiiceting policy required under § 982.40 
of the order. 

Chirr^tly, S 982.65 requires handlers to 
report their inventory of inshell filberts 
and shelled filberts as of January 1 and 
August 1. Thus, two inventory reports 
per year are required. Establishment of 
a marketing policy year which is a differ¬ 
ent period of time from the fiscal year 
(August 1-July 31) contained in current 
S 982.17 would require a third inventory 
report. It is not intended that establish¬ 
ment of a marketing policy year which is 
identical to the present fiscal year would 
require a third inventory report. 

(11) S(mie of the amendatory actions 
included in this recmnmended decision 
cause the need to make certain conform¬ 
ing changes so that the order, as 
amended, will be in c<mformlty with 
those actions. Any such changes are dis¬ 

cussed with the issues to which they are 
pertinent All such changes should be 
incorporated in the recommended 
amendment of the order. 

Rulings on briefs of interested persons. 
At the conclusion of the hearing, the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge fixed May 28, 
1975, as the final date for interested per¬ 
sons to file pr(HX)sed findings and conclu¬ 
sions, and written arguments or briefs, 
based upon the evidence received at the 
hearing. No briefs were filed. 

General findings. Upon the basis of the 
record, it is found that: 

(1) The findings hereinafter set forth 
are supplementary, and in addition, to 
the previous findings and determinations 
which were made in connecticm with 
the issuance of the marketing agreement 
and order and each previously issued 
amendment thereto. Except insofar as 
such findings and determinations may 
be in conflict with the findings and deter¬ 
minations set forth herein, aU of said 
prior findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed. (For prior 
findings and determinations see 14 FR 
5964; 19 FR 1163; 24 FR 6185; 37 PR 
588); 

(2) The marketing agreement and or¬ 
der, as amended, and as hereby proposed 
to be further amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act; 

(3) The marketing agreement and or¬ 
der, as amended, and as hereby propo.sed 
to be further amended, regulate the han¬ 
dling of filberts grown In the production 
area in the same manner as, and are 
applicable onlv to persons iix the respec¬ 
tive classes of commercial and industrial 
activity specified in, the marketing 
agreement and order upon which hear¬ 
ings have been held; 

(4) The marketing agreement and or¬ 
der. as amended, and as hereby proposed 
to be further amended, are limlt^ in 
their application to the smallest regional 
production area which is practicable, 
consl*5tentlv with carrying out the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. and the issuance 
of several ord«‘rs apr>11cable to subdivi¬ 
sions of the production area would not 
effectively carry out the declared policy 
of the act; 

(5) There are no differences in the 
production and marketing of filberts 
gi*own in the production area which make 
necessary different terms and provisions 
applicable to different parts of such 
area: and 

(6) All handling of filberts grown in 
the production area as defined in the 
marketing agreement and order, as 
amended, and as hereby proposed to he 
further amended, is in the current of 
interstate or foreign commerce or di¬ 
rectly burdens, obstructs, or affects such 
commerce. 

Recommended amendment of the 
marketing agreement and order. The 
following amendment of the marketing 
agreement and order, as amended, is 
recommended as the detailed means by 
which the foregoing conclusions may be 
carried out: 
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1. Amend 9 982.lt bo read: 

§ 982.16 IiuImH trade dawaad. 

“Inshell trade demand” means the 
quantity of inshell Alberts acquired by 
the trade from all handlers during a 
marketing policy year for distribution 
in the continental United States. 

2. Amend 9 982.17 to read: 

§ 982.17 FLical year aad marketing 
policy year. 

(a) “Fiscal year” means the 12 months 
from August 1 to the fcdlowing July 31, 
both inclusive. 

(b) “Marketing p<dicy year” means 
the 12 months from August 1 to the fol¬ 
lowing July 31. both inclusive, or such 
other period of time as may recom¬ 
mended by the Board and established by 
the Secretary. 

3. Amend 9 982.40 to read as follows: 

§ 982.48 Board’s ealmatea and recom* 
mendationa. 

(a) For each marketing policy year, 
the Board shall hold a meeting for the 
purpose of. recommending to the Secre¬ 
tary a marketing policy for that year. 
The recommendation shall include the 
following: 

(1) Inshell allocation, (i) The Board’s 
estimate of the quantity of merchant¬ 
able Alberts or available supply expected 
to be produced that year, taking into con¬ 
sideration an adjustment to protect 
against any error in estimation of that 
production. As soon as practicable after 
the ofBcial estimate of production is re¬ 
leased in November, the Board shall, if 
necessary, meet to determine if a change 
should be made in the Board’s estimate 
of the quantity of merchantable Alberts 
or available supply expected to be pro¬ 
duced. 

(ii) The Board’s estimate of the in¬ 
shell handler carryover on the Arst day 
of the marketing policy year, segregated 
as to the quantity subject to regulation 
and not subject to regulation. 

(Hi) The Board’s recommendation, if 
any, for handler carryover of inshell Al¬ 
berts on the last day of the marketing 
policy year, which may be available for 
handling as inshell Alberts thereafter. 

(Iv) ’The Board’s estimate of the trade 
demand for inshell Alberts for that year, 
taking into consideration trade carryover 
at the begiiming and end of the year, im¬ 
ports. prices, prospective shelled Albert 
market conditions and other factors af¬ 
fecting trade demand for inshell Alberts 
during the year. 

(v) ’The Board’s recommendation as to 
a free percentage and a restricted per¬ 
centage to be established for that year. 

(2) Orade and size regulations. The 
Board shall review the grade and size 
regulations in effect and may recommend 
modlAcations thereof. 

(b) Revisions. At any time prior to 
February 15 of any year, the Board, or 
two or more handlers who during the 
preceding marketing policy year (or Ascal 
year, when appropriate) handled at least 
10 percent of all Alberts handled, may 
recommend to the Secretary revision in 
the marketing policy for that year. 

4. Amend 9 982.41 to read: 

PROPOSED RULES 

§ 982.41 Free wd restricted percent- 
agee. 

Whenever* the Secretary Ands. on the 
basis of the lioard’s recommendation or 
other Information, that limiting the 
quantity of merchantable Alberts which 
may be handled during a marketing pol¬ 
icy year would tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, he shall establish 
a free percentage or increase the free 
percentage, as applicable, to prescribe 
the portion of those Alberts which may 
be handled as inshell Alberts and a re¬ 
stricted percentage to prescribe the por¬ 
tion that must be withheld from such 
handling. In establishing such percent¬ 
ages the Secretary shall consider the 
ratio of (a) the siun of the estimated in¬ 
shell trade demand and. when applicable, 
the Ir. ;hell handler carryover at the end 
of the year, less that portion of the in¬ 
shell handler carryover at the beginning 
of the marketing policy year not subject 
to regulation to (b) the estimated sup¬ 
ply of merchantable Alberts subject to 
regulation and other relevant factors. 
UntU free and restricted percentages are 
established by the Secretary for a mar¬ 
keting policy year, the percentages in 
effect at the end of the previous year 
shall be applicable. 

5. Amend 9 982.46 to read: 

§ 982.46 Inspection and certification. 

(a) Before or upon handling any fil¬ 
berts, or befm’e any inshell or shelled fil¬ 
berts are credited (under 99 982.50 or 
982.51) in satisfaction of a restricted ob¬ 
ligation, each handler shall, at his own 
expense, cause such filberts to be in¬ 
spected and certified by the Federal- 
State Inspection Service as meeting the 
then effective grade and size regulations 
or, if inshell or shelled filberts are with¬ 
held imder 9 982.51, the applicable re¬ 
quirements specified in that section. The 
handler obtaining such inspection of fil¬ 
berts shall cause a copy of the certificate 
issued by such Inspection service appli¬ 
cable to such filberts to be furnish^ to 
the Board. 

(b) All filberts so inspected and certi¬ 
fied shall be Identified by seals, stamps, 
tags, or other identification prescribed 
by the Board. Such identification shall be 
affixed to the filbert containers by the 
handler under direction and supervision 
of the Board or the Federal-State In¬ 
spection Service, and shall not be re¬ 
moved or altered by any person except as 
directed by the Board. 

(c) Whenever the Board determines 
that the length of time in storage and 
conditions of storage of any lot of cer¬ 
tified merchantable filberts have been or 
are such as to normally cause deteriora¬ 
tion, it may require that such lot of fil¬ 
berts be relnspected at the handler’s ex¬ 
pense prior to handling. 

6. Amend 9 982.50 to read: 

§ 982.50 Restricted obligation. 

(a) No handler shall handle inshell fil¬ 
berts unless prior to or upon shipment 
thereof, he: (1) Has withheld from han¬ 
dling a quantity, by weight, of certified 
merchantable filberts determined by di¬ 
viding the quantity handled, or to be 
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handled, by the free percentage and mul¬ 
tiplying the quotient by the restricted 
percentage; (2) has withheld from han¬ 
dling an equivalent quantity of creditable 
ungraded Inshell filberts under 9 982.51 
(a); or (3) has under 9 982.51(b), de¬ 
clared in lieu of a quantity of certified 
merchantable filberts, imder subpara¬ 
graph (1) of this paragraph, the equiva¬ 
lent quantity, by weight as determined 
under that section, of shelled filberts cer¬ 
tified as meeting the standards in effect 
for Oregon No. 1 grade for shelled fil¬ 
berts as ccmtained in Oregon Grade 
Standards for Filbert (Hazelnut) Ker¬ 
nels or such other standards as may be 
recommended by the Board and estab¬ 
lished by the Secretary. Any handler who 
intends to withhold shelled filberts in 
satisfaction of a restricted obligation 
must ihake such declaration to the Board 
prior to shelling any such filberts. With¬ 
holding may be temporarily deferred un¬ 
der the bonding provisions in 9 982.54. 
The quantity of filberts required to be 
withheld shall be the restricted obliga¬ 
tion. Certified merchantable filberts han¬ 
dled in accordance with this subpart shall 
be deemed to be the handler’s quota fixed 
by the Secretary within the meaning of 
section 8a(5) of the Act. 

(b) Inshell filberts withheld by a han- 
dler'ln satisfaction of his restricted obli¬ 
gation shall not be handled and shall be 
held by him subject to examination by 
and accounting control of, the Board 
until disposed of pursuant to this part. 

(c) A handler having certified mer¬ 
chantable filberts which have not been 
handled at the end of a marketing pol¬ 
icy year may elect to have those filberts 
bear the restricted and assessment obli¬ 
gations of that year or of the marketing 
policy year in which handled. The Board 
shall establish such procedures as are 
necessary to facilitate the administration 
of this option among handlers. 

(d) 'Whenever the restricted percent¬ 
age for a marketing policy year is re¬ 
duced, each handler’s restricted obliga¬ 
tion shall be reduced to conform with 
the new restricted percentage. Any han¬ 
dler who, upon such reduction, is with¬ 
holding restricted filberts in excess of 
his new restricted obligation may have 
the excess freed from withholding by 
complying with such procedures as the 
Board may require to Insure identifica¬ 
tion of the remaining filberts withheld. 

7. Amend 9 982.51 to read; 

§ 982.51 Restricted credit for ungraded 
inshell filberts and for shelled fil* 
berts. 

(a) A handler may withhold ungraded 
inshell filberts in lieu of ceii^ed mer¬ 
chantable filberts in satisfaction of his 
restricted obligation, and the weight on 
which credit may be received shall be the 
total weight less the cumulative total 
percentage, by weight, of (1) all internal 
defects, (2) all external defects in excess 
of 10 percent smd (3) all small-sized fil¬ 
berts in excess of 5 percent (as defined in 
the Oregon Orade Standards Filberts In 
Shell). Any lot of ungraded filberts hav¬ 
ing a creditable weight of less than 50 
percent of Its total weight, or not meet¬ 
ing the moisture requirements for certi- 
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fled merchantable filberts shall not be 
eligible for credit. All determination as 
to defects and small-sized filberts shall 
be made by the Federal-State Inspectlmi 
Smrice at the handler’s expense. Filberts 
so withheld shall be subject to the appli¬ 
cable requimnents of § 982.50. The pro¬ 
visions of thu section may be modified 
by the Secretary on the basis of a recom¬ 
mendation of the Board or other infor¬ 
mation. 

(b) A handler may withhold, in ac¬ 
cordance with S 982.50(a) shelled filberts 
in lieu of merchantable filberts in satis¬ 
faction of his restricted obligation sub¬ 
ject to such terms and conditions as are 
recommaided by the Board and estab¬ 
lished by the Secretary. The inshell 
equivalent of any such filberts shall be 
determined by multiplying the weight of 
the shelled filberts by 250 percent. This 
percent may be changed upon reccan- 
mendation of the Board and approval of 
the Secretary. 

8. Amend S 982.52 to read: 

§ 982.52 Disposition of reslrirled fil¬ 
berts. 

Filberts withheld from handling as in¬ 
shell filberts pursuant to §§ 982.50 and 
982.51 may be disposed of as follows; 

(a) SheUing. Any handler may dispose 
of such filberts by shelling them under 
the direction or supervision of the Board 
or by delivering them to an authorized 
shelter. Any person who desires to be¬ 
come an authorized shelter in any 
marketing policy year may submit 
written application during such year to 
the Board. Such application shall be 
granted only upon condition that the ap¬ 
plicant agrees: 

(1) To use such restricted filbeiis as 
he may receive for no purpose other than 
shelling; 

(2) To dispose of or deUver such re¬ 
stricted filberts, as inshell filberts, to no 
one other than another authorized 
sheller; 

(3) To comply fully with all laws and 
regulations applicable to shelling of 
filberts; and 

(4) To make such reports, certified'to 
the Board and to the Secretary as to 
their correctness, as the Board may 
require. 

(b) Export. Sales of certified mer¬ 
chantable restricted filberts for ship¬ 
ment or export to destinations outside 
the continental United States shall be 
made only by the Board. Any handler 
desiring to export any part or all of his 
certified merchantable restricted filberts 
shall deliver to the Board the certified 
merchantable restricted filberts to be ex¬ 
ported, but the Board shall be obligated 
to sell in export only such quantities for 
which it may be able to find satisfactory 
export outlets. Any filberts so delivered 
for export which the Board is unable to 
export shall be returned to the handler 
delivering them. Sales for exp>ort shall be 
made by the Board only on execution of 
an agreement to prevent reimportation 
into the continental United States. A 
handler may be permitted to act as agent 
of the Board, upon such terms and con¬ 
ditions as the Board may specify. In 

negotiating export sales, and when so 
acting shall be entitled to receive a sell¬ 
ing commission of five percent of the 
export sales price, i.o.b. area of 
production. The proceeds of all export 
sales after deducting all expenses actu¬ 
ally aiul necessarily Incun^ shall be 
paid to the handler whose certified mer¬ 
chantable restricted filberts are so sold 
by the Board. 

(c) Other outlets. In addition to the 
dispositions authorized in paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of this section, the Board 
may designate such other outlets into 
which such' filberts may be disposed 
which it determines are noncompetitive 
with normal market outlets for inshell 
filberts. Such dispositions shall be made 
imder the -direction or supervision of the 
Board. 

(d) Restricted credits. During any 
marketing policy year, handlers who dis¬ 
pose of a q\iantity of certified merchant¬ 
able filberts, in restricted outlets, in ex¬ 
cess of their restricted obligation, may 
transfer such excess credits to another 
handler or handlers. Upon a handler’s 
written request to the Board during a 
marketing policy year, the Board shall 
transfer any or all of such excess re¬ 
stricted credits to such other handler or 
handlers as he may designate. The 
Board, with the approval of the Secre¬ 
tary, ^all establish rules and regulations 
for the transfer of excess restricted 
credits. 

9. Amend § 982.54 to read: 

§ 982.54 Deferment of re>triflo<l obliga¬ 
tion. 

(a) Bonding. Compliance by any 
handler with the requirements of § 982.50 
as to the time when restricted filberts 
sbft.il be withheld shall be temporarily 
deferred to any date desired by the 
handler, but not later than April 30 of 
the marketing policy year, upon the vol- 
imtary execution and delivery by such 
handler to the Board, before he handles 
any merchantable filberts of such 
marketing policy year, of a written 
undertaking, secured by a bond or bonds 
with a surety or sureties acceptable to 
the Board, that on or prior to such date 
he will have fully satined his restricted 
obligation required by § 982.50. 

(b) Bonding requirement. Such bond 
or bemds shall, at all times during their 
effective period, be in such amoimts that 
the aggregate thereof shall be no less 
than the total bonding value of the 
handler’s deferred restricted obligation. 
The bonding value shall be the deferred 
restricted obligation poxmdage bearing 
the lowest bonding rate or rates, which 
could have been selected from the packs 
handled or certified for handling, multi¬ 
plied by the applicable bonding rate. The 
cost of such bond or bonds shall be borne 
by the handler filing same. 

(c) Bonding rate. Said bonding rate 
for each pack shall be an amount per 
pound representing the season’s domestic 
price for such pack net to handler f.o.b. 
shipping point which shall be computed 
at the opening price for such pack an¬ 
nounced by the handler or handlers who 
during the preceding marketing policy 

year handled more than 50 percent of 
the merchantable filberts handled by all 
handlers. Such handler or handlers shall 
be selected in the order of volume 
handled in the preceding marketing 
poUcy year (or fiscal year, if applicable) 
using ttie minimiun niunl^r of handlers 
to represent a volume of more than 50 
percent of the total volume handled. If 
such opening prices involve different 
prices announced by two or more han¬ 
dlers for respective packs, the price so 
announced shall be averaged on the 
basis of the quantity of such packs 
handled during the preceding marketing 
policy year (or fiscal year, if applicable) 
by each such handler. Until bonding 
rates for a marketing policy year are 
fixed, the rates in effect for the preced¬ 
ing marketing policy year (or fiscal year, 
if applicable) shall continue in effect and 
when such new rates are fixed, necessar>' 
adjustments should be made. 

(d) Filbert purchases. Any sums col¬ 
lected through defaidt of a handler on 
his bmid shall be used by the Board to 
purchase from handlers, as provided in 
this paragraph, a quantity of certified 
merchantable filberts on which the re¬ 
stricted obUgation has been met, not to 
exceed the total quantity represented by 
the sums collected. The Board shall at 
all times purchase the lowest priced 
packs offer^, and the purchases shall be 
made from the various handlers as 
nearly as practicable in proportion to the 
quantity of their respective offerings of 
the pack or pacte to be purchased. 

(e) Unexpended sums. Any unex¬ 
pended siuns, which have been collected 
by the Board through default of a 
handler on his bond, remaining in the 
possession of the Board at the end of a 
marketing policy year shall be used to 
reimburse the Board for its expenses, in¬ 
cluding administrative and other costs 
incurred in the collection of such siuns, 
and in the purchase of filberts as pro¬ 
vided in paragraph (d) of this section. 
Any balance remaining after reimburse¬ 
ment of such expenses shall be dis¬ 
tributed among all handlers in propor¬ 
tion to the quantity of certified mer¬ 
chantable filberts handled by them dur¬ 
ing the marketing policy year in which 
the default occurred. 

(f) Transfer of filbert purchases. Fil¬ 
berts purchased as provided in this sec¬ 
tion shall be turned over to those han¬ 
dlers who have defaulted on their bonds 
for disposal by them as restricted filberts. 
The quantity delivered to each handler 
shall be that quantity represented by the 
sums collected through default, and the 
different grades, if any, shall be appor¬ 
tioned among the various handlers on 
the basis of the ratio of the quantity of 
filberts to be delivered to each handler 
to the total quantity purchased b> the 
Board with bonding funds. 

(g) Collection upon bonds. Collection 
upon any defaulted bond shall be deemed 
a satisfaction of the restricted obligation 
represented by the collection. 

10. Amend S 982.65 to read; 

§ 982.65 Carryover reports. 

On or before January 15 and August 5, 
of each year and within 10 days following 
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the end of a marketing policy year, re> 
spectively, each handler shall report to 
the Board his Inventory of Inshell and 
shelled Alberts as of January 1. August 1, 
and the first day of the marketing policy 
year, respectively. Such reports shall be 
certified to the Board and the Secretary 
as to their accuracy and completeness 
and shall show, among other items, the 
following: (a) Certified merchantable 
filberts on which the restricted obligation 
has b^n met; (b) merchantable filberts 
on which the restricted obligation has 
not been met; (c> the merchantable 
equivalent of any filberts intended for 
handling as Inshell filberts; and (d) re¬ 
stricted filberts withheld. 

11. Amend § 982.71 to read: 

§ 982.71 Records. 

Each handler shall maintain such rec¬ 
ords of filberts received, held and dis¬ 
posed of by him as may be prescribed 
by the Board in order to perform its 
function \mder this part. Such records 
shall be retained and be available for ex¬ 
amination by authorized representatives 
of the Board or the Secretary for a pe¬ 
riod of two years after the end of the 
marketing policy year in which the 
transactions occurred. 

12. Amend subparagraph (3) of 
S 982.80(b) to read: 

§ 982.80 Effective time, termination or 
suspension. 
• • • * • 

(b) * • • 
(3) The Secretary shall terminate the 

provisions of this subpart at the end of 
any marketing policy year whenever he 
finds that such termination is favored by 
a majority of the producers of filberts 
who during the preceding marketing 
policy year (or fiscal year, if applicable) 
have been engaged in the production for 
marketing of filberts in the States of 
Oregon and Washington: Provided, That, 
such majority have during such period 
produced for market more than 50 per¬ 
cent of the volume of such filberts pro¬ 
duced for market within said States; but 
such termination shall be effected only 
if announced 30 days or more before the 
end of the then current marketing policy 
year. 

• • • • • 

Dated: July 15, 1975. 

J(«N C. Blum, 

Acting Administrator. 
(FR Doc.75-18706 FUed 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

CommodKy Credit Corporation 

[7 CFR Part 1472] 
COTTON 

Cotton—USOiA Proposed Determinatione 
of 1976 Crop Loan Programs 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary (rf Agriculture proposes to make the 
following determinations with respect to 
the 1076 crop of upland cotton, extra 
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long staple cottem (EU3), and seed 
cotton: 

a. Loan level for upland lint cotton. 
b. Loan level and payment rate for 

ELS lint cotton. 
c. Whether a seed cotton loan program 

should be offered. 
d. Loan levels for seed cotton if pro¬ 

gram offered. 
The first two determinations are to be 

made pursuant to the Agrlcultiual Act of 
1949, as amended (63 Stat. 1051, 7 
U.S.C. 1421): 

(a) Loan level for upland lint cotton. 
Section 103(e) (1) of the act requires the 
Secretary to determine and announce 
the loan level for the 1976 crop by No¬ 
vember 1, 1975. Such loan level must re- 
fiect—for Middling 1-inch upland cot¬ 
ton, micronaire 3.5 through 4.9, at aver¬ 
age location in the United States—90 
percent of the average price of American 
cotton in world markets for the 3-year 
period August 1, 1972, through July 31, 
1975, except that, if the calculated loan 
rate Is higher than the then current 
level of average world prices for Ameri¬ 
can cotton of the same quality, the Secre¬ 
tary is authorized to adjust ^e ciurrent 
calculated loan rate for cotton to 90 per¬ 
cent of the then current average world 
price. Section 103(e) (1) fiurther requires 
the Secretary to determine the 3-year 
average price of American cotton in 
world maikets annually pursuant to a 
published regulation specifying the pro- 
cediures and factors to be used in making 
the world price determination. Such reg¬ 
ulation was published in the Federal 
Register on August 22, 1973 (38 FR 
22543). 

(b) Loan level and payment rate for 
ELS lint cotton. Section 101(f) of the 
act (7 U.S.C. 1441(f)) requires that price 
support shall be made available to coop¬ 
erators for the 1968 and each subsequent 
crop of ELS cotton, if producers have not 
disapproved maiketlng quotas therefor, 
throu^ loans at a level which Is not 
less than 50 percent or more than 100 
percent in excess of the loan level estab¬ 
lished for Middling 1-lnch upland cotton 
of such crop at average location in the 
United States (except that such loan 
level for ELS cotton shall in no event be 
less than 85 cents per poimd). Section 
101(f) also provides for price support 
payments at a rate which, together with 
the loan level established for such crop, 
shall be not less than 65 percent or more 
than 90 percent of the parity price for 
ELS cotton as of the month in which the 
payment rate provided for is announced. 
Section 401 of the act (7 U.S.C. 1421) re¬ 
quires that, in determining the level of 
support in excess of the minimum level 
prescribed for ELS cotton, consideration 
shall be givm to the supply of the com¬ 
modity in relation to the demand there¬ 
for. the price levels at which other com- 
mo^ties are being supported, the avail¬ 
ability of funds, the perishability of the 
commodity, the importance of the com¬ 
modity to agriculture, and the national 
economy, the ability to dispose of stocks 
acquired through a price support opera¬ 
tion. the need for offsetting temporary 
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losses of export markets, and the ability 
and willingness of producers to keep sup¬ 
plies in line with demand. 

The following determinations are to be 
made pursuant to Section 5(a) of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation Charter 
Act (15 U.S.C. 714c): 

(c) Whether a seed cotton loan pro¬ 
gram should be offered. The Department 
is not required to offer a seed cotton loan 
program. However, such a program was 
instituted by Commodity Credit Corpo¬ 
ration for 1971-cr(H) seed cotton and has 
been renewed each cr<v year since. The 
National Cotton Marketing Study Com¬ 
mittee—^jolnt industry-government com¬ 
mittee established October 22, 1974,'by 
the Secretary of Agricultiu-e to make 
recommendatimis for improving the cot¬ 
ton marketing system—included in a re¬ 
cent preliminary report a recommenda¬ 
tion that COC continue to make seed cot¬ 
ton loans available, and that the Depart¬ 
ment and the cotton industry should em¬ 
phasize the availability and merits of the 
program. The program is being reviewed 
to determine whether it should be con¬ 
tinued for 1976 and maintained on a 
continuing basis for subsequent cr(H>s- 

(d) Loan levels for seed cotton if pro¬ 
gram offered. Consideration is being 
given to the levels at which loans should 
be made available fm: seed cotton under 
the 1976 program. 

Prior to making any of the foregoing 
determinations, consideration will be 
given to any data, views, and recom¬ 
mendations relative to these determina¬ 
tions which are submitted in writing to 
the Director, Oralns, Oilseeds and Cotton 
Division, A^culursil Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. Washington, D.C. 20250. 
In order to be siure of consideratlcm, all 
submissions must be received by the Di¬ 
rector not later than August 14.1975. All 
written suixnissions made pursuant to 
this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office oi the 
Director during regular business hours 
(8:15 a.m. to 4:45 pm.). 

Signed at Washingtim. D.C., on July 
14. 1975. 

Kenneth E. Frick, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 

bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

(FR Doc.7S-I8e61 FUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[ 14 CFR Parts 310a, 385 ] 
[PSR-89: ODR-11: Dooket 28088] 

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Proposed Regulations and Authority 

Delegations 

July 15.1976. 
Notice is hereby given that, for pur¬ 

poses of implementing the Privacy Act 
of 1974, the Civil Aeronautics Board has 
under consideration the issuance of no^ 
tices of the existence and character of 
various systems of records which it main¬ 
tains which contain information about 
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indi\iduals, and the adoption of a pro¬ 
posed new Part 310a of the Procedural 
Regulations and proposed amendments 
to Part 385 of the Procedural Regulations 
governing or advising of access and pro¬ 
cedures relating to these systems of rec¬ 
ords and to the systems of personnel rec¬ 
ords which it maintains which are cov¬ 
ert by proposed notices issued by the 
Civil Service Commission of government¬ 
wide systems of personnel records. 

The principal features of the pro¬ 
posals are described in the Explanatory 
Statement. The proposed new notices 
are set forth in t^ proposed Notices of 
System of Records ^-and the proposed 
new Part 310a and amendments to Part 
385 are set forth in the pr(4>06ed rules. 
The notices and rules are proposed un¬ 
der the authority of section 204(a) of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1058, as 
amended. 72 Stat. 743, 49 UJ5.C. 1324, 
and sections 552a (e) (4) and (f) of the 
Privacy Act of 1974, 88 Stat. 1899, 5 
UB.C. 552a (e) (4) and (f). 

Interested persons and individuals 
may participate in the proposed rule 
making through submission of written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto, addressed to the Docket Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C. 20428. All relevant material and 
comments received or before August 
18, 1975, will be considered by the Board 
before taking final action on the pro¬ 
posed niles. Copies of such communica¬ 
tions will be availaUe for examination 
by interested persons in the Docket Sec¬ 
tion of the Board, Boom 710, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. upon their receipt 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

fSEALl Edwin Z. Holland, 
Secretary. 

Eba>LANATORT STATEMENT 

The proposed notices, proposed Part 
310a of the Procedural Regulations and 
proposed amendments to Part 385 of the 
Procedural Regulations are designed to 
implement the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. 
L. 93-579, 5 UB.C. 552a et seg. 

Ihe Privacy Act is intended to assist 
in protecting personal privacy through, 
among other things, permitting an in¬ 
dividual to determine whether informa¬ 
tion which is personal to him, and to 
which access may be had by use of his 
name or some identl^dng number or 
83mbol, is collected, maintained, used or 
disseminated by a Federal agency, and 
by Imposing certain safeguards and re¬ 
straints upon any such activity. To that 
end, agencies are required to publish no¬ 
tices of any “systems of records” which 
fall within the coverage of the Privacy 
Act and to establish procedures by which 
an individual may: (1) Ascertain 

I CAB’S noUoes pursusnt to the Privacy 
Act wlU be pubUsbed in the FBmebal Rae- 
zsTEB for pubUo ootnment at a later date. 
Ttane and plaoe tor submission of comments 
will be ^lectfled at that time. The text ot 
the nottosB Is avaBable for pid>llc inspeetkm 
at tba OOoe ot the Federal Register, 1100 St.. 
HW.. Rm. MOl, Washington, D.C. 

whether there is a record pertaining to 
him in the system; (2) gain access to 
that record for purposes of correctlwi or 
dispute: (3) obtain knowledge of Its use 
within the agency and its possible or 
actual dissemination elsewhere.' 

The Civil Service Commission has Is¬ 
sued proposed notices of government- 
wide systems of personnel records on 
behalf of all agencies maintaining such 
records, and regulations specifying the 
maimer in which the agencies shall per¬ 
mit access to them and take other ac¬ 
tions required by the Privacy Act. Only 
a few of the remaining groups of rec¬ 
ords maintained by the Board are be¬ 
lieved to comprise “systems of records” 
within the meaning of the Privacy Act. 
That Act is directed to individuals and 
personal Information concerning them. 
The Board’s activities relate primarily 
to the regulation of the air transporta¬ 
tion system and the business enterprises 
which comprise that system. Its records 
contain information required for regu¬ 
latory purposes and the records are 
maintsiined primarily In terms of the 
air carrier or other business entity to 
which they relate. While It is possible 
that on occasional such business may be 
a sole proprietorship, that fact neither 
affects the Board’s regulatory Jurisdic¬ 
tion nor results In record-keeping prac¬ 
tices different from those followed with 
respect to corporations or other business 
orgaifisations engaged In the same ac¬ 
tivity.* Further, access to the business 
information contained in the Board’s 
records is gained for the most part 
through the name of the business entity 
rather than through individuals asso¬ 
ciated with that entity, even thoiigh 
some carrier reports may concern Indi¬ 
viduals or the carrier-indexed files may 
contain reports by Individuals. ’Ihe 
Board concludes in U^t of the guide¬ 
lines Issued by the Office of Management 
and Budget (Circular A-108, 40 FR 
28949) that It Is not expected or required 
to publish notices or prmnulgate new 
regulations under the Privacy Act con¬ 
cerning groups of records other than 
those which contain Information which 
is personal hi character and to which ac¬ 
cess is gained through the use of the 
name of the individual. 

Other than for those systems of per- 
sonnd records of which notice will be 
published by the Civil Service Commis¬ 
sion, the attached proposed notices em¬ 
brace all groups of records maintained 
by the Board to which access may be had 
through the name of an individual as 

*A "system of records’’ is a “group of any 
records under the control of any agency 
from which Information Is retrieved by the 
name of the Individual or by some Identify¬ 
ing nntnber, symbol, or other Identifying 
particular assigned to the IndlYldual.** Sec- 
tion 65aa(a) (6). 

*111# iqiplloc^lllty of the regulatory pro- 
TlaloDS of the Federal Aviation Act Is deter¬ 
mined hy the activities of the “peESOQ" sub¬ 
ject to regulation, and "person" Is defined 
to sneompaas aU forms of business Mitlties 
toeludliig Individuals. Section 101(37), 40 
VS.O. 1301(27). 

exposed to a business entity.* While some 
of the information contained in these 
sirstems may not be personal in char¬ 
acter. the proposed new Part 310a will 
permit the Bo^d to deny any requests 
which might unduly complicate the 
Board’s records if the Information in¬ 
volved Is not of a personal nature within 
the sc<H>e oi the Act. 

’The Board has tentatively determined 
that it should exempt investigatory ma¬ 
terial compiled for law enforcement pur¬ 
poses frmn the provisions of sections 552a 
(c)(3), (d), (e)(1), (e)(4) (G), (H),and 
(I), and (f) of the Act as permitted by 
section 552a(k) (2). ’Those sections would 
otherwise require the Board to notify an 
Individual of investigatory materials con¬ 
tained in a record pertaining to him, per¬ 
mit access to such record, permit requests 
for its correction (sections 552a (d), 
(e) (4) (G), (H). and (f)); make avail¬ 
able to him any required accounting of 
disclosures made of the record (section 
552a(c) (3)); publish the sources of the 
records in the system (section 552a (e) 
(4) (I)): and screen records to Insure 
that there is maintained only such Infor¬ 
mation about an Individual as Is relevant 
to accomplish a required purpose of tlie 
Board (section 552a(e)(l)). 

* The records contained in the Board sys¬ 
tem of records covered by the proposed notice 
entitled “Employee payroll and leave and 
attendance records and files” consist of forms 
and Information concerning Board employees 
required for payroll purposes and are of the 
nature of those which aTe believed to be 
customarily used tiiroughout the govern¬ 
ment. Most of these records may be included 
within the government-wide systems of per¬ 
sonnel recOTds for which the Civil Service 
Commission has proposed to give notice, and 
the Board Is proposing to issue Its notice to 
avoid any possible failure to comply with 
the Privacy Act. 

Because of the overlapping notices, the 
nature of the records involved, and the fact 
that proposed Civil Service Commission no¬ 
tices and regulations (Part 297) will require 
procedures different from those prc^>osed by 
the Board for the other systems of records 
for which It proposes to give notice, the 
Board has determined that requests and ac¬ 
tions concerning Its “Employee payroll and 
leave and attendance records and files” 
should, to the extent possible, be processed 
and di^osed of In the same manner and by 
the same persons who will process and dis¬ 
pose of requests relating to personnel rec¬ 
ords subject to the Commission’s require¬ 
ments. Consequently, the Bocu-d proposes to 
designate the Director, Office of Personnel, 
as the responsible official to make Initial de¬ 
terminations concerning requests Involving 
payroll and leave and attendance records, 
and to provide that such requests shall be 
governed to the extent feasible by the scune 
requirements which are applicable to re¬ 
quests relating to records contained In the 
systems of records governed by CivU Service 
Commission requirements. While appeals 
from Initial adverse determinations involv¬ 
ing Commission-prescribed personnel records 
are to be taken to the Commission and those 
from initial adverse determination Involving 
Roaid-prascrihed personnel records are to be 
taken within the Board, the Director of Per- 
aonnel wUl advise the Individual of the 
proper channel of appeal at the time of any 
appealable adverse action by him. 
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The investigatory materials compiled 
for law enforcement purposes contain 
unsolicited Information from sources 
outside the Board as well as materials 
obtained by Board Investigators, and this 
latter material in turn may Include un¬ 
verified information. The use of investi¬ 
gatory material is subject to due process 
and statutory procedural requirements,* 
and disclosure of the existence and iden¬ 
tity of sources of information would 
hamper law enforcement by prematurely 
disclosing the knowledge of illegal activ¬ 
ity and the evidentiary bases for possible 
enforcement actions. Access to an ac¬ 
counting of disclosures of such records 
would have a similar detrimental effect 
on law enforcement. In addition, screen¬ 
ing for relevancy to Board purposes, and 
correction or attempted correction of 
such materials could require excessive 
amounts of time and effort on the part 
of all concerned. Accordingly, the Board 
tentatively finds that the public Interest 
and public policy in maintaining an ef¬ 
fective enforcement program requires 
exemption from the stated sections of the 
Act with respect to investigatory mate¬ 
rials compiled for law enforcement pur¬ 
poses and from the requirements of 
Part 310a. 

PROPOSED RULES 

The Board proposes to adopt the no¬ 
tices of systems of records (to be pub¬ 
lished at a later date) containing infor¬ 
mation about Individuals. The Board also 
jxoposes to adopt a new Part 310a of the 
Procedural Regulations and to attend 
Part 385 of the Organization Itegulations 
as hereinafter set forth. 

1. Add a new Part 310a of the Proce¬ 
dural Regulations to read as follows: 

PART 310a—ACCESS TO SYSTEMS OF 
RECORDS—REGULATIONS AND EXEMP¬ 
TIONS IMPLEMENTING THE PRIVACY 
ACT OF 1974 

Sec. 
SlOa.l Purpose and scope. 
SlOa.2 Definitions. 
SlOa.3 Procedures for requests pertaining 

to Individual records in a record 
system. 

SlOa.4 Times, places, and requirements for 
identification of Individuals mak¬ 
ing requests. 

310a .5 Disclosure of requested Information 
to Individuals. 

810a.6 [Reserved] 
810a.7 Request for correction or amend¬ 

ment to record. 

* These include the proviso of section 552a 
(k) (2) that when exemption is provided for 
Investigatory materials, "* • * if any Indi¬ 
vidual Is denied any right, privilege, or bene¬ 
fit that he would otherwise be entitled by 
Federal law, or for which he would otherwise 
be eligible, as a result of the maintenance 
of such material, such material shall be pro¬ 
vided to such Individual, except to the extent 
that the disclosure of such material would 
reveal the Identity of a source who furnished 
Information to the Government under an 
express promise that the Identity of the 
source would be held in confidence, or, prior 
to the effective date of this section, under an 
Implied promise that the Identity of the 
source would be held In confidence.” 

See. 
810a.8 Agency review of request for correc¬ 

tion or amendment to record. 
SlOa.9 Appeal of initial adverse agency de¬ 

termination on correction or 
amendment or other request. 

310a.l0 Disclosure of record to person other 
than the Individual to whom it 
pertains. 

310a. 11 Fees. 
310a.12 Penalties. 
310a.l3 [Reserved] 
310a.l4 Specific exemptlons.- 

Authobitt: Pub. L. 93-579, secs. 652a (f) 
and (k); 6 U.S.C. 662a (f) and (k). 

§ SlOa.l Purpose and scope. 

(a) This regulation is published pursu¬ 
ant to the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93- 
579, sections 552a (f) and (k), 5 U.S.C. 
552a (f) and (k) (hereinafter the "Pri¬ 
vacy Act”). It (1) establishes or advises 
of procedures whereby an individual can 
(i) request notification of whether the 
Board maintains or has disclosed a rec¬ 
ord pertaining to him in any nonexempt 
system of records, (ii) request a copy or 
other access to such a record or to an 
accounting of its disclosure, (iii) request 
that the record be amended and (iv) ap¬ 
peal any initial adverse determination of 
any such request; and (2) Specifies those 
systems of records which the Board has 
determined to exempt from the pro¬ 
cedures established by this regulation 
and from certain provisions of the Pri¬ 
vacy Act. 

(b) The procedures specified by this 
Part 310a apply only to a request by an 
individual. Except as otherwise provided, 
they govern only records containing per¬ 
sonal information maintained in (1) sys¬ 
tems of records of which notice has been 
published by the Board in the Federal 
Register pursuant to section 552a(e) (4) 
of the Privacy Act of 1974 and which have 
not been exempted from the provisions of 
this regulation, and (2) those records 
contained in such systems of records 
which are not contained in government¬ 
wide systems of personnel records of 
which notice has been published In the 
Federal Register by the Civil Service 
Commission.** Requests for notification, 
access and amendment of personnel rec¬ 
ords maintained by the Board which are 
contained in systems of records of which 
notice has been given by the Civil Service 
Commission are governed by the Com¬ 
mission’s notices. Part 297 of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulations (5 CFR Part 297), 
and internal Board directives established 
pursuant to the Commission’s regula- 
tiens, and information concerning these 
proc^ures may be obtained from the Di¬ 
rector, OfiBce of Personnel, Civil Aero¬ 
nautics Board, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20428.* Access to 

>* Notwithstanding these limitations, any 
Individual who believes himself to be entitled 
to notice or access to Board records or action 
concerning them which Is not provided by 
this regulation may obtain a determination 
as to such entitlement by a request con¬ 
forming to the requirements of this part. 

*Mo6t, if not all, of the records In the 
Bofurd system "Employee payroU and leave 
and attendance records and files—CAB” ap¬ 
pear to be Included In the government-wide 

records maintained by the Board which 
are not subject to the requirements of 
the Privacy Act is governed by Part 310 
of this chapter (14 (JFR Part 310).“ 
§ 310a.2 DeAnilions. 

As used in this part: 
“Individual” means a natural person 

who is a citizen of the United States or 
an alien lawfully admitted for permanent 
residence. 

“Record” means any item of personal 
Information relating to an individual as 
opposed to information concerning a 
business entity or activity. 

“System of records” means a grouping 
of records maintained by the Board of 
w’hich notice has been published by the 
Board in the Federal Register pursuant 
to section 552a(e) (4) of the Privacy Act 
of 1974. 

§ 31 Ob.3 Procedures for requests per¬ 
taining to individual records in a rec¬ 
ord system. 

(a) For records in a system of records 
of which notice has been given by the 
Board other than the system entitled 
“Employee payroll and leave and at¬ 
tendance records and files—CAB,” an 
individual wanting to (1) obtain notifi¬ 
cation of whether the Board maintains a 
record pertaining to him in such a sys¬ 
tem, (2) obtain notification of whether 
and to whom the Board has disclosed 
a record for which an accounting of dis- 

systems of personnel reccH-ds for which the 
Civil Service Commission has given notice. In 
view of this overltq), this regulation provides 
that the Civil Service requirements and pro¬ 
cedures for notification and access to reo(ml.s 
maintained in the government-wide systems 
of personnel records shall apply to records 
within the sysftem “Employee payroll and 
leave and attendance records and files—CAB” 
and establishes other requirements and pro¬ 
cedures relating to this system of records. 
Including ones relating to requests for cor¬ 
rection or amendment of records In the sys¬ 
tem, which acoOTd with those applicable to 
records maintained in government-wide sys¬ 
tems. 

*The Board requires reports from air car¬ 
riers and other persons which contain in¬ 
formation concerning Individuals but which 
are not maintained in “systems of records” 
within the meaning of the Privacy Act since 
such records are neither maintained in nor 
Is access gained to them by the name of an 
individual or by some identifying particular 
or number assigned to an Individual. Rather, 
their maintenance and access is by name 
of the air carrier or other business entity 
to which the information relates. They in¬ 
clude the following public records: Reports 
filed pursuant to 14 CFR Part 241 of the 
names and adresses of persons holding more 
than 6% of the Issued and outstanding capi¬ 
tal stock of certificated air carriers, reports 
of compensation and expenses of air carrier 
general officers, directors, and management 
personnel receiving $20,000 ot more per year 
for personal services, and reports of comi)en- 
sation and expenses of other persons re¬ 
ceiving $6,000 or more per year; reports filed 
pursuant to 14 CFR 246 and 248 of ownership 
of stock by offiens, directors and aflUlates of 
air carriers; and reports filed pursuant to 14 
CFR 374 with respect to extensions credit 
by air carriers for transportation provided 
to political candidates or persons acting on 
behalf of candidates. 
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closure is required to be kept and made 
available to himr (3) obtain a copy of a 
record pertaining to him or the accoiuit> 
ing of its disclosure. (4) review a record 
pertaining to him or the accounting of 
its disclosure with or without a person 
of his own choosing to accompany him, 
shall mail or deliver a request therefor to 
the OfiBce of the Secretary, Civil Aero¬ 
nautics Board. 1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW., Washington. D.C. 20428. Such re¬ 
quest shall be in writing, shall ocntain 
the printed or typewritten name of the 
indi^dual to whom the records pertains, 
and if filed by the parents of any minor 
or the legal guardian of any incompetent 
person, the printed or tjrpewritten name 
of the parent or legal guardian and a 
statement of the relationship between 
such person and the individual to whom 
the record pertains, and the signature of 
the individual making the request and 
the address to which a reply should be 
smt. Each request shall state the nature 
of the information or action desired, and 
shall identify to the extent feasible the 
record and system of records which are 
the subject of the request. 

(b) For records in the system of 
records entitled “Employee payroll and 
leave and attendance records and files— 
CAB,” an individual wanting to (1) ob¬ 
tain notification of whether the Board 
maintains a record pertaining to him in 
system of records, (2) obtain notification 
of whether and to whom the Board has 
disclosed a record for which an accoimt- 
ing of disclosure is required to be kept 
and made available to him, (3) obtain 
a copy of a record pertaining to him or 
the accounting of its disclosure, (4) re¬ 
view a record pertaining to him or the 
accounting of its disclosure with or with¬ 
out a p>erson of his own choosing to ac¬ 
company him, shall make a request 
therefor to the Director, Office of Per- 
s<mneil, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington. 
DC 20428. Such request may be made 
orally or in writing, shall state the na¬ 
ture of the information or action desired, 
and shall identify the record which is 
the subject of the request. If the request 
is in writing, it shall contain the printed 
or typewritten name of the individual 
to whom the record pertains, and. if 
filed by the parent of any minor or the 
legal guardian of any incompetent per¬ 
son, the printed or typewritten name of 
the parent or legal guardian and a state¬ 
ment of the relationship between such 
person and the individv^ to whom the 
record pertains, and the signature of the 
individual making the request and the 
addrpss to which a reply should be salt. 
The Director, OflBce of Personnel, shall 
determine such requests and take action 
concerning them in accordance with the 
requirements and procedures specified by 
Part 297 of the regulations of the ClvU 
Service Commission (5 CPR Part 297) 
and Board directives thereunder for the 
determination and action upon requests 
pertaining to records maintained by the 
Board which are contained in govern¬ 
ment-wide systems of p»sonnel records 
of which the Civil Service Commission 
has given notice, and shall advise the 

individual whether an appeal of any ad¬ 
verse determination by him may be ap¬ 
pealed within tile Board as specified in 
S 310a.9.* 

§ 310a.4 Tines, places, and require* 

menu for identification of individ* 

uals making reqneaU. 

Verification of Identity of pers<»is mak¬ 
ing written requests to the Secretary 
ordinarily will not be required. TTie sig¬ 
nature upon such requests shall be 
deemed to be a certification by the per¬ 
son signing that he is the Individual to 
whom the record pertains or the parent 
of a minor or the duly appointed legal 
guardian of the individual to whom the 
record pertains. The Secretary may, 
however, require additional verification 
of identity as specified by him in any 
instance in which he deems it advisable. 

§ 310a.5 Disclosure of requeMed infor¬ 

mation to individuals. 

(a) Responses to requests pursuant to 
S 310a.3(a) will be made by the Secretary 
with reasonable dispatch. An acknowl¬ 
edgment of the request will normally 
be sent within 10 days (excluding Satur¬ 
days, Stmdays and legal public holidays) 
of its receipt and will indicate when the 
requested-notification or disclosure will 
be sent, when and where the records 
will be a-vailable for personal inspection, 
and if a copy of a record has been re¬ 
quested, the niunber of pages the Board 
will copy to comply with the individual’s 
request and that the copy will be mailed 
to the individual or held at the Board 
for the individual upon receipt of a 
check or money order payable to the 
Board for the sum due for copying these 
documents. 

(b) The Secretary shall notify the in¬ 
dividual in writing with respect to any 
adverse determination of a request pur¬ 
suant to §310a.3(a), shall specify the 
reasons therefor, and shall advise of the 
procedure for appealing such adverse de- 
terminatitm to the Managing Director 
as specified in § 310a.9. 

§ 310a.6 [Reserve*!] 

§ 310a.7 Request fur eurreetion or 

amendment to record. 

(a> An Individual may request amend¬ 
ment of a record pertaining to him in a 
system of records subject to this part by 
mailing or delivering to Director, Office 
of Personnel, a written request concern¬ 
ing “Emplc^ee payroll and leave and at¬ 
tendance records and files—CAB” and to 
the Secretary a written request concern¬ 
ing all other systems of records main¬ 
tained by the Board. Such written re¬ 
quest shall conform to the requirements 
of $ 310a.3 and shall also state the nature 
of the information in the record the in- 

* Requirements for requests or actions con¬ 
cerning pereonnel records of which notice 
has been given by the Civil Service Com¬ 
mission and which have been made appli¬ 
cable by this regulation to "Employee pay- 
roU and leave and attendance records and 
flies—CAB" are speclfled In applicable Civil 
Service Regulations and Board directives and 
Information concerning them may be ob¬ 
tained from the Director, Ofllce of Personnel. 

dividual believes to be unnecessary, in¬ 
accurate, irrelevant, imtimely, or incom¬ 
plete and the amendment desired, and 
shall state concisely the reasons therefor. 

§ 310a.8 Agency review of request for 

corrcH^lion or amendment to record. 

(a) Not later than 10 days (excluding 
Saturdays, Sundays and legal public holi¬ 
days) after the date of receipt of a re¬ 
quest to amend a record, the l^retary or 
the Director, Office of Personnel, shall 
acknowledge in writing such receipt and, 
if a determination has not been made, 
inform the individual when he may ex¬ 
pect to be advised of action taken on 
the request. 

(b) If the Secretary or the Director, 
Office of Personnel, determines not to 
grant all or any p>ortion of the request 
to amend a record, he shall notify the 
individual in writing and shall specify 
the reasons therefor, and shall advise of 
the procedure for appealing such adverse 
determination to the Managing Director, 
as specified in 5 310a.9, or to the appro¬ 
priate Civil Service Cwnmission official. 

§ 310u.9 Appeal of initial advene agency 

determination on correction, or 

amendment or other request. 

(a) Not more than 10 days (excluding 
Saturdays, Sundays and legal public 
holidays) after receipt by an individual 
(1) of an adverse determination by the 
Secretary concerning any request made 
under this part, or (2) of an adverse de¬ 
termination by the Director, Office of 
Personnel, which is subject to appeal 
within the Board, the individual may ap¬ 
peal to the Managing Director who has 
been delegated authority by the Chair¬ 
man to make determinations on such ap¬ 
peals. The appeal shall be by letter, 
mailed or delivered to the Office of the 
Managing Director, Civil Aeronautics 
Board, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW., 
Washington. DC 20428. The letter shall 
identify the records Involved in the same 
manner as they were identified to the 
Secretary or the Director, Office of Per¬ 
sonnel, shall indicate the dates of the 
request and adverse determination, and 
shall indicate the expressed basis for 
that determination. In addition, the let¬ 
ter of appeal shall state briefly and suc¬ 
cinctly the reasons why the adverse de¬ 
termination should be reversed. 

(b) The Managing Director shall either 
determine the apijeal or, at his discre¬ 
tion, pass the matter to the Board for 
its determination. Such determination 
shall be made not later than 30 days (ex¬ 
cluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal 
public holidays) from the date the in¬ 
dividual’s letter of appeal is received, un¬ 
less the CHialrman, for good cause shown, 
extends such 30-day period. If the 30- 
day ijeriod is so extended, the individual 
shall be notified of the reasons for the 
extension and the date on which a final 
determination may be expected. 

(c) If the Managing Director or the 
Board determines that the adverse deter¬ 
mination should be reversed, appropriate 
action shall be taken and the individual 
shall be notified in writing of that ac¬ 
tion. If the Managing Director or the 
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Board determines that the adverse deter¬ 
mination will not be reversed, the Indi¬ 
vidual shall be notified in writing of that 
determination, the reasons therefor, and 
of his right to seek judicial review of the 
decision pursuant to section 552a(g) of 
the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. 552a(g). If the 
adverse determination sustained by the 
Managing Director or the Board denies 
a request to amend a record, the indi¬ 
vidual shall also be advised of his right 
to file a concise statement of his reasons 
for disagreeing with the refusal to amend 
which may contain information which 
the Individual believes should be substi¬ 
tuted. Such statements shall ordinarily 
not exceed one page and the Board re¬ 
serves the right to reject statements of 
excessive length. Such statements shall 
be filed with the Secretary within 30 days 
(excluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal 
public holidays) of notification of the 
refusal to amend a record. 

(d) A decision by either the Managing 
Director or the Board pursuant to para¬ 
graph (c) of this section is final and will 
not be subject to petition for reconsider¬ 
ation. It is subject to judicial review in 
the district court of the United States in 
which the complainant resides, or has 
his principal place of business, or in 
which the Board records are situated, or 
in the District of Columbia. 

§ 310a.10 Disriosurc of rrrord !o per¬ 
son other than tlir individual to wliom 
it pertains. 

(a) Except as provided by section 552a 
(b) of the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. 552a(b), 
the written request or prior written con¬ 
sent of the individual to whom a record 
pertains, or of his parent if a minor, or 
legal guardian if incompetent, shall be 
required before such record is disclosed. 

(b) If the individual elects to inspect 
a record in person and desires to be ac¬ 
companied by another person, the indi¬ 
vidual shall present to the Secretary or 
Director, OfBce of Personnel, a signed 
statement by him authorizing his record 
to be disclosed in the presence of the ac¬ 
companying named person. 

§ 310a.ll Fees. 

No fees will be charged for the first 
copy of a record contained in the system 
of records entitled “Employee payroll 
and leave and attendance records and 
files—CAB”. The appropriate fees for 
additional copies of records contained in 
such system, and for copies or records 
contained in other systems of records of 
which notice has been given by the 
Board, are set forth in Part 389 of this 
chapter. 

§ 310a.12 Penalties. 

Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001, Crimes and 
Criminal Procedures, makes it a criminal 
offense, subject to a maximum fine of 
$10,000 or imprisonment for not more 
than 5 years or both, to knowingly and 
willfully make or cause to be made any 
false or fraudulent statements or repre¬ 
sentations in any matter within the 
jurisdiction of any agency of the United 
States. Section 552a(i) (3) of the Privacy 
Act, 5 U.S.C. 552a(i) (3) makes it a mis¬ 

demeanor, subject to a maximiun fine of 
$5,000, to knowingly and willfully re¬ 
quest or obtain any record concerning an 
individual imder false pretenses. Section 
552a(i) (1) and (2) of the Privacy Act, 
5 U.S.C. 552a(i) (1) and (2) provide 
penalties for violations agency em¬ 
ployees of the Privacy Act or regulations 
established thereunder. 

§ 310a.l3 [Reserved] 

§ 310a.14 Specific exemptions. 

Pursuant to subsection (k) of the 
Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a(k)), the fol¬ 
lowing system of records is exempt from 
subsections (c)(3), (d), (e)(1), (e)(4) 
(G), (H), and (I), and (f) of section 
552a of that Act, and from the provisions 
of this part: 

(a) Investigatory material ccMnpiled 
for law enforcement purposes—CAB. 

PART 385—DELEGATIONS AND REVIEW 
OF ACTION UNDER DELEGATION— 
NONHEARING MATTERS 

2. Amend S 385.12 by adding a new 
paragraph (e), to read as follows: 

§ 385.12 Delegation to tlie Managing 
Director. 

« * * « • 

(e) Receive and deteimine appeals 
from adverse determinations by the Sec¬ 
retary or the Director, Oflace of Person¬ 
nel, of requests under the Privacy Act 
of 1974, Pub. L. 93-579, section 552a. 
5 U.S.C. 552a, and Part 310a of the 
Board’s Procedural Regulations., 

3. Add a new ? 385.24 to read as 
follows: 

§ 385.24 Delegation to the Secretary. 

The Board hereby delegates to the Sec¬ 
retary the authority to: 

(a) Receive and determine pursuant to 
the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-579, 
section 552a, 5 U.S.C. 552a and Part 310a 
of the Board’s Procedural Regulations, 
requests for notification, accounting of 
disclosure, inspection and amendment of 
records contained in a system of records 
of which the Board has published notice 
other than the system of records en¬ 
titled “Employee payroll and leave and 
attendance records and files—CAB”. 

4. Add a new § 385.25 to read as 
follows: 

§ 385.25 Delegation to the Director, 
Office of Personnel. 

The Board hereby delegates to the Di¬ 
rector, Office of Personnel, the author¬ 
ity to: 

(a) Receive and determine pursuant to 
the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-579, 
section 552a, 5 U.S.C. 552a, and Part 310a 
of the Board’s Procedure Regulations, 
requests for notification, accounting of 
disclosure, inspection and amendment of 
records contained in the system of rec¬ 
ords entitled “Employee payroll and 
leave and attendance records and files— 
CAB ”. 

(b) Receive and determine pursuant 
to the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93- 

579, section 552a, 5 U.S.C. 552a and Part 
297 of the (fivfi Service (Commission 
Regulations, 5 (CFR Part 297, requests for 
notification, accounting of disclosure, in¬ 
spection and amendment of records cen¬ 
tred in government-wide systems of 
personnel records maintained by the 
Board of which the Civil Service Com¬ 
mission has given notice. 

IFR Doc.76-18697 Piled 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40CFRPart 52] 

[FRL 402-4] 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Iowa: Approval of Compliance Schedules 

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 portions of State plans for im¬ 
plementation of the national ambient 
air quality standards. The State of 
Iowa submitted to the Environmental 
Protection Agency compliance sched¬ 
ules to be considered as proposed re¬ 
visions to the approved plans pursuant 
to 40 CFR 51.6. 40 CFR 51.8 requires the 
Administrator to approve or disapprove 
compliance schedules submitted by the 
states. Therefore, the Administrator 
proposes the approval of the compliance 
schedules listed below. 

The approvable schedules were 
adopted by the State and submitted to 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
after notice and public hearings in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedural require¬ 
ments of 40 CJFR 51.4 and 51.6 and the 
substantive requirements of 40 CTR 
51.15 pertaining to compliance sched¬ 
ules. The compliance schedules have 
been reviewed and determined to be 
consistent with the approved control 
strategies of Iowa. Each approved re¬ 
vision establishes a new date by which 
the individual source must comply with 
the applicable emission limitation in the 
federally-approved State Implementa¬ 
tion Plan. Tills date is indicated in the 
table below, under the heading “Final 
Compliance Date.” In all cases, the 
schedules include incremental steps to¬ 
ward compliance with the applicable 
emission limitations. While the tables 
below do not include these Interim 
dates, the actual compliance schedules 

•do. 
Under Iowa law, the compliance 

schedule is not enforceable after the 
date on which the associated variance 
expires and variances cannot extend for 
more than one year. Therefore, to the 
extent that the schedules extend past 
the variance expiration date, they are 
not legally enforceable at this time. For 
this reason, EPA’s approval of each 
compliance schedule will be imcondi- 
tlonal only as to that iMirt of the sched¬ 
ule covered by the initial variance. Ap¬ 
proval of the remainder of the schedule 
will be conditioned upon the State’s re¬ 
newal of the variance in identical form 
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and substance to that included in the 
schedule submitted to the Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency and approved 
herein. If the variance is renewed in this 
manner, the condition precedent will be 
satisfied and the approval of the next 
segment of the schediile would not re¬ 
quire further action by the State or 
this Agency. If the variance is not re¬ 
newed, or is modified from* the version 
that had been federally-approved, the 
condition will.not be fulfilled, the ap¬ 
proval of the remainder of the schedule 
would not be effective, and the State’s 
immediately-effective regulation would 
again become federally enforceable. 

Provisional approval of final compli¬ 
ance dates and extensicms of variances is 
justifiable only because of the one-year 
variance limitation in the law of Iowa. 
Since there wifi be no substantive 
changes in the schedules set forth below 
and public hearings were held on the 
complete schedule, there is no reason to 
require compliance with 40 CFR 51.8 
procedures at the time Iowa renews 
each variance. The schedules were im¬ 
mediately effective on the date of adop¬ 
tion. An “Effective Date’* is not indi¬ 
cated on the table. The “Variance Ex¬ 
piration Date” is included instead. 

The following schedules are new pro¬ 
posals; the remainder have been revised 
and are being reproposed. The new 
schedules are: Judd Brown Construc- 
ticxi Company, Forest City; and Mar¬ 
quette Cement Mfg. Company, Des 
Moines. 

In the indication of proposed approval 
of individual compliance schedules, the 
individual schedules are included by ref¬ 
erence only. In addition, since the large 
number of compliance schedules preclude 
setting forth detailed reasons for ap- 
IMnvsJ of individual schedules in the Fed- 
XBSL Register, an evaluation report has 
been prepared for each individual com¬ 
pliance schedule. Copies ol these evalua¬ 
tion reports are available for public 
lnspecti(m at the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency Regional Office, 1735 Balti¬ 
more, Kansas City. Missouri. The compli¬ 
ance schedules and the State Implemen¬ 
tation Plans are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Environmental Protection 
Agency Regional Office; Environmental 
Protection Agency, Division of Station¬ 
ary Source Enforcement, 401 M Street, 
SW., Washington. D.C.; and the Iowa 
D^)artment of Ehivironmental Quality, 
3920 Delaware, Des Moines. Iowa. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments in triplicate to the Region VII 
office at the above address. All c(Hnments 
submitted on (h* before Auguift 18. 1975, 
will be considered. Receipt of comments 
will be acknowledged but substantive re¬ 
sponses will not be provided. All com¬ 
ments received, as well as copies ot the 
aniUcable Implementation plans, will be 
available for inspection during normal 
business hours at the Regional Office. 

*1116 ixt>posed rulemaking is Issued un¬ 
der authMdty of section 110(a) of the 

CHean Air Act. as amended. 42 U.S.C. 
1857C-6. 

Dated: July 10,1975. 

Charles V. Wright, 
Acting Regional Administrator. 

It is proposed to amend Part 52 of 
Chiq)ter I, Title 40 of the CTode of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations as follows: 

[40 CFR Part 52] 

[FRL 402-51 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Kansas: Approval and Disapproval of 
Compliance Schedules 

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842), pur¬ 
suant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and 40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator 
approved portions of State plans for im- 
plementaUon of the national ambient air 
quality standards, and on September 22, 
1972, in the Federal Register (37 FR 
19809), the Administrator promulgated 
152.876 Compliance Schedules as a part 
of the Kansas Implementation Plan. 

The State of Kansas submitted to the 
Environmental Protection Agency com¬ 
pliance schedules as variances and en¬ 
forcement orders to be considered as pro¬ 
posed revisions to the approved plans 

Subpart O—Iowa 

1. In S 52.825, the table in paragraph 
(c) is amended as f(^ows: 

§ 52.825 Compliance sclicsdiiles. 
• • • • • 

(c) • • • 
(!)••• 

pmsuant to 40 CFR 51.6 and 40 CFR 51.7 
(d) (2). 40 CFR 51.8 requires the Admin¬ 
istrator to approve or disapprove com¬ 
pliance schedules submitted by the 
States. Therefore, the Administrator 
proposes the approval and disapproval of 
the compliance schedules listed below. 

The approvable schedules were 
adopted by the States and submitted to 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
after notice and public hearings in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedural require¬ 
ments of 40 CFR 51.4, 51.6, and 51.7(d) 
(2), and the substantive requirements of 
40 CFR 51.15 pertaining to compliance 
schedules. The compliance schedules 
have been reviewed and determined to 
be consistent with the approved control 
strategies of Kansas. 

Each approved revision establishes a 
new date by which the individual source 
must comply with the applicable emis¬ 
sion limitation in the federally approved 

Iowa 

Source Location 

Qrain Processlns Corp.: Second stage 
flash dryers Not. 83 and 84. 

Judd Brown Construction Co.: Turbu¬ 
lent mass asphalt plant. 

Marquette Cement Manufacturing Co.: 
Clinker cooler discharge.. .. 
Storage silo vents.. 

Clinton Cora Processing: Nos. 3 and 4 
coal-fired Raymond dryers. 

Duke Ready-MU, Inc.: Concrete 
batching plant. 

Ora-Iron Foundry Corp.: Foundry 
oupola. 

Hawkeye Chemical Co.: Prill tower 
and ^11 tower evaporator. 

Inland Mills Co. (Division of ADM 
MilUng Co.): 

Systom (3.. 
Systems A and B. 

Muscatine Power and Water: 
Boilers Noe. S and 6... 
fioilor 1^0 T 

The Pillsbury Co. (CMn Diwidon): 
Cyclones. 

Sooular-Welsb Oraln Co.: Cyclone and 
grain handling. 

Sivyer Steel Castnlg Co.: Shakeout 
area for furnaces. 

Talbot-Carlson, lac.. 
Avoca AlfaUa MlUing Co.: AUalfa 

dehydratim. 
Katelman Foundry, Inc.: Foundry 

cupola. 
Farmers Cooperative Co.: Orain stor¬ 

age silo vents. 
Wertz Feed Products, Ino.: Feed mill 

cydones. 
Iowa Southern Utilities (3o. (Bridge¬ 

port Station): 
Boiler No. 2. 
Boiler No. 3...... 

Tbe Dexter (3o.: Foundra cupola. 
Norris Construction (jo.: Asphalt 

Plant No. 201. 
The Oreyhouad Corn. (Division of 

Armour & Co.): Boilers 1,3,4, and 6. 

Dee Moines 

Des Moines. 

Muscatine. 
.4A(2)b. 
.4A(2)b. 
Council Bluffs.. 4.4(7). 

.do.4.4(7). 

Bettendorf.4.3(2) a and 
d. 

. Audobon_4.4(0). 
Avoca...4.3(2>a_ 

Council Bluffs.. 4.3(2) a and 
d. 

nintOB_4.4(0). 

Sioux City.4.4(6). 

Eddyvfile 

Regulation 
Involved 

Variance 
Date adopted expiration 

date 

Final 
compliance 

date 

• • 
. 4.4(6). . June 12,1975 July 31,1975 July 31,1975 

. 4.4(2). .do. .. June 30,1975 June 30,1975 

. 4.3(2)a. ... May 30,1975 May 30,1975 
,. 4.3(2)a.. 'Do.' 
. 4.4(7).. .do_ ... July 81,1975 July 8L1975 

.. 4.4(11). .do_ ...June 1,1975 June 1,1975 

.. 4.4(4). .do_ ... June 30.1975 June 30,1975 

. 4.3(2) a and .do. ... July 31,1975 July 81,1975 
d. 

. 4.4(7). .do_ ... June 15,1975 June 15,1975 
.. 4.4(7). .do. ... May 1,1975 May 1,1975 

__do.. June 15,1975 June 15,1976 
.do_May 15,1975 May 15,1975 
.do.do. Do. 

.do.May 30,1975 May 30,1975 

.do.Mar. 3L»75 liar. 31,1975 

.do.May 1,1975 May 1,1975 

.do.May 15.1975 May 15,1975 

.4.3(2)b. 

.4A(2)b. 
Fairfield.4.4(4). 
Mount Pleasant. 4.4(2). 

.do.July 81,1975 July 31,1975 

.do.do. Do. 

.do.do.. Do. 

.do.June L1975 June 1,1975 

.do.June 15,1975 June 15,1975 

.do_July L1975 July 1,1975 

.do.May 15,1975 May 15,1975 

Mason City.4.8(2)b.do.July 31,1975 July 31,1975 

[FR Doc.76-18611 PUed 7-17-75;8:48 am] 
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State Implementation Plan. This date is 
indicated in the table below, under the 
heading “Pinal Compliance Date.” 

The schedules proposed to be disap¬ 
proved in this notice fail to meet the re¬ 
quirements of 40 CPR 51.15(b)(1), in 
that the compliance schedules extend 
beyond the attainment date in the State 
Implementation Plan. 

In the indication of proposed approval 
and disapproval of individual compli¬ 
ance schedules, the individual sched^es 
are Included by reference only. In addi¬ 
tion, since the large niunber of compli¬ 
ance schedules preclude setting forth de¬ 
tailed reasons for approval or disap¬ 
proval of individual schedules in the 
Federal Register, an evaluation report 
has been prepared for each individual 
compliance schedule. Copies of these 
evaluation reports are available for pub¬ 
lic Inspection at the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency Regional Office, 1735 
Baltimore, Kansas City, Missouri. The 
compliance schedules proposed to be ap¬ 
proved or disapproved, and the State 
Implementation Plans are available for 
public inspection at the Environmental 
Protection Agency Regional Office; the 
Environmental Protection Agency, Divi¬ 
sion of Stationary Source Enforcement, 
401 M Street, SW., Washington, D.C.; 
and the Kansas State Department of 

Health and Environment, Forbes Air 
Force Base, Building 740, Topeka, Kan¬ 
sas. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments in triplicate to the Region vn 
Office at the above address. All com¬ 
ments submitted on or before August 18, 
1975, will be considered. All comments 
received, as well as (x^les of the ap¬ 
plicable Implementation plans, will be 
available for inspection during normal 
business hours at the Regional Office. 

This proposed rulemaking is issued 
under the authority of section 110(a) of 
the Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 
1857C-5. 

Dated: July 10,1975. 

Charles V. Wright, 
Acting Regional Administrator. 

It is proposed to amend Part 52 of 
Chapter I, Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations as follows: 

Subpart R—Kansas 

1. In § 52.876, the table in paragraph 
(c)(1) is amended by adding the 
following: 

§ 52.876 Complianre M'heduleH. 

(c) • • • 
(1) * • • 

[40CFRPartl80] 

(FRL 401-7; OPP-300005] 

CERTAIN. INERT INGREDIENTS IN 
PESTICIDE FORMULATIONS 

Proposed Exemptions from Requirement 
of a Tolerance 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act. the AdmlnisUntor, En¬ 
vironmental Protrotion Agency (EPA), is 
upon his own initiative proposing to es¬ 
tablish a regulation to exempt certain 
additional inert (or occasionally active) 
ingredients in pesticide formulations 
from tolerance requirements. Based on 
available information on the chemistry 
and toxicity of these substances, as well 
as a review of the history of use. it has 
been found that when used in accordance 
with good agricultural practice these 
substances are useful as adjuvants and 
do not pose a hazard. The amendment 
to the regulation (40 C7FR 180.1001) will 
protect the public health. 

Any person who has registered or sub¬ 
mitted an application for the registration 
of a pesticide imder the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide. Fimgicide, and Rodenticide Act 
which contains any of the ingredients 
listed herein may request, on or before 
August 18. 1975, that this prcHiosal be 
referred to an advisory cmnmlttee in ac¬ 
cordance with section 408(e) of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments on the proposed 
regulation to the Federal Register Sec¬ 
tion, Technical Services Division (WH- 
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Room 
401, East Tower, 401 M Street, SW, 
Washington DC 20460. Three copies of 
the comments should be sulxnitted to fa¬ 
cilitate the work of the Agency and 
others interested in inspecting them. The 
comments must be received on or be¬ 
fore August 18, 1975, and should bear a 
notation indicating the subject (OPP- 
300005). All written comments filed pur¬ 
suant to this notice will be available for 
public inspection in the Office of the 
Federal Register Section from 8:30 a.m. 
to 4 p.m. Monday through Friday. 
(Sec. 408(e). Federal Food, Drug and Cos¬ 
metic Act (21 UJS.C. 346a (e)) 

Dated: July 11,1975. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director, Registration Division. 

It is proposed that Part 180, i 180.1001, 
be amended by (1) revising the item 
^Castoroil * * *” In paragraphs (c) and 

Source 

secondary crusher. 
Jay-Tee ConstmcUon Co.: 

crusher. 
Northern Natural Gas: Gas prr 

facility. 
U.S.O. No. S87: Altoona Elen 

Incinerator. 

Uon: Hanunermin. 
Bl-Plalns Cooperative 

Grain elevator. 
Association; 

Ixioation 
Remilation 
Involved 

Date 
adopted 

Effective 
date 

Final com- 
pUance date 

Olathe. 
• 
28-19-20. 

G 

May 23a 1975 Immediately. 
• 

July 31,1975 

28-19-20. .do. .do. Do. 

Holcomb. 28-19-45. .do. .do. Do. 

28-19-40. .do. Do. 

28-19-50A... Do. 
Clay Center.. 

Colby. 

28-19-50A... June 16,1976 

28-19-SOA... .do.. .do........ . June 1,1970 

2. In S 52.876, the table in paragraph (c) (2) is amended by adding the following: 
§ 52.876 Compliance srhcdulea. 

(c) 
(2) 

Source Location 
Recnlatlon 

Involved 
Date 

adopted 

• • 
28-19-OlC...:. May 23,1976 
28-19-31_ Do. 
28-19-31B_• Do. 
28-19-20_w Do. 
28-19-50A. Do. 

Dw 
28-19-flOA_: D& 
28-19-60A_! Do. 
a8-19-80A_ Dw 

U.S. Steel—Universal Atlas Cement:__Independence. 

[niDoo.7S-18610 FUed 7-17-76;8:45 am] 
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(e>, the item “Dodecylphenol • • •" in 
paragrt^ <<D, and the Item ‘‘Sodium 
monoalib^l * * *” In paragraph (c); (2) 
deleting the Items “Calcium chloride 
• • •" and “Octyl and decyl • • •*• 
frmn paragrajdi (d); (3) alphabetically 
inserting new Items In paragrs^^ (c). 

td), and (e); and (4) nmking the conse¬ 
quent editorial changes, as follows: 

• • • • • 
S 180.1001 Exemptions from die re¬ 

quirement of a tolerance. 

(€)••• 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47 CFR Part 73] 

(Docket No. 20544-, RM-2478] 

FM BROADCAST STATIONS 

Table of Assignments; Billings, Montana 

1. Petitioner, Proposal and Comments. 
(a) Petition for rule making, filed July 
16, 1974, by Mattco Inc., licensee of AM 
Station KOOK. BiUings, Montana, pro¬ 
posing the assi^ment of Channel 275 to 
Billings as a fourth FM assignment. ^ 

(b) The channel may be assigned 
without affecting any existing FM as¬ 
signments. 

2. Demographic Data, (a) Location— 
Billings, the seat of Yellowstone Coimty, 
is locat^ approximately 220 miles south 
of the Canadian-United States border 
and approximately 175 miles southeast 
of Great Falls, Montana. 

(b) Population (1970 U.S. Census) — 
Billings—61,581; Yellowstone COimty— 
87,367, Billings is included in the Billings 
Urbanized Area (pop. 71,197) and the 
Billings SMSA (made up of Yellowstone 
County) (pop. 87,367). 

(c) Present aural services—^Local serv¬ 
ice Is provided by 5 AM stations—^KBMY 
(Class IV, unlimited-time); KGHU 
(CHass in, unlimited-time); K(X)K 
(Class m, unlimited-time), licensed to 
petitioner; KOYN (C^ass m, day time- 
only); KURL (Class n, daytime-only) 
and 3 FM stations—^KOYN-FM (Chan¬ 
nel 227); KURL-FM (Chaimel 246) and 
KBMS (Channel 253). 

(d) Economic considerations—^Peti¬ 
tioner has submitted a local economic 
study for Billings. Montana which states 
that Billings is the largest city in Mon¬ 
tana and the major trade center for 
southeastern Montana and northern Wy¬ 
oming. We are also told that coal min¬ 
ing and related power development has 
had a significant impact in southeastern 
Montana recently and will, in the fu¬ 
ture, serve as an economic catalyst for 
the entire area. In addition, petitioner 
notes that Billings has experienced a 16.5 
percent growth in population between 
1960 and 1970 according to the 1970 
United States Census. These factors 
could justify the assignment of an addi¬ 
tional PM channel to Billings. 

3. Preclusion considerations. Preclusion 
will occur on Channels 272A, 273,277 and 
278 coveting a radius of 65 miles. ‘Ihere 
are no cities In this precluded area with 
poptriatkms over 5,008 persons. Addi¬ 
tional preclusian would occur mi Chan¬ 
nels 274, 275 and 276A affecting areas 
which Include 5 cities with popnlations 
greater than 10,000 persons. All 5 cities 
in these areas have adequate local FM 
sendee according to our population cri¬ 
teria for assignment' of FM channels.* 

> See Further Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing In Docket No. 14186, 37 FR 7797 (1962), 
and Incorporated by. reference In paragraph 
25 of the Third Report, Memorandum Opin¬ 
ion and Order (40 F.C.O. 747, 768 (1963)): 
Melbourne and Satellite Beach, Florida, 47 
F.C.C. 2d 717 (1974). 

Inert IngrMlleiiti Uses 

Calehun ohloride. 
Calcinm oltrato... 

StabtUzer. 
Solid diluent, carrier. 

Castor oO, polyoxy ethylated; the poly(oiy«thylene) oonteut 
ayeragee 6-64 medea. 

Surfactants, related adju¬ 
vants of surfactants. 

DodecylbenrenesnUonic add, amine salts.. 

Hexanietliylenetetraniine..-. 

Surfactants, related adju¬ 
vants of mrfaotants. 

Foruseindtruswadi- Preservative. 
Ing solutions only at 
not more than 1 
tieroenU 

Octyl and decyl glucosides mixture with a mixture of octyl 
and dwyl oligosaccharides and related reaction products 
(jwimarily a-decanei) prodnoed as an aqnsous-taaaed liquid 
(06-72 percent solids) from the reaction of straight chain 
alcohols (Ct(45 percent), Cn(55 percent)) with anhydrous 
glucose. 

Surfactants, related adju¬ 
vants of surfactants. 

Polyglycerol esters of fatly adds conforming to title 21, sec. 
121.1120. 

Surfactants, related adju¬ 
vants of surfactants. 

Poly(vinylpyrroUdone); molecular weight 40,000 or over. Surfactants, related adju¬ 
vants of surbetants. 

Sodium mmosdkyl and (Ualkyl (C«-Cm) phenoxybencene 
disulfonate mixtures containing not less than 70 percent of 
monoalk^tad product. 

Sodium mono- and dimethyl naphthalene sulfonates, molecu¬ 
lar weight 245-260. 

Siufactants, related adju¬ 
vants of surfactants. 

Surfactants, related adjur 
vants of surfactants. 

Tine Miitiiij {basic and mondiydrate).....___...................___........ Solid diluent, carrier. 

«!)••• 

Inert ingredients Limits Uses 

• • • • • 9 

.. Thickeners. 
• 

Acrylamide-sodium arrj’late resins_ Do. 

• • • • • 9 

.. Carrier. 
• 

G • • • • • 
.. Attraotant. 

9 

• • • 0 • • • 
.. CoapUiu: aeent in emulslAer. 

9 0 0 0 • 
For 8(dl application 

9 

Binder. 
9 

9 9 0 0 
only ^ 

9 9 

(e) • • • 

1 Inert ingrsdisnts Lbatts ^ Um 
V 

/• 
.. Moistuilser. 

• • • 0 ^ 9 9 

.. Stabilizer. 
9 

• • • • 
Gostsr «R, polyoxy ethylated; the pely-(oKVrthy4sm) oonten (. 

eweeapM 5-64 malnt _ 

9 • 

.. Surfactants, related 
vants of surfactants. 

Da. 

adtu- 

• • • • 
Octyl and decyl glnosides mixture with a mixture of octyl and 

decyl oligoeeocnerldes and related reaction products (pri¬ 
marily o-decanol) produced as an aqueous-based liquid (66- 
72 peroent solids) from the reaction of straight chain alco¬ 
hols (C«(46 peroent), Ch(S6 percent)) with anhydrous 
glucose. 

• • • • 

9 

y 

C_!_L 

• 

.. Surfactants, related 
vants of surfactants. 

• 

9 

adju- 

(PB Doc.75-18612 Filed 7-17-75:8:46 am] 
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We note that should any cities in the 
above precluded areas express an Interest 
in additional FM channels for their com¬ 
munities, a number of assignments could 
be made. 

4. Since Billings is within 250 miles of 
the Canada-United States border, this 
proposal is subject to Canadian approval 
under the provisions contained in the 
Working Agreement of the Canada- 
United States PM Agreement of 1947. 

5. In view of the above, the Commis¬ 
sion proposes to aunend the FM Table of 
Assignments, S 73.202(b) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations with regard 
to Billings, Montana, as follows: 

City 
Channel No. 

Present Proposed 

BUIlugs, Mont. ... 227, 246, 268 227, 246, 253, 275 

6. 'The Commission’s authority to in¬ 
stitute rule making proceedings; show¬ 
ings required; cut-off procedures; and 
filing requirements are contained in the 
attached Appendix and are incorporated 
herein. 

7. Interested parties may file comments 
on or before September 2,1975, and reply 
comments on or before September 22, 
1975. 

Adopted: July 9, 1975. 

Released: July 14, 1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] . Wallace E. Johnson, 
Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 

Appendix 

1. Pursuant to authority found in sec¬ 
tions 4(1), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and §0.281 (b)(6) of 
the Commission’s rules, it is proposed to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 
§ 73.202(b) of the Commission’s rules and 
regrulations, as set forth in the notice of 
proposed rule making to which this Ap¬ 
pendix is attached. 

2. Showings required. Comments are 
invited on the proposal discussed in the 
notice of proposed rule making to which 
this Appendix is attached. In initial com¬ 
ments, proponent(s) wlU be expected to 
answer whatever questions are presented 
in the Notice. The proponent(s) of the 
proposed assignment (s) is expected to 
filff comments even if it only resubmits 
or incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its pres¬ 
ent Intention to apply for the channel if 
it is assigned, and, if authorized, to build 
the station promptly. Failure to file may 
lead to denial of the request. 

3. Cut-off procedures. ’The foHowing 
procedures will govern the consideration 
of filings in this proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments. They will not be considered. 
If advanced in reply comments. (See 
§ 1.420(d) of Commission rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which confilct with the proposal 
in this notice, they will be considered as 
ccxnments in the proceeding, and public 
notice to this effect will be given as long 
as they are filed before the date for filing 
initial comments herein. If filed later 
than that, they will not be considered 
in connection with the decision in this 
docket. 

4. Comments and reply comments; 
service. Pursuant to applicabl eproce- 
dures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420 of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations, in¬ 
terested parties may file comments and 
reply comments on or before the dates 
set forth in the notice of proposed rule 
making to which this Appendix is at¬ 
tached. All submissions by parties to 
this proceeding or persons acting on 
behalf of such parties must be made in 
written comments, reply comments, or 
other appropriate pleadings. Comments 
shall be served on the petitioner by the 
person filing the comments. Reply coip- 
ments shall be served on the person(s) 
who filed comments to which the reply 
is directed. Such comments and rep^ 
comments shall be accompanied by a 
certificate of service, (see § 1.420 (a), 
(b) and (c) of the Commission rules.) 

5. Number of copies. In accordance 
with the provisions of Section 1.419 of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations, 
an original and fourteen copies of all 
comments, reply comments, pleadings, 
briefs, or other documents shall be fur¬ 
nished the Commission. 

6. Public inspection of'filings. All fil¬ 
ings made in this proceeding will be 
available for examination by interested 
parties during regular business hours in 
the Commission’s Public Reference Room 
at its headquarters, 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

[PR Doc.76-18663 Piled 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

[47 CFR Parts 73, 76] 

[Docket No. 20520; RM 2169 etc. j 

MULTIPLE OWNERSHIP OF STANDARD, 
FM, TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS 
AND CROSS-OWNERSHIP OF CABLE 
TELEVISION SYSTEMS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making; Correction 

1. In paragraph 53 of the notice of 
proposed rule making (FCC 75-709, 40 
FR 26551, June 24, 1975; adopted on 
June 11, 1975), “Note 5’’ should read 
“Note 6’’. 

2. In the notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing, certain language was inadvertently 
omitted from Note 6 to §§ 73.35, 73.240, 
and 73.636. Note 6 to each of these sec¬ 
tions, as corrected, reads as follows: 

Note 6: In calculating the percentage ol 
ownership ot voting etock under the pro¬ 
visions of Notes 4 and 5, If an investment 
compfuiy, bank or Insurance company, 
directly or indirectly owns voting stock in a 
company which in turn directly or indirectly 
owns 50 percent or more of the voting stock 
of a corporate broadcast licensee or cor¬ 
porate dally newspaper, the Investment com¬ 
pany, bank or Insurance company shall be 
considered to own the same percentage of 
outstanding shares of the corporate broad¬ 

cast station licensee or corporate dally news¬ 
paper as it owns of outstanding voting shares 
of the company standing between It and the 
licensee corporation or corporate daily news¬ 
paper. If the Intermediate company owns 
less than 50 percent of the voting stock of a 
corporate broadcast station licensee or cor¬ 
porate daily newspaper, the holding of the 
Investment company, bank or insurance com¬ 
pany, need not be considered under the 
5-percent rule, but, officers or directors of the 
licensee corporation or of the corporate dally 
newspaper who are representatives of the 
intermediate company shall be deemed to be 
representatives of the Investment company, 
bank or insurance company. 

Released: July 14,1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL] Vincent J. Mullins, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-18664 Filed 7-17-76;8:45 am] 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

[ 12 CFR Part 701 ] 

CASHING- CHECKS AND MONEY ORDERS 

Fee Charge; Option 

Notice is hereby given that the Admin¬ 
istrator of the National Credit Union 
Administration, pursuant to the author¬ 
ity conferred by section 120, 73 Stat. 635, 
12 U.S.C. 1766, and section 209, 84 Stat. 
1014, 12 U.S.C. 1789, proposes to amend 
Part 701 (12 C?FR Part 701) by revising 
§ 701.23(d) as set forth below. 

The purpose of the proposed amend¬ 
ment is to give to each Federal credit 
union the option of charging a fee when 
the cashing of a check or money order 
is not applied in its entirety for pay¬ 
ment of a loan, payment of interest, pay¬ 
ment of any obligation to the credit un¬ 
ion, or the purchase of shares. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions or ob¬ 
jections regarding the proposed amend¬ 
ment to the Administrator, National 
Credit Union Administration, 2025 M 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20456. 
Comments received prior to August 11. 
1975, will be considered before final ac¬ 
tion is taken on this proposal. Copies of 
all written comments received will be 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the foregoing 
address. 

Authority: Sec. 120, 73 Stat. 635 12 U.S.C. 
1766) and Sec. 209, 84 Stat. 1014 (12 U.S.C. 
1789). 

Herman Nickerson, Jr.. 
Administrator. 

July 10, 1975. 

§ 701.23 Cashing checks and money 
orders. 
« 41 « « # 

(d) No fee shall be charged by a Fed¬ 
eral credit union to a member for the 
cashing of a check or money order when 
such check or money order is applied in 
its entirety for payment of a loan, pay¬ 
ment of interest, payment of any obliga¬ 
tion to the credit union, or the purchase 
of shares. Nor shall any fee be charged 
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to the member for the cashing of a check 
or money order drawn by the Federal 
credit tD^on on its own bank account 
and issued to the member in ccmnection 
with a withdrawal by the member from a 
share account or in connection with the 
disbursement of a loan. 

iFR DOC.7&-18685 Piled 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[13CFRPart 121] 

SMALL BUSINESS SIZE STANDARDS 

Definition for Purpose of Bidding on Gov¬ 
ernment' Procurements for Products 
Classified in SIC 2026, Fluid Milk 

The Administrator of the Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration proposes to amend 
the definition of a small business for 
the purpose of bidding on €k>vernment 
procurements for fiuid milk to provide 
that a concop is small If it has 500 em¬ 
ployees or less exclusive of routemen 
making home deliveries. 

On May 1, 1974, SBA decreased the 
procurement size standard for fiuid milk 
from 625 employees or less to 500 em¬ 
ployees. Information available to SBA in¬ 
dicates that the trend toward fewer and 
larger dairies is continuing and that In¬ 

creasingly the competitive picture for 
fluid milk is being set by large aui>er- 
market chains. In certain parts of the 
country there has been a disappearance 
of most snudl dairies due to acquisition 
and mergers, failures, etc. The present 
500 employees size standard works to the 
detrimCTt of firms that are not highly 
automated and which have many em¬ 
ployees engaged in home delivery routes, 
but not production. Such a size standard 
allows concerns to qualify as small which 
have far greater receipts than concerns 
which do not qualify as small due to 
hmne deliveries. In some areas of the 
country, the concerns with numerous 
home delivery routes are vitally needed 
to assure adequate competition to na¬ 
tional dairies, large food chains, and 
large dairy cooperatives, although their 
total employment may exceed 500 em- 
plc^ees. Therefore, SBA proposes to 
adopt a size procurement standard of 500 
employees or less (exclusive of home de¬ 
livery routemen). However, since some 
coiM^ems in SIC-2026, Fluid Milk, have 
aflUiates in other industries, SBA finds 
It is also necessary to have a dc^ar vol¬ 
ume criterion. Available data show that 
most firms in SIC 2026 that have approx¬ 
imately 500 employees have annual re¬ 
ceipts ranging from $20 to $25 million. 

Accordingly, it is proposed to amend 
Part 121 of Chapter I of Title 13 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations by adding 
Btfljparagraph (7) to $ 121.3-8(b) of tiie 
size regulation to read as follows: 

S 121.3—8 De(lnhi<m of omall buKino^s 

for Government procurement. 

(a) * • * 
(b) Manufacturing. * * * 
(7) As small if it is bidding on a con¬ 

tract for produce classified in SIC Code 
2026, Fluid Milk, and its number of em¬ 
ployees does not exceed 500 (exclusive 
of home-delivery routemen) and its 
average annual receipts for its preceding 
3 fiscal years do not exceed $25 million. 

Interested parties may file with the 
Small Business Administration on or be¬ 
fore August 18, 1975, written statements 
of facts, opinions, or arguments c<moern- 
ing the proposal. All correspondence shall 
be addressed to: 
WllUsm L. Pelllngton, Director, Size Stand¬ 

ards Dlvlsitm, Smail BubIimss Administra¬ 
tion, 1441 L Btreet, NW., Washliq^ton, D.C. 
20416. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.009, Procurement Assistance) 

Dated: July 9,1975. 

Thomas S. Klefpe, 
Administrator. 

(PR Doc.75-18623 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 
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notices 
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other then rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices 

of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications 
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing In this section. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Office of the Secretary 

ICM-5/671 

STUDY GROUP 5 OF THE U.S. NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE FOR THE INTERNATIONAL 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CONSUL¬ 
TATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT) 

Meeting 

The Department of State announces 
that Study Group 5 of the U.S. CCITT 
National Committee will meet on Au¬ 
gust 8, 1975 at 10:30 a.m. in Room 283 
of the Office of Telecommunications, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 1325 G Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. This Study 
Group deals with matters in telecommu¬ 
nications relating to the development of 
the international digital data transmis¬ 
sion services. 

The agenda for the August 8 meeting 
will Include consideration of the follow¬ 
ing: 

1. Review of the May/June 1975 meet¬ 
ings of CCITT Study Groups Special A 
and VII. 

2. Planning of contributions for the 
February/March 1976 meetings of CCITT 
Study Groups Special A and vn. 

3. Other business. 
Members of the general public can at¬ 

tend the meeting and Join In the discus¬ 
sions subject to instructions of the Chair¬ 
man. Admittance of public members will 
be limited to the seating available. 

Dated: July 11, 1975. 
Arthur L. Freeman, 

Vice Chairman. 
U.S. National Committee. 

IPR Doc.75-18890 PUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

(Public Notice 466: Delegation of Authority 
No. 132] 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR GENERAL OF THE 
FOREIGN SERVICE 

Delegation of Authority 

Correction 
In FR Doc. 75-17654 appearing on page 

28646 In the issue of Tuesday, July 8, 
1975, the signature date “June 24, 1975” 
was Inadvertently omitted. This date 
*‘Jtme 24, 1975” should be inserted im¬ 
mediately before the signature. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Customs Service 
{TJ>. 75-168] 

PORT OF NEW YORK TO TEMPO TRUCKING 
AND TRANSFER CORP. 

Revocation of Customhouse Cartman’s 
License 

July 10, 1975, 
Notice Is hereby given that on July 9, 

1975, pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 

tion 565, Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 
and section 112.30 of the Customs Regu¬ 
lations (19 CFR 112.30), it was decided 
that Customhouse Cartman’s License No. 
1711 Issued at the Port of New York on 
June 29, 1964, to Tempo Trucking and 
Ttunsfer Corporation, Jamaica, New 
York, be revoked. Tills revocation is ef¬ 
fective on July 31, 1975. 

(seal] G. R. Dickerson, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

(FR Doc.75-18638 PUed 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Navy 

COMMANDANT OF THE MARINE CORPS’ 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE OF THE HIS¬ 
TORICAL PROGRAM OF THE MARINE 
CORPS 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. App. I), that the Commandant’s 
Advisory Committee on Marine Corps 
History will hold an open meeting on Au¬ 
gust 5 through August 8, 1975, in room 
2206, Arlington Annex, Columbia Pike, 
Arlington, Virginia. The sessions will 
commence at 9 a.m. and terminate at 
4:30 pm., daily. Limited seating is avail¬ 
able. The agenda will Include develop¬ 
ment of priorities for major historical 
projects, actions to encourage the study 
of Marine Corps history and revision of 
the scope and content of current pro¬ 
grams. 

Any person desiring information about 
the Commandant’s Advisory Committee 
on Marine Corps History may write to 
the Commandant of the Marine Corps 
(Code HD), Headquarters, U.S. Marine 
CJorps, Washington, D.C. 20380. 

Dated: July 14,1975. 

H. B. Robertson, Jr., 
Rear Admiral, JAGC, U.S. Navy. 

Judge Advocate General. 
IFR Doc.75-18625 Piled 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

Office of the Secretary 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON EXPORT OF U.S. TECHNOLOGY: IM¬ 
PLICATIONS TO U.S. DEFENSE 

Task Force Meeting 

A task force of the Defense Science 
Board on “Export of UJS. Technology: 
Implications to U.S. Defense” wlU meet 
In closed session on 6 August 1975 at the 
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board Is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 

search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
search and engineering and to provide 
long range guidance in these areas to the 
Department of Defense. The task force 
will provide an assessment of the impli¬ 
cations to U.S. defense of current and 
impending exports of U.S. technology to 
serve as a basis for determination of De¬ 
fense policy. 

In accordance with Section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States Code, 
it has been determined that this Defense 
Science Board task force meeting con¬ 
cerns matters listed in Section 552(b) of 
Title 5 of the United States Code, and 
specifically Subparagraphs (1) and (5) 
thereof, and that accordingly this meet¬ 
ing will be closed to the public. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 

Directives, OASD (.Comptrol¬ 
ler). 

July 14, 1975. 
(FR Doc.76-18e63 FUed 7-17-75:8 45 am] 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON IDENTIFICATION FRIEND, FOE OR 
NEUTRAL 

Advisory Committee Meeting 

The Defense Science Board Task 
Force on Identification Friend, Foe or 
Neutral will meet in closed session on 
25 August 1975 at the Institute for De¬ 
fense Analyses, Arlington, Virginia. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board Is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
search and engineering and to provide 
long-range guidance In these areas to the 
Department of Defense. 

The Task Force will provide an anal¬ 
ysis of technology and systems appli¬ 
cable to the Identification function and 
indicate promising solutions to the prob¬ 
lem area for possible implementation 
within the Department of Defense. 

In accordance with Section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States Code, 
it has been determined that this Task 
Force meeting concerns matters listed 
In Section 552(b) of 'Htle 5 of the United 
States Code, specifically subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and that accordingly, this 
meeting will be closed to the public. 

Dated: July 15,1975. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 

Directives, OASD (Comptrol¬ 
ler). 

[FR Doc.75-18698 Filed 7-17-76:8:46 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Mines 

[INT DES TS-STJ 

AVAILABILITY OF DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT 

Surface Subsklence Control in Mining 
Regions 

Pursu&nt to Section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. the Bureau of Mines, Department 
of the Interior, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement concerning the 
Bureau’s ongoing siirface subsidence con¬ 
trol program to protect heavily-popu¬ 
lated urban areas which have been im- 
determined by past mining operations. 
Written comments are invited for a pe¬ 
riod of 60 days after publication of this 
notice. 

Single copies of the draft statement 
are avall8d)le for inspection at the fol¬ 
lowing offices; 
Bureau of Minee, Special A^istaiit for Eu- 

Tironmentel Activities, Columbia Plaza. 
2401 E Stret, N.W., Room 1011, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20241. 

Mr. Donald L. Donner, Mining Engineer, 
Building #20, Denver Federal Center, Den¬ 
ver. Colorado 80225. 

Mr. C. S. Kuebler, Chief, Environmental Af¬ 
fairs neld Office, Buresu of Mines, 19 N. 
Main Street, Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania 
18701. 

Mr. Malcolm O. Magnuson. Snpervisory Min¬ 
ing Engineer, Pittsburgh Mining and 
Safety Research Center, 4800 Forbes Ave¬ 
nue, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15213. 

In reciuesting this document, please 
refer to the statement number above. 

Dated: July 14,1975. 

STAIfLET D. DOREMUS, 

Deputy Assisfmif 
Secretary of the Interior. 

[FB Doc.76^ 18682 PBed 7-17-76:8:45 am) 

National Park Senrice 
(Order No. 1] 

CUMBERLAND ISLAND NATIONAL 
SEASHCHtE 

Delegation of Authority; Administrative 
Offieer, Et Al. 

SecticMi 1. Administrative Officer. The 
Administrative Officer may execute, ap¬ 
prove, and administer contracts not in 
excess of $25,000 for supplies, equipment 
or services in conformity with ainAicaUe 
regulations and statutoiT authority and 
subject to the availability of an>r(9ri- 
ated funds. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77 (38 FR 
7478), as amended; Southeast Region Order 
No. 5 (37 FR 7721), as amended) 

Dated: February 11,1975. 
Bear C. Roberts, 

Superintendent, Cumberland Island 
National Seashore. 

(FR Doo.7a-18637 Filed 7-17-78:8:46 am] 

(Order No. t] 

CURECANT1 NATIONAL RECREATION 
AREA, COLORADO 

Delegatton of Authority; AdmMsIrallve 
Officer, Et Al. 

Sectimi 1. Administrative Officer. The 
Administrative Officer may issue pur¬ 
chase orders not in excess of $2,000 for 
supplies or equipment in conformity with 
applicable regulations and statutoiy au¬ 
thority and subject to availability of 
appropriated funds. 

Section 2. Revocation. This order 
supersedes Order No. 4, dated May 15. 
1972, and published in 37 FR 12734 on 
June 28,1972. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77 (38 FR 
7478), as amended; Rocky Mountain R^onal 
Order No. 1 (39 FR 12369)) 

James W. Packard, 
Superintendent, Curecanti National 

Recreation Area. 
(FB Doc.75-18634 Filed 7-17-76;8:45 am) 

FIRE ISLAND NATIONAL SEASHORE 

Public Workshops 

A series of public workshops will be 
held beginning on August 9 in nearby 
communities as well as in the national 
seashore to elicit further public response 
to proposals contained in the draft mas¬ 
ter i^n for FJre Island National Sea¬ 
shore. 

The purpose of these workshops is to 
provide the widest possible public in¬ 
volvement from individuals and orga¬ 
nizations on the concepts and composi¬ 
tion of the draft Master Plan for Fire 
Island National Seashore, and to follow¬ 
up on comments received during the 
earlier formal public meetings which 
were held in May. 

Worksh(H>s wiU be held in: 
Sayville, N.T., from 3-10 pm., August 9. 
Fire Island, N.Y., from 9 a.m.-4 p.m. August 

10. 
Bayshore, N.T.. from 7-11 p.m., August 11 and 

12. 
Patchogxie, N.Y., from 7-11 p.m., August 14 

and 15. 

As soon as the specific locations are 
firmly established, they will be widely 
publicized in advance through annoimce- 
ments in the news media and through 
direct contacts with interested individ¬ 
uals and organizations. 

Anyone wanting additions^ informa¬ 
tion on the woikshops and/or the status 
of the planning process should contact 
the Superintendent, Fire Island National 
Seashore, Box 229, Patchogue, New York 
11772. 

Dated: July 10.1975. 
David A. Richie, 

Acting Regional Director, 
North Atlantic Region. 

(FR Doc.76-18630 FUed 7-17-76;8:46 am) 

(Order No. 3] 

GUILFORD COURTHOUSE NATIONAL 
MILITARY PARK 

Delegation of Authority; Administrative 
Services Assistant 

Section 1. Administrative Services As¬ 
sistant. The Administrative Services As- 
sislant may execute and approve con¬ 
tracts not in excess of $2,000 for supplies, 
equipment, or services in conformity 
with applicable regulations and statutory 
authority and subject to availability of 
appropriated fimds. This authority may 
be exercised by the Administrative Serv¬ 
ices Assistant in behalf of any area ad¬ 
ministered by the Superintendent, Guil¬ 
ford Courthouse National Military Park. 

Section 2. Re-Delegation, The author¬ 
ity delegated in this Order Number may 
not be re-delegated. 

Section 3. Revocation. This order su¬ 
persedes Order No. 2 dated December 3. 
1973 and published in 39 F.R. 16910. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77 (38 FR 
7478), as amended; Southeast Region Order 
No. 5 (37 FR 7721) as amended) 

Dated: May 12,1975. 

Willard W. Danielson. 
Superintendent. 

(FR Doc.75-18636 FUed 7-17-75:8:45 am) 

(Order No. 4] 

LAKE MEREDITH RECREATION AREA, 
TEXAS 

Delegation of Authority Regarding Pur¬ 
chasing Authority; Administrative Offi¬ 
cer 

Section 1. Administrative Officer. The 
Administrative Officer is authorized to 
execute, approve, and administer con¬ 
tracts not in excess of $50,000 for sup¬ 
plies, equipment, or services in conform¬ 
ity with applicable regulations and statu¬ 
tory authority and subject to availability 
of appropriated funds. 

Section 2. Revocation. This order su¬ 
persedes Order No. 3, Sanford Recrea¬ 
tion Area, dated May 18. 1972, and pub¬ 
lished July 25, 1972, 37 FR 14823. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77. 38 FR 
7478, as amended; Southwest Region Order 
No. 5, 37 FR 7722 as amended) 

Dated: Jime 10,1975. 

William E. Dyer, 
Superintendent. 

(FB Doc.76-18631 Piled 7-17-76:8:46 am) 

[Order No. 1] 

GREAT SAND DUNES NATIONAL 
MONUMENT 

Delegation of Authority; Administrative 
Assistant 

Section 1. Administrative Assistant. 
The Administrative Assistant may issue 
purchase orders not in excess of $2,000 
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for supplies or equipment in conformity 
with applicable regulations and statu¬ 
tory authority and subject to availability 
of appropriated funds. 
(National Park Service Order No. T7. (38 FB 
7478) as amended; Rocky Mountain Regional 
Order No. 1 (30 FR 12369)) 

Dated: June 2,1975. 

James W. Carrico, 
Superintendent, Great Sand Dunes 

National Monument. 
[FR r)oc.75-18633 Filed 7-17-76;8:45 am] 

(Order No. 1 ] 

WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA GROUP 

Delegation of Authority; Administrative 
Assistant 

Section 1. Administrative Assistant. 
The Administrative Assistant may issue 
purchase orders not in excess of $1,000 
for supplies, equipment or services in 
conformity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
the availability of appropriated funds. 
This authority may be exercised by the 
Administrative Assistant in behalf of any 
area administered by the Western Penn¬ 
sylvania Oroup. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77 (38FR- 
7478) as amended; Mid-Atlantic Region Order 
No. 1 (39FR3694) as amended) 

Dated: May 30,1975. 

James R. Zinck, 
General Superintendent. 

Western Pennsylvania Group. 
[FR Doc.75-18636 FUed 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

[Order No. 1} 

ZION NATIONAL PARK, UTAH 

Delegation of Authority; Administrative 
OfRcer, Et Al. 

Section 1. Administrative Officer. The 
Administrative Officer may execute and 
approve contracts and/or purchase or¬ 
ders not in excess of $50,000 for construc¬ 
tion, supplies, equipment or services in 
conformity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
availability of appropriated funds. 

Section 2. Procurement Assistant. The 
Procurement Assistant may execute and 
approve contracts and/or purchase or¬ 
ders not in excess of $20,000 for construc¬ 
tion, supplies, equipment or services in 
conformity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
availability of appropriated funds. 

Section 3. Revocation. This order su¬ 
persedes Order No. 3, dated August 14, 
1972, and published in 37 FR 18761 on 
September 15, 1972. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77, (38 m 
7478) as amended; Rocky Mountain Regional 
Order No. 1 (39 FR 12369)) 

Dated: May 30, 1975. 

Robert C. Heyder, 
Superintendent 

Zion National Park. 
(FR Doc.75-18032 Filed 7-17-75;8:46 am) 

NOTICES 

[Order 6] 

GREAT SMOKY MOUNTAINS NATIONAL 
PARK; CERTAIN OFFICIALS 

Delegation of Authority 

Section 1. Assistant Superintendent. 
The Assistant Superintendent may ex¬ 
ecute, approve, and administer contracts 
not in excess of $100,000 for construction, 
supplies, equipment, and services in con¬ 
formity with applicable regulations and 
statutory authority and subject to avail¬ 
ability of appropriated funds. This au¬ 
thority may be exercised by the Assistant 
Superintendent in behalf of any office or 
area administered by the Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

Section 2. Administrative Officer. The 
Administrative Officer may execute, ap¬ 
prove, and administer contracts not in 
excess of $100,000 for construction, 
supplies, equipment, and services in con¬ 
formity with applicable regulations and 
statutory authority and subject to avail¬ 
ability of appropriated funds. This au¬ 
thority may be exercised by the Adminis¬ 
trative Officer in behalf of any office or 
area administered by the Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

Section 3. General Supply Officer. The 
General Supply Officer may execute, ap¬ 
prove, and administer contracts not in 
excess of $10,000 for construction, 
supplies, equipment, and services in con¬ 
formity with applicable regulations and 
statutory authority and subject to avail¬ 
ability of appropriated funds. This au¬ 
thority may be exercised by the General 
Supply Officer in behalf of any office or 
area administered by the Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

Section 4. General Supply Specialist. 
The General Supply Specialist may issue 
purchase orders not in excess of $500 for 
supplies and equipment in conformity 
with applicable regulations and statu¬ 
tory authority and subject to availability 
of appropriated funds. 

Section 5. Supply Clerk. The Supply 
Cleric may Issue purchase orders not in 
excess of $500 tor supplies and equip¬ 
ment in conformity with applicable 
regulations and statutory authority and 
subject to availability of appropriated 
funds. 

Section 6. Oconalu/tee Job Corps Con¬ 
servation Center Director and Adminis¬ 
trative Officer. Oconaluftee Job Corps 
Conservation Center Director and Ad¬ 
ministrative Officer may issue purchase 
orders not in excess of $5,000 for 
supplies, materials, and equipment in 
conformity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
availability of appropriated funds. 

Secticm 7. Revocation. This order 
supersedes Order No. 5 issued June 13, 
1972, and published In 37 P.R. 17500. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77 (38 
F.R. 7478), as amended. Southeast Region 
Order No. 6, (37 F.R. 7721) as amended) 

Dated: March 10, 1975. 

Vincent Ellis, 
Superintendent. Great Smoky 

Mountains National Park. 
[FR Ooc.75-18816 FUed 7-17-76:8:45 am) 

30295 

[Order No. 1, Arndt. 2] 

MID-ATLANTIC REGION; 
SUPERINTENDENTS, ET AL. 

Delegation of Authority 

Order No. 1, approved January 6, 
1974, and published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of January 29, 1974 (39 Fit. 3694), 
and Amendment No. 1, approved No¬ 
vember 4, 1974, and published in the 
Federal Register of February 13, 1975 
(40 F.R. 6694), set forth in Section 2 
certain authority to officers and em¬ 
ployees. This amendment changes para¬ 
graphs (c), (d), and (f), and adds para¬ 
graph (g) to read as follows; 

Section 2. Delegation— * * • 
(c) Regional Contract Specialist. The 

Regional Contract Specialist may ex¬ 
ecute, approve and administer contracts 
not in excess of $50,000 for supplies, 
equipment or services. Including con¬ 
struction. This authority may be exer¬ 
cised by the Regional Contract Special¬ 
ist in behalf of any office or area for 
which the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office 
serves as the field finance office. 

(d) Regional Procurement Agent. 
The Regicmal Procurement Agent may 
execute, approve and administer con¬ 
tracts not in excess of $10,000 for sup¬ 
plies, equipment or services, including 
construction. This authority may be 
exercised by the Regional Procurement 
Agent in behalf of any office or area 
for which the Mid-Atlantic Regional 
Office serves as a field finance office. 

(f) Field Land Acquisition Officers. 
The Field Land Acquisition Officers are 
authorized to execute their land acquisi¬ 
tion program, including contracting for 
acquisition of lands and related property, 
and acceptance of offers to sell real prop¬ 
erty related thereto when the amount 
does not exceed $150,000. 

(g) Realty Specialists. Realty Special¬ 
ists in charge and assigned to the Op¬ 
portunity Inholding Programs at field 
offices are authorized to execute their 
land acquisition program, including con¬ 
tracting for acquisition of lands and re¬ 
lated property, and acceptance of offers 
to sell real property related thereto when 
the amount does not exceed $150,000. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77, 
38 FR 7478, as amended). 

Dated: June 9, 1975. 

Chester L. Brooks, 
Regional Director, 

Mid-Atlantic Region. 
(FR Doc.75-18817 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

[Order No. 6, Amendment 4] 

MIDWEST REGION; SUPERINTENDENTS 
ET AL. 

Delegation of Authority 

Midwest Region Order No. 5, approved 
March 1, 1972 and published in the FR 
of March 28, 1972, (37 FR 6324) and 
Amendment No. 1, approved October 12, 
1972, and published in the FR of Novem¬ 
ber 3, 1972 (37 FR 23464) and Amend¬ 
ment No. 2, approved May 3, 1973, and 
published in the FR June 4, 1973 (38 
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FR 14697) and Amendment No. 3, ap¬ 
proved May 15, 1974, and publish^ in 
the FR of June 17. 1974 (39 FR 21000). 
is amended as follows: 

Section 2, paragraph (d) is amended 
and paragra^ (g) is added to read as 
follows: 

(d) Chief, Division of Land Acquisi¬ 
tion. 

The Chief, Division of Land Acquisi¬ 
tion is authorized to: 

(1) Approve and accept offers to sell 
to or exchange with the United States, 
lands or interests in lands, and to execute 
all necessary agreements and convey¬ 
ances Incident thereto. 

(2) Accept deeds conveying to the 
United States lands or interests in lands. 

(3) AiH>rove on behalf of the Na¬ 
tional Paiic Service offers of settlement in 
condemnation cases. 

(4) Approve claims for reimbursement 
tmder Public Law 91-646. 

(g) Field Land Acquisition Officers. All 
Field Land Acquisition Officers are au- 
ttiorized to exercise authority with re¬ 
spect to the following: 

(1) Approve and accept offers to sell 
to or exchange with the United States 
la-Tw).«t or interests in lands when the 
amount invcdved does not exceed 
$100,000. 

(2) Acc^t deeds conveying to the 
United States lands or interests in lands. 

(3) Approve claims for relmbiu*sement 
under Public Law 91-646 when the 
amoimt involved does not exceed $5,000. 
(National Park Service Order No. 77, 38 FR 
7478 published klarcb 2S, 1878 as amended) 

Dated: May 22.1975. 
Robert L. Giles, 

Acting Regional Director. 
[FR Doc.75-18818 FUed 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

[Order No. 5, Arndt. 4] 

SOUTHEAST REGION; 
SUPERINTENDENTS. ET AL. 

Delegation of Authority 

Order No. 5, published in 37 FR 7721 
on April 19.1972, Amendment No. 1, pub¬ 
lished in 37 FR 17771 on August 31,1972, 
Amendment No. 2, published in 38 FR 
17749 on July 3, 1973, and Amendment 
No. 3, published in 40 FR 6380 on Feb¬ 
ruary 11, 1975, are hereby amended to 
add the following paragnq;>h 

Sectiim 2. Delegations. * * * (h) The 
Fidd Land Acquisition Officer, Big 
Cypress National Preserve, may execute, 
approve, and administer contracts not 
In excess of $2,500 for supplies, equip¬ 
ment, and services in conformity with 
applicaUe regulations and statutory au¬ 
thority and subject to availability of ap- 
pnH>(lated funds. 

(National Paiii Service Order No. 77. 38 
FR 7478, published March 22, 1973, as 
ammded) 

David D. Thompson, Jr., 
Regional Director, 

Southeast Region. 
(IB Doo.78-48815 Rled 7-17-T8;8:46 am) 

GOLDEN GATE NATIONAL RECREATION 
AREA CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act that a meeting of the Golden Gate 
National Recreation Area Advisory Com¬ 
mission will be held at 7:30 p.m. on Tues¬ 
day, Augiist 12, 1975, at the Saint Fran¬ 
cis Yacht C^ub, Marina Green San Fran¬ 
cisco, CA. 

The purpose of the Golden Gate Na¬ 
tional Recreation Area Advisory Com¬ 
mission is to provide for the free ex¬ 
change of ideas between the National 
Park Service and the public and to facil¬ 
itate the solicitation of advice or other 
counsel from members of the public on 
problems and programs pertinent to the 
National Park Service ssnstem in Marin 
and San Francisco counties. 

Members of the Advisory Commission 
are as follows: 
Mr. FtaxdL Boerger, Chairman 
Mrs. Amy Meyer, Secretary 
Mr. Ernest Ayala 
Mr. Richard Bartke 
Mr. Fred Blumberg 
Mr. Joseph Oaverly 
Mr. Lambert Lee Choy 
Mrs. Daphne Oreene 
Mr. Peter Haas. Sr. 
Mr. Joseph Mendoza 
Mr. John MltcheU 
Mr. Merritt Robinson 
Mr. WUllam Thomas 
Mr. Oene Washington 
Dr. Edgar Wayburn 

The major items on the agenda will be 
a report by the OGNRA staff on Fort 
Mason interim pier uses, a discussion of 
the pr(H>osed management statement for 
GGNRA. and a discussion on the various 
wilderness proposals for the Point Reyes 
National Seashore. 

■nils meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Any member ot the public may file 
with the Commission a written statement 
concerning the matters to be discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting or who wish to 
submit written statements may contact 
William J. Whalen, General Superin¬ 
tendent, Golden Oate/Point Reyes, Fort 
Mason, San Francisco, California 94123, 
telephone 415-556-2920. 

Minutes of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for public inspection by Septem¬ 
ber 15. 1975 in the Office of the General 
Superintendent, Golden Gate National 
Recreation Area, Fort Mason, San Fran¬ 
cisco, CA. 

Dated; July 3,1975. 
W. J. Whalen, 

Oeneral Superintendent, 
Golden Oate/Point Reyes. 

[FR Doc.75-18694 FUed 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

Office of the Secretary 

NATIONAL PETROLEUM COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Ccnninlttee Act (Public 
Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770). notice is 

hereby given of the following meeting: 
The National Petroleum Coimcil will 

meet at 9:00 a.m. on August 6, 1975 in 
the Department of the Interior Audi¬ 
torium, 18th and C streets, N.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. The agenda will include 
consideration of reports concerning: 

■ 1. Petroleiun Storage for National Se¬ 
curity. 

2. The Potential for Energy Conserva¬ 
tion in the United States: 1979-1985. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
to the extent that space and facilities 
permit. Any member of the public may 
file a written statement with the Coun¬ 
cil either before or after the meeting. 
Interested persons who wish to speak at 
the meeting must apply to the Council 
and obtain approval in accordance with 
its established procedure. 

Ihe piupose of the National Petro- 
letim Council is to provide advice, infor¬ 
mation and recommendations to the 
Secretary of the Interior, upon request, 
on any matter relating to petroleum or 
the petroleiun industry. 

Further information with respect to 
this meeting may be obtained from Ben 
Tafoya, Office of the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary—^Energy and Minerals, Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C., tele¬ 
phone number (202) 343-6226. 

Dated; July 15, 1975. 

William L. Fisher, 
Deputy Assistant 

Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc.75-18676 FUed 7-17-75:;8:45 am] 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY CONSERVATION 
NATIONAL PETROLEUM COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463 86 Stat 770) notice is hereby 
given for the following meeting: 

The Conunittee on Energy CNmserva- 
tion of the National Petroleum Council 
will meet on Tuesday, August 5, 1975, in 
the Dolley Madison Room, Madison 
Hotel. 15th & M Streets, N.W.. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., starting at 9 a.m. 

The agenda includes the following 
items: 

1. Review and discuss draft r^xirt. 
Potential fm* Energy Conservation in 
the United States: 1979-1985, in re¬ 
sponse to a request of the Secretary of 
the Interior to the National Petroleum 
Council for a study analyzing the possi¬ 
bilities for energy conservation in the 
United States and. the impact of such 
measures on the future energy posture 
of the Nation. 

2. Discuss smy other matters pertinent 
to the overall assignment of Uie C<xn- 
mittee. 

The purpose of the National Petro¬ 
leum Council is to provide advice, in¬ 
formation and reccHiunendations to the 
Secretary of the Interior, upon request, 
on any matter relating to i^roleum or 
the petroleum industry. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
to the extent that space and faciUttes 
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permit. Any member of the public may 
file a written statement with the Council 
either before or after the meeting. In> 
terested persons who wish to speak at the 
meeting must apply to the Ctoimcll and 
obtain approval In accordance with its 
established procedures. 

Further information with respect to 
this meeting may be obtained from Ben 
Tafoya, Office of the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary—^Ekiergy and Minerals, Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C., tele¬ 
phone number 343-6226. 

Dated: July 14,1975. 

Jack W. Carlson, 
Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 
IPR Doc.76-18675 PUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

(PUe No. 28(74)-! 1 

INFORMATION MAGENTICS, INC. ET AL. 

Extending Denial of Export Privileges 

By Order dated December 2, 1974, (39 
PJl. 42935) the export privileges of the 
above-titled firms were temporarily de¬ 
nied for a period of 60 days. On January 
30, 1975, (40 Pit. 6383) March 17, 1975, 
(40 Fit. 13015) and again on May 14, 
1975, (40 F.R. 21505) that period was 
extended to July 15, 1975. Pending final 
disposition of the proceedings, the period 
of temporary denial, as set forth in Par- 
agnu?h IV of the Order dated December 
2, 1974, is continued for an additional 
60 days to September 12, 1975. All other 
terms and conditions of the Order, the 
Interpretations thereof, and the excep¬ 
tions thereto, remain in full force and 
effect. 

Dated: July 11,1975. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of 

Export Administration. 
[PR Doc.76-18677 Piled 7-17-76:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 

Office of Education 

COOPERATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Closing Date for Receipt of Applications 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in Part D of 
Title rv of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087a), applications are 
being accepted from institutions of 
higher education for cooperative educa¬ 
tion project grants. 

Applications must be received by the 
U.S. Office of Education Application Con¬ 
trol Center on or before October 15,1975. 

A. Application sent by mail. 
An application sent by mall should be 

addressed as follows: U.S. Office of Edu¬ 
cation, Application Control Center, 400 
Maryland Avenue. S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20202, Attention: 13:510. An s^pU- 
cation sent by mail will be considered 

to be received on time by the Application 
Control Center if: 

(1) The application was sent by regis¬ 
tered or certified mail not later than Oc¬ 
tober 10, 1975, as evidenced by the U£. 
Postal Service postmark (m the wrapper 
or envelope, or on the original receipt 
from the U.S. Postal Service; or 

(2) The application is received on or 
before the closing date by either the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare, or the U.S. Office of Education mail 
room in Washington, D.C. (In establish¬ 
ing the date of receipt, the Commissioner 
will rely on the time-date stamp of such 
mail rooms or other documentary evi¬ 
dence of receipt maintained by the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. or the U.S. Office of.Education.) 

B. Hand delivered applications. An ap¬ 
plication to be hand delivered must be 
taken to the U.S. Office of Education Ap¬ 
plication Control Center, Room 5673, Re¬ 
gional Office Building Three, 7th and D 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. Hand 
delivered applications will be accepted 
dally between the hours of 8 a m. and 4 
p.m. Washington, D.C. time except 
Saturdays, Simdays, or Federal holidays. 
Applications will not be accepted after 4 
p.m. on the closing date. 

C. Program information and forms. 
Information and application forms may 
be obtained from the Bureau of Postsec¬ 
ondary education. Division of Training 
and Facilities. Regional Office Building 
Three, 7th and D Streets SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20202. 

D. Applicable regulations. The regula¬ 
tions applicable to this program include 
the Office of Education General Provi¬ 
sions Regulations (45 CFR Part 100a) 
and the Cooperative Education regula¬ 
tions published in the Federal Register 
on May 9, 1975 at 20273. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13:510: Cooperative Education Pro¬ 
gram) 

(20 U.S.C. 1087a-1087c) 

Dated: July 11, 1975. 

Duane J. Mattheis, 
Acting U.S. Commissioner 

of Education. 
IFR Doc.75-18672 Piled 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

EXEMPLARY PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS 
IN VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 

Tentative Priorities for Fiscal Year 1976 

Notice is hereby given of the follow¬ 
ing tentative program priority plans for 
grants and contracts vmder the Voca¬ 
tional Education Act of 1963 as 
amended. Part D (20 UJ3.C. 1281-1283, 
1301-1305, and 1391), in the Vocational 
Education Exemplary Program of the 
Office of Education for fiscal year 1976. 
The Program is set forth in the Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) 
imder number 13.502. 

Subject-to possible changes in legis¬ 
lation, subject to appropriations for fis¬ 
cal year 1976 by the Congress, and sub¬ 
ject to possible changes In program 
plans, this announcement gives advance 
notice of intended priorities. While the 

plans set forth below are tentative and 
do not restrict or bind the Office of Edu¬ 
cation or the Department of Health. 
Education, and Welfare in any way from 
redefining or reordering plans for fiscal 
year 1976, this advance notice is being 
provided for the purpose of permitting 
interested parties to begin investigating 
the priority areas and their appropriate¬ 
ness to the needs of their own agencies 
and institutions. 

It is presently planned that grants and 
contracts (imder Department policy 
only contracts are made with profitmak¬ 
ing organizations) will be awarded in the 
priority areas set forth below in response 
to competitions to be announced at a 
later date in the Federal Register. 

Applications for projects not in the 
proposed priority areas, but appropriate 
for consideration under Part D of the 
Vocational Education Act and regulc*- 
tions will also be eligible for considera¬ 
tion after the closing date and selection 
criteria have been announced in the 
Federal Register. 

The emphasis under Part D will be 
placed on the Demonstration of the fol¬ 
lowing priority areas in a single opera¬ 
tional setting. (A “single operational 
setting” may be defined as a school, a 
group of schools, a community or sev¬ 
eral communities in close enough prox¬ 
imity to permit effective project man¬ 
agement and supervision as well as to 
insure that maximum impact on and 
visibility within the defined geographic 
area will result from the activities being 
undertaken.) 

I. While applicants imder Part D, 
Section 142(c) may be asked to select 
from one of the following three priority 
areas, indicating on their application 
the priority area to which the applica¬ 
tion has been addressed, the UJ3. Office 
of Education may give priority to the 
funding of a minimum of one project in 
each of the ten Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare/U.S. Office of 
Education Regions which is designed to 
demonstrate the National Institute of 
Education’s Experience-Based Career 
Education Program. A focus on the 
demonstration of this program is deemed 
appropriate in the light that the Na¬ 
tional Institute of Education has been 
able to submit adequate evidence of the 
effectiveness of the Experience-Based 
Career Education Program to receive the 
endorsement of the U.S. Office of Edu¬ 
cation/National Institute of Education 
Joint Dissemination Review Panel. 

A. Demonstration of the National In¬ 
stitute of Education's Experience-Based 
Career Education Program. The National 
Institute of Education’s Experience- 
Based Career Education Program is 
characterized by the following significant 
elements. 

1. It represents a comprehensive alter¬ 
native to regular high school, offering 
courses which either fulfill or supplement 
all requirements for graduation. 

2. It is experlentially oriented In that 
students are permitted to perform non- 
pald work tasks as well as to observe 
adults in their work environment. It en¬ 
tails the opportunity for exposure to 
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more than one community site, and re¬ 
quires learning more than one type of 
work-related skill. The activities in the 
woik place are organised to yield aca¬ 
demic, career and interperson^ skills as 
well as occupational skills; and 

3. It possesses an organizational struc¬ 
ture made up of school and/or com¬ 
munity representatives whose sole pur¬ 
pose is to render advisory, policymaking, 
or operational assistance to the program. 

Experience-based programs desimed 
for career exploration other than mat 
developed by the National Institute of 
Education may be submitted for funding 
under this priority area, provided that 
such programs are able to demonstrate 
equal evidence of effectiveness. 

B. The further develojnnent and dem¬ 
onstration of the instructional strat¬ 
egies, methods and techniques of the 
National Institute of Education’s Ex¬ 
perience-Based Career Education Pro¬ 
gram in conjunction with an in-schooi 
cluster structure designed for occupa¬ 
tional exploration and beginning prep- 
hration. The cluster structure selected 
should be characterized by: 

1. Its delivery of skills and knowledges 
which are common to many occupations; 

2. Its provision of an obvious ladder of 
Jobs from the skilled through the pro¬ 
fessional levels and its promise for elim¬ 
inating the visages of a “tracking ssrs- 
tem” from the demonstration project; 

3. Its provision of obvious linkages be-' 
tween the Instonctional program and the 
related units of bvislness, industry, the 
professions and government; and 

4. Its provision for each person leaving 
the cluster program with an entry-level 
Job skiU, thereby permitting Its partici¬ 
pants to exercise the option of either 
getting a Job or pursuing a further edu¬ 
cation. 

Applicants imder this priority area 
may be asked to phase In clusters over 
the life of the project which will Insure 
cmnprehenslve opportimities for explora¬ 
tion and/or preparation. Initially, those 
clusters selected should range from those 
dealing with public service and human 
service occupations as well as those deal¬ 
ing with such areas as the manufacturing 
and construction occupations. 

Aspects of the National Institute of 
Education’s Experlence-Bsised Career 
Education Program which appear paf- 
tlcularly promising for implementation 
in conjunction with an in-school cluster 
structure are deemed, among others, to 
be the learning site analysis techniques, 
the student learning packages with be- 
havlorally-stated objectives, and the em¬ 
ployer recruitment and orientation 
process. 

Applicants may propose the use of 
Instructional strategies, methods, and 
techniques developed with other experi¬ 
ence-based programs such as those de¬ 
veloped under Parts B, C, D, G, and H 
of the Vocational Education Act when 
such programs can demonstrate equal 
evidence of effectiveness. 

C. The further de^lopment and dem- 
OTistration of the instructional strategies, 
methods and techniques of the National 
Institute of Education’s Experience- 

Based Career Education Program in ex¬ 
panded, improved, or newly developed 
cooperative vocational education and 
work experience programs, excluding 
Work Study Programs funded under 
Part H, PI,. 90-576. 

Aspects of the Experience-Based 
Career Education Program which appear 
particularly promising for expanding, and 
improving cooperative education pro¬ 
grams and woiik experience programs 
are, among others, the learning site 
analysis techniques, the student learning 
packages with behavimally-stated objec¬ 
tives, and the employer recruitment and 
orientation process. 

Within this priority area, preference 
may be given to diversified cooperative 
vocational education programs designed 
to serve more than one occupational 
area or to new programs designed 
to expand Into occupational areas not 
currently served by vocational educa¬ 
tion. 

Applications may propose the use of 
Instructional strateides, methods, and 
techniques developed within other ex- 
peiience-bas^ programs such as those 
developed imder Parts B, C, D, O, and 
H of the Vocational Education Act when 
such programs can demonstrate equal 
evidence of effectiveness. 

n. In addition to selecting from the 
above three priority areas, applicants 
may be asked to Include in the single 
operational setting defined for the proj¬ 
ect an of the foUowlng program features. 

A. Concerted efforts to eliminate sex 
bias and sex-role stereotyping from the 
activities undertaken with respect to the 
demonstration project. 

B. A third-party, objective evaluaticm, 
the design of which should attempt to 
measure student outcomes against the 

TEACHER CORPS PROJECTS 

Closing Dates for Receipt of Preapplications 
and AppilMtions 

Pursuant to the author!^ contained In 
Part B-1 of the Education Professions 

stated objectives of the project as weU 
as gather such process and treatment 
information as will show reason why the 
project was or was not successful in 
achieving the desired outcomes for the 
designated population of student par¬ 
ticipants. 

C. A strong emphasis on guidance, 
counseling, placement, and followup 
services. 

111. In addition to the above emphasis 
for new grant awards in fiscal year 1976, 
continuation costs may be provided for 
the second or third years of demonstra¬ 
tion projects started in fiscal year 1974 
and fiscal year 1975 under this program 
(CFDA No. 13.502) when It Is deemed 
that such projects are making satisfac¬ 
tory progress toward achieving their 
objectives. 

No applications or proposals should be 
submitted to the U.S. Office of Education 
in response to this Notice. A more de¬ 
finitive statement of priorities and selec¬ 
tion criteria for the program will be 
published at a later date In the Federal 
Register under notice of proposed rule- 
making with opportunity for public com¬ 
ment. Notice of Closing Date^ for appli¬ 
cations for grants will also be published 
In the Federal Register. Applicable 
regulations may be found at Parts 100a 
and 103 of Title 45, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

The Part D Program Is administered 
by the Division of Research and Demon¬ 
stration. Bureau of Occupational and 
Adult Education, Room 5042, Regional 
OfiBce Building No. 3, U.8. Office of Edu¬ 
cation, Washington, D.C. 20202. Inquiries 
concerning this announcement should be 
addressed to the appn^riate Assistant 
Regional Cixnmlssioner for Occupational 
and Adult Education shown below. 

Development Act (Title V of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965, as amended (20 
use 1101-1107a)), notice Is hereby 
given that the U.S. Commissioner of 
Education has established closing dates 
for receipt of preapplications and appli- 

Region States served Assistant regional commissioner for occupational 
and adult education 

I.Connecticut, Maine, Massacbosetts, Rhode 
Island, and Vermont. 

n.New York, New Jersey, Puerto Rico, and 
Virgin Islwds. 

Ill.Delaware, District of Columbia, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

D'.Alabama, Flortda, Oeorgls, Kentucky. Missis¬ 
sippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee. 

V .DUnol^ Indiana, Billnnesota, klichigan, Ohio, 
and Wisconsin. 

VI .Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and 
New Mexico. 

VII .Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Nebraska. 

Vm.Colorado, Utah, North Dakota, Montana, 
South Dakota, and Wyoming. 

IX .Arttona, Callfbmla, Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, 
American Samoa, and Trust Territory. 

X .Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, and Washlngtoiu. 

Mr. Nicholas Hondrogen, U.S. Office of Educa¬ 
tion, J. F. Kennedy Federal Bldg., Boston, 
Mass. 02203. 

Mr. Charles A. O'Connor, Jr., U.S. Office of 
Edux^tion, 26 Federal Plata, New York City, 
N.Y. 10007. 

Mr. Robert Smallwood, U.S. Office of Education, 
P.O. Box 13716, Philadelphia. Pa. 19101. 

Mr. Donald Snod^sa, U.S. Office of Education, 
SO 7th St. NE,, room tSO, Atlanta, Ua. 30323. 

Mr. William L. Lewis, U.S. Office of Education, 
300 Sonth Waeker Dr., Chicago, Ill. 60606. 

Dr. Arthur Lee Hardwick, U.S. Office of Educa¬ 
tion, 1114 Commerce St., Dallas, Tex. 76202. 

Mr. Tnaine D. McCormick, U.S. Office of Educa¬ 
tion, 601 East 12th St., Kansas (Titv Jdo. 64106. 

Mr. Leroy Swenson, U.S. Office of Education, 
19th and Stout Sts., Denver, Colo. 80202. 

Mr. C. Kent Bennlom U.S. Office of Eduaatlon, 
60 Fulton St., San Francisco, Calif. 04102. 

Mr. Sam Kerr, U.S. Office of Education, 1321 2d 
Ave., Seattle, Wash. 96101. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number 13.502, Vocational Education Exemplary 
Projects) 

Dated: July 15,1975. 
T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 
IFB Doc.75-18e73 Filed 7-17-75;8;45 am] 
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cations frcmi institutions of higher edu¬ 
cation (IHE) and local education agen¬ 
cies (LEA) for Teacher Corps projects 
to begin July 1,1976. 

A. Dates of Receipt of Preapplication 
and Application: 

(1) Preapplications must be received 
by the U.S. OfSce of Education Applica¬ 
tion Control Center on or before Septem¬ 
ber 15. 1975. 

(2) Applications must be received by 
the U.S. Office of Education Application 
Control Center on or before December 15, 
1975. 

(3) Preapplications and/or Applica¬ 
tions Sent by Mail: A preapplication or 
application sent by mail should be ad¬ 
dressed as follows: U.S. Office of Edu¬ 
cation, Application Control Center, 400 
Maryland Avenue, S.W.. Washington, 
D.C. 20202, Attention: 13.489. An appli¬ 
cation sent by mail will be considered to 
be received on time by the Application 
Control Center if: 

(a) The preapplication or application 
was sent by restored or certified mail 
not later ^an September 11, 1975 for 
preapplications and December 11, 1975 
for applications, as evidenced by the U.S. 
Postal Service postmark on the wrapper 
or envelope, or on the original receipt 
from the U.S. Postal Service; or 

(b) The preapplication or application 
is received on or before the closing date 
by either the Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare, or the U.S. Office 
of Education mail rooms in Washington, 
D.C. (In establishing the date of receipt, 
the Commissioner will rely on the time- 
date stamp of such mail rooms or other 
documentary evidence of receipt main¬ 
tained by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, or the U.S. 
Office of Education.) 

(4) Hand Delivered Preapplications or 
Applications: A preapplication or appli¬ 
cation to^be hand delivered must be 
taken to the U.S. Office of Education 
Application Control Center, Room 5673, 
Regional Office Building Three, 7th and 
D Streets, S.W., Washington, D.C. Hand 
delivered preapplications or applications 
will be accepted daily between the hours 
of 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Washington, D.C. 
time except Saturdays, Svmdays, or Fed¬ 
eral Holidays. Applications will not be 
accepted after 4 p.m. on the closing date. 

B. Preapplication Procedures: The pre¬ 
application procedure has been devel¬ 
oped to encourage a broad involvement 
in Teacher Corps; to elicit from the field 
a wide range of ideas for the improve¬ 
ment of teacher training; and to reduce 
the investment of time and funds nor¬ 
mally necessary for Teacher Corps ap¬ 
plications under previous procedures. 
Potential applicants should be aware 
that the program size for Teacher Corps 
will remain at the same level as in pre¬ 
vious years. Therefore, while Teacher 
Corps is encouraging a broader interest, 
the number of projects finally approved 
will remain at approximately the same 
level. Potential grantees are required to 
submit a preapplication document as 
described below. No application will be 
accepted unless a preapplication has 
been processed and the application is 

based on the concepts developed in the 
preapplication. 

The preapplication must Include a 
concept paper, a cover page, a prelim¬ 
inary estimate of costs, evidence of ccd- 
laborative planning, and assiurances 
from the State educational agency as 
described below. No other materials or 
appendices are to be forwarded with the 
preapplication. 

(1) Project Concept Paper: The major 
purpose of the preapplication is to pro¬ 
vide potential grantees an opportimlty 
to focus on significant educational prob¬ 
lems and issues and to develop strategies 
for dealing with these problems through 
the demonstration of training and re¬ 
training of educational personnel. Prob¬ 
lems and strategies for their solution are 
of interest to Teacher Corps when they 
indicate potntial for improving the 
indicate potential for improving the 
centration of low-income families, con¬ 
tain some potential for Institutional 
change (organization, program, or staf¬ 
fing) in either the IHE or LEA, em¬ 
phasize the demonstration of creative 
programs and approaches to training 
and retraining, and promote collabora¬ 
tive decision-making. The preapplica¬ 
tion concept paper should be developed 
within the context of the funding crite¬ 
ria and other program documentation 
but need not explicitly discuss the points 
enumerated thereby. The final applica¬ 
tion, or proposal, however, will require 
a thorough discussion of compliance 
with Teacher Corps funding criteria and 
regulations. 

The project concept paper will be lim¬ 
ited to 20 double-spaced, t3q>ed pages, 
describing the proposed project in rela¬ 
tion to the following outline for devel¬ 
opment of the problem and strategy 
statements: 

(a) The Major Problem to be Ad¬ 
dressed by the Project: This statement 
should indicate that the project will be 
directed to a specific, delimited issue or 
problem of Interest which is substan¬ 
tiated as important to the potential 
grantees and which is amenable to solu¬ 
tion through the development of a dem¬ 
onstration strategy of training and re¬ 
training based on one of the five thrusts 
promulgated by Teacher Corps. These 
are: (1) Competency Based Teacher 
Education, (2) Interdisciplinary Train¬ 
ing Approaches, (3) The Training Com¬ 
plex, (4) Training for Implementing 
Alternative School Designs, and (5) 
Training for the Systematic Adaptation 
of Research Findings. (A large amount 
of research and development has been 
sponsored by the National Institute of 
Education through its Educational Lab¬ 
oratories and Centers for Research and 
Development. Through these efforts a 
wide range of curriculiun products and 
training materials have emerged. An ap¬ 
plicant interested in the adaptation of 
research may choose to implement NIE 
developed products—e.g., curriculum 
programs having specific content goals, 
materials for meeting those goals and 
teacher training for the Implementation 
of the curriculum. Selection of this 

course, however, is in no way limited to 
NIE sponsored research.) In order to fa¬ 
cilitate an emphasis on possible alterna¬ 
tive statements of the problem situation, 
the concept paper should indicate the 
perceived areas of need and an indica¬ 
tion of probable objectives for the proj¬ 
ect. The concept paper, however, need 
not be based on specific evidence of a 
formal needs analysis or Include specific 
operational objectives. Both of these 
areas must be developed for the final 
application as means of further sc^histi- 
cation of the initial problem statement 
and the basis of project activities and 
management. 

(b) The Major Strategy by Which the 
Problem toill be Addressed: Within the 
context of the demonstration strategy 
and thrusts developed in the funding 
criteria, this section should contain a 
succinct explanation and description of 
the major program thrust to be devel¬ 
oped within the project and how it re¬ 
lates to the unique or special situation 
of the applicant. It should stress how the 
concept of demonstration will contrib¬ 
ute to resolving problems/issues/needs 
within the unique operational r^itles 
of the environment where the project 
will take place. 

(c) The Major Process of Undertaking 
the Strategy: This section should de¬ 
scribe the essential process for the de¬ 
velopment of a project structure, process, 
and operation of the concepts described 
in the preceding section. Specific man¬ 
agement plans or step-by-step proce¬ 
dures are not required in the concept 
paper; rather, an indication of how strat¬ 
egies can be operationalized should be 
emphasized. 

(d) The Major Outcomes of the Proj¬ 
ect: This statement, not necessarily in 
measurable form, should indicate what 
resolution the project will bring to the 
problem, e.g.. Improved educational op¬ 
portunities for low-income children, 
broadened programs of teacher educa¬ 
tion, including integration of preservice 
and inservlce elements, institutional 
changes, improved teaching effective¬ 
ness, demonstration of effective training- 
retraining programs, etc. 

(e) Special Considerations Affecting 
the Project: Such special considerations 
as the distance, between the IHE and 
LEAs, special social, political, cultural, 
commimity, or other considerations; 
changes in IHE programs and/or LEA 
structures, programs, staff organization, 
etc.; or other special considerations 
should be discussed in this section. The 
intention is to indicate those potential 
features of the project which would 
make the demonstration of a training/ 
retraining strategy especially note¬ 
worthy. 

(2) Other Contents of the Preapplica¬ 
tion: The preapplication must also con¬ 
tain the following Information: 

(a) Cover Page. A cover page, indicat¬ 
ing the following information: 

(1) Title of Proposed Project. 
(li) Name and Address of the Appli¬ 

cant IHE and LEA. 
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(iii> Name, address, and telephone 
number of person (s) to be contacted 
about the preappUcatioa. 

(iv) Type of Strategy Proposed. 
(V) Probable Funds ReQuired (see (b> 

below). 
(b> Preliminary Estimate. A prelim¬ 

inary estimate of proposed costs. This is 
not a request for a formal budget but 
rather a considered reflection of the pro¬ 
posed dimensions of the project from the 
standpoint of major cost ite^. Cost esti¬ 
mates must include expenditures, if any, 
fcH: intern retraining and demonstration 
and expenditures for all other major ac¬ 
tivities. 

(c) Collaborative Planning. Evidence 
of collaborative planning by an institu- 
ticm of higher education and a local 
school district, as indicated by the sig¬ 
natures of appropriate officials within 
these agencies who can commit their 
institutions to the proposed activity. Hie 
Involvement of the community, teacher 
organizations, and other groups which 
should be included in the initial collabo¬ 
rative efforts can be indicated 
through referenc^e to the agencies and/ 
or OTganizatlons involved in the develop¬ 
ment of the preapplication. 

(3) Evaluation of the Preapplication: 
Preapplications will be evaluated on the 
basis of the applicant’s proposed proj¬ 
ect’s prospects for competing success- 

^ fully with ginruia-r applications in terms 
of the funding crite^ to be published 
subsequently in the Federal Regist^ 

(4) Each applicant who sulnnits a pre¬ 
application will be notified as to whether 
the Teacher Corps recommends the de- 
vd(H>meit of a full application. Failure 
to recommend the development of an 
application, however, does not preclude 
a potential applicant from doing so. A 
recommendation to develop an applica- 
tion is not a commitment for fund tog. 

C. 5fafe Educational Agency Role: 
’The State Educational AgKicy win cer¬ 
tify the eligibility of the applicants to 
apply for a Teacher Corps project and 
their capability of developing and de¬ 
livering the demonstration described in 
the concept paper. 

D. Program Information and Forms: 
No special preapplication form is neces¬ 
sary. Information on the preappUcaUon, 
Including fxmding criteria, may be ob¬ 
tained from the Teacher Corps, Office 
of Ekiucation, Room 4031. 400 Maryland 
Avenue. S.W., Washington, D.C. 20202. 
Potential applicants are encouraged to 
request the information materials prior 
to devel(H>ment of the concept paper, 
and/or to attend one of a series of 
regional information meetings explain¬ 
ing Teacher Corps activities and the 
preapplication/application procedures, 
which will be held prior to the submis¬ 
sion date. A specific announcement of 

and place will be published in the 
Federal Register. Preapplicants will re¬ 
ceive application forms and procedures 
in response to their preapplication. 

E. Applicable regulations: ’The Regu- 
latioiu applicable to this program include 
the ITjS. Office of Education General 
Provisions Regulations (45 CFR Part 

100a). Applicable funding criteria for 
these preapplications and an^icaUons 
will be publi^ied in the Federal Register. 
It is expected that the funding criteria 
will be similar to the criteria published 
in final in the Federal Recuster on 
May 29. 1975 at 40 FR 23345. 
(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13.489; Teacher Corps Operations 
and Training) 

Dated: July 15, 1975. 

T. H. Bell, 
U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

|FR DOC.7S-18674 PUed 7-17-75;8:46 amj 

ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION ACT 

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority * 

Part 2 (Office of Education) Section 
2-B. Organization and Functions, of the 
Statement of Organization, Functions 
and Delegations of Authority for the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare is hereby amended to attain the 
purposes of the Environmental Educa¬ 
tion Act by establishing an Office of Eto- 
vlronmentid Education. Also, a Division 
of Library Programs and a Division of 
Educational Technology are established. 
Therefore, previously published state¬ 
ments to the Federal Register are 
herdsy amended as follows: 

The statement published to the Fed¬ 
eral Register on April 26,1974 at 39 FR 
14738 is amended by deletion, under the 
heading “Bureau of School Systems’’, of 
the heading “Division of Technology and 
Etovlronmental Education’’ and the 
statement following immediately there¬ 
after. ’The statement published at 39 FR 
14738 is also amended by addition of the 
following new statement immediately 
after the statement following the head¬ 
ing “Bureau of School Systems”. 

Office or Environmxktal Education 

The Office of Environmental Educa¬ 
tion is responsible for carrying out a pro¬ 
gram of making grants to. and contitu^ts 
with, institutions of higher education. 
State and local educational agencies, 
regional educational research organiza¬ 
tions, and other public and private agen¬ 
cies. orga^dzations. and institutions (in¬ 
cluding libraries and museiuns) to sup¬ 
port research, d^nonstration. and pilot 
projects designed to educate the public 
on the problems of environmental qual¬ 
ity and ecological balance. It is also re¬ 
sponsible for the assessment of all OE 

activities to determine which ones im¬ 
pact cm the environment and for the de- 
velopmoit of environmental impact 
statements when appropriate. 

The statement puldished to the Fed¬ 
eral Register on January 13, 1975 at 40 
FR 2459 is amended by addition of the 
fidlowing new statements immediately 
after the statement following the head¬ 
ing “Bureau of School Systems’’, “Office 
of Libraries and Learning Resources”. 

Division of Library Programs: Admin¬ 
isters programs to improve public library 
services and library personnel, and •ac¬ 
quisition of equipment to improve in¬ 
structional programs. Also responsible 
for programs to support acquisition of 
school library resources and instruc- 
tlunal equipment and support research 
and demonstration in library and infor¬ 
mation science. 

Division of Educational Technology: 
Responsible for a program of financial 
support for activation, expansion, and 
inuirovemoit of noncommercial radio 
and television stations. Administers pro¬ 
gram designed to improve the learning 
environment and the delivery of educa¬ 
tional program resources and services by 
financial support of systematic applica¬ 
tions of advanced educational tech¬ 
nology. 

Dated: July 9. 1975. 

John Ottina. 
Assistant Secretary for 

Administration and Management. 
[FR Doc.75-18692 Piled 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

Food and Drug Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES 

Meetings 

Ihis notice announces forthccxning 
meetings of the public advisoiy commit¬ 
tees of the Food and Drug Adminlstra- 
ticm. It Also sets out a summary of the 
procedures governing the ccxnmlttee 
meetings and the methods by which in¬ 
terested persons may participate in the 
open puldlc hearings conducted by the 
committees. The notice is issued under 
section 10(a) (1) and (2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92- 
463) and S 2.305 (21 CFR 2.305) of the 
regulations governing FDA administra¬ 
tive practices and procedures in Subpart 
D of Part 2 ol Title 21 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, published to the 
Federal Register of May 27,1975 (40 FR 
22950). ’The following advisory commit¬ 
tee meetings are annoimced: 

Conmimee twm* Date, Urn*, pUo* Type of meeting and contact person 

1. Panel on Review of Skin 
Test Anttgms. 

Ang. 1 and 2, • a.m., room 121, 
Banding 29, National Institutes 
of HeaUh, 8800 BockvlUe Pike, 
Betheeda, Md. 

Open public hearing. Ang. 1, 0 a.m. to 10 a.m., 
closed eommittee deliberations, 10 a.m.; closed 
bonunlttee deliberations, Aug. 2, 9 ajn.: Clay 
Sisk, HFB-5, 8800 RockvUle Pike, Betheeda, 
Md. 20014, SOl-496-4545. 

General Function of the Committee. Reviews and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning the safe^ and effectiveness of biological products. 

Agenda—Open pubUc hearing. During this portion, any Interested person may 
present data^ information, or views, orally or in writing, on the issues pending 
before the committee. 

Closed committee deliberations. Review of the draft final report to the Ccmimls- 
sloner and formulation of final recommendations for all skin test antigens as- 
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signed to the panel. This meeting is closed because it is the deliberative session 
in which the panel will formulate and vote on their final recommendations. 

ComarittM »am» Date, time, place Type of ineetiiig and couUicl perauii 

S. Clinical Chemistry Sub- Any. 4 and ^9 a.ni., room 1400, Closed eouunittee deUberatioiis, Ani!. 4, 9 a.ni. 
eofnmtUee of the Diay- KB 8, ‘AM C Si. SW., to5p.m.;openpublichearii\|!. Any. 5,9a.ni.to 
noaUe Prodoeia Advl- ton, !).('. 10 a-m.. open comiDiU4« diM-uision Any. S, 
sory Committee. 10 a.m. to 12 noon, closed comiiiiltee deUbera- 

• lions Aux. 5, after 12 noon; Cliarles 8. Furdne. 
l*h. D., HFK-300, SMO Fishers Lane, Rorlt- 
ville, Md. 20852, 301-413 4‘.M3. 

General Function o) the Committee. 
Reviews and evaluates information per¬ 
taining to performance standards for 
selected diagnostic products, evaluates 
and recommends appropriate reference 
methodologies and standards of precision 
and accuracy for measuring such prod¬ 
ucts, and recommends priorities on pres¬ 
ently marketed products for standard 
setting by the Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Agenda—Closed committee delibera¬ 
tions. Review specific performance re¬ 
quirements pertaining to revising the 
proposed glucose product class standard. 
Evaluate the revised proposal for a draft 
of the calibrator product class standard. 
The session is closed for the following 
reasons: Portions of the meeting will be 
devoted to Interagency memoranda 
(CDC); and to permit the free exchange 

of views of committee members and 
representatives (CDC and NBS). 

Open public hearing. Interested par¬ 
ties are encouraged to present data per¬ 
tinent to the development of product 
class standards and classification of 
clinical chemistry products. Those de¬ 
siring to make formal presentations 
should notify Charles 8. Purfine, Ph. D., 
Executive Secretary, (address not^d 
above), in writing by July 25,1975. 

Open committee discussion. Report on 
the scope and format of a proposal for 
a draft of a calibrator product class 
standard. Discuss the use of methodo¬ 
logical principles in a calibrator product 
class standard, and the approaches under 
consideration for the reorganization of 
the proposed glucose product class stand¬ 
ard, including the section on interfering 
substances. 

ConuBitice n»aio tiin^. phice Typp of and contst't i>erson 

3. Implanfs Subcomniiltm .4>iy. 5.9:30n.tn.. ronm 4173, llEW Opm public hciiring, Aug. 5. 9:30 a.m. to 10:30 
of the Panel ou Review North. 3:10 iiuIependnM'e Aye. s.ni., cloaed eommiUee deUh<>ratiun!i lO-JO 
of Cardiovusciilitr lie- S\V., Wushitiyton, D.C. a.ni.; Glean'A. Uahinoeller, ilFK-4U0, S60U 
vlcea. Fishers Lams Rockville, -Md. 20852, 301- 

443 '.>37«. 

General Function of the Committee. Reviews and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning safety, effectiveness, and reliability of cardiovascular devices currently 
in use. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. The purpose of this meeting is to develop a prod¬ 
uct development protocol guideline for prosthetic heart valves. The first hour will 
be open to allow industry and the public an opportunity to present data to the 
subcommittee. 

Cloaed committee deliberations. The remainder of the meeting will be closed in 
order to allow the subcommittee members an (^portunity to discuss the recom¬ 
mendations. Material presented to the subcommittee at its February 3 meeting 
will be reviewed along with additional material received. 

Committee name Date, time, place Type of meeting and contact i>erson 

4. Panel on Review of .Mler- Aug. 8 and 9, 9 a.m., room 121, Open public hearing, Aug. 8. 9 a.m. to 10 a.m., 
genic EKtracts. UuiMing 29, National Institutes cloaed committee deliberations 10 a.m.; eloaed 

of llcultli, 8.80U Rockville Pike, couuuitlee deliberations Aug. 9, 9 a.m.; Clay 
Betheada, .Md. Sisk, HFB-5, 8800 Rockville I’ike, Betheada, 

Aid. 20014,301-496-4545. 

General Function of the Committee. Reviews and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning the safety and effectiveness of biological products. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During this portion, siny interested person may 
present data, information, or views, orally or in writing, on the issues pending be¬ 
fore the committee. 

Cloaed committee deliberations. Review of data submissions from allergenic ex¬ 
tract producers for: Poison ivy extracts; poison oak extracts; poison sumac ex¬ 
tracts; ragweed extracts; dust extracts; food extracts. Tliis meeting will be closed 
because it Involves the review of data considered to be confidential trade secrets 
and subsequent panel deliberations on its validity to lead to panel recommendations 
to the Commissioner. 

CoBunlUoe nouie l>atc, lime, rdace Type of meeting and contort person 

5. MieroUolagy Subcommlt- Atx. 11 and 12, 9 a.m., room 1400, Cloeed couuniltee deUbentUons, Aug. 11, 9 o-mi 
tee of (be Dlngnostio FB 8, 300 C St. 8W., IVashing- to 6 p.m.; open public hearing, Aug. 12, 9 * 

.. 1‘rodaeta Advisory ton, D.C. to 10 a.m., open rommittoe discusslan Am. 12, 
Coonmlttee. 10 a.m. to t2 noon, doaed committee dcnDcra- 

tious Aug, 12.1 p.m. to S p.m.; Boltbi Dremm, 
ITFK-200, 8600 Fi.shers Lane, Rockville, Md. 
20852, 801 443 4943. 
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General Function of the Committee. 
Reviews and evaluates information per¬ 
taining to performance standards for 
selected diagnostic products, evaluates 
and recommends ai^roprlate reference 
methodologies ,and standards of pre¬ 
cision and accuracy for measuring such 
products and recommends priorities on 
presently marketed products for stand¬ 
ard settW by the Food and Drug Admin- 
istraticHi. 

Agenda—Closed committee delibera¬ 
tions on August 11. Deliberation on rec¬ 
ommendations regarding standards de¬ 
velopment activity for: Product class 
standard for nontroponemal tests for 
syphilis; product class standard for anti¬ 
rubella antibody tests; product class 
standard for fluorescent antibody tests 
for rabies. This session will be closed be¬ 
cause the subcommittee will be formu¬ 
lating recommendations concerning de¬ 
tails of regiilatory standards. 

Committee name Date, time, place 

Open public hearing on August 12. In¬ 
terested parties are encouraged to pre¬ 
sent information pertinent to the classi- 
flcation of microbiology diagnostic prod¬ 
ucts' to Thomas M. Tsakeris, Head of 
Classification. Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration (HKF-400), 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20852. 

Open committee discussion on August 
12. Classiflcation goals of the Micro¬ 
biology Subcommittee for fiscal year 1976 
will be identified. The product list will be 
discussed. 

Closed committee deliberations on 
August 12. The subcommittee will be 
attempting to ^sure a consensus inter¬ 
pretation of a revised logic scheme for 
the classification of microbiology diag¬ 
nostic products. These deliberations will 
be in the nature of an orientation to a 
new system for classiflcation and it is 
therefore necessary to close the meeting 
to ensure a candid exchange of views. 

Type of meetins and contact person ^ 

0. FDA/NIDA Drug Abtue Aug. 12, 8A0 a.m., Ck>nferenee Open public hearing, 8:30 a.m. to 0:30 a.m., open 
Research Advisory Room O, Parklawn Bldg., 5600 committee discussion 9:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m.. 
Committee. Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. closed committee deliberations, lAO p.m.; 

John A. BdgUano, Ph. D., HFD-120, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, 301-443- 
3504. 

General Function of the Committee. 
Advises the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion on action to be taken with respect 
to investigational use of substances with 
abuse potential. Advises the National In¬ 
stitute of Drug Abuse on supplies of sub¬ 
stances for clinical studies 'and on 
quantities of substances for animal and 
in vitro studies. Advises FDA and NIDA 
on development of broad outlines for 
studies of substances with abuse poten¬ 
tial; advises on new methods and t^ts in 
a-nimaiK and man by which the depend¬ 
ence liability of investigational drugs 
may be estimated. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion, any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
oraUy or in writing, on the issues pending 
befmre the committee. 

Committee name Date, time, place 

Open committee discussion. Charter 
of the committee; policies and pro¬ 
cedures applying to advisory committees; 
the clinical review of IND ai^lication; 
safety and scientific merit of schedule I 
protocols; a guide for review of a pn^ess 
report; criteria for admission to cocaine 
studies; report of SUNY meeting on 
opiates. 

Closed committee deliberations. Re¬ 
view of IND’s, amendments, and prog¬ 
ress reports. This session the meeting 
is closed to protect the free exchange of 
internal views of members; to permit 
deliberations and formulation of recom¬ 
mendations; and to protect the confiden¬ 
tiality of proposed research, changes, and 
unpublished data from the studies. 

Type ol meeting and contact person 

2. Diathermy Sabcommlttee Ang. 14 and 18, 0 a.m., conference 
of the Panel on Review room, 8th floor. University Bos- 
of Physietd Medicine pital, Beattie, wash. 
(Pbystatry) Devices. 

Open public hearing, Ang. 14, 0 a.m. to 10a.m.; 
open committee discusaon 10 a.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discussion Ang. 15, 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.; 
Ms. Johnsie W. Bailey, HFK-400, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, RockvlU^ Md. 20652, 801^443-8650. 

General Function of the Committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
ctmcemlng the safety, effectiveness, and 
reliability of diathermy devices currently 
in use. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. In¬ 
terested parties are encouraged to !»«- 
sent inf(Hination pertinent to the classi¬ 
flcation of diathermy devices listed in 
this announcement to Ms. Johnsie W. 
Bailey, Executive Secretary (address 
noted above). Submission of data relative 
to tentative classification findings is also 
invited. 

Open committee discussion. Dr. Arthur 
Ouy, Director, Bioelectromagnetic Re¬ 

search Laboratory, will discuss micro- 
wave and shortwave diathermy and elec- 
tnmiagnetic interference. Proposed drsift 
standards for microwave and ultrasound 
diathermy from the Bureau of Radiolog¬ 
ical Health will be discussed. A site visit 
will be made of resefuuh facilities at the 
University of Washington Medical 
School. Standard priorities and special 
device problems for the following energy 
producing devices will be discussed: full 
body diathermy unit; infrared lamp; 
microwave diathermy; pulsed shortwave 
thenqjy; shortwave diathermy; UY 
lamp; ultrasonic diathermy; ultrasoimd 
and muscle stimulator machine. 
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Committee name Dftid, Tvpe oi meeting and eentaet person 

fc. rune] on Review of Blood 
and Blood Uerlvatlvee. 

Ang. 22 aed 2S, 0 s.m., room 121, 
Buildlns 29, National Institutes 
of Heeltn, IMO Ro«kvlHe 1‘ike, 
Betbesda.Md. 

Cioaed oommittea driibaraiiona, Aug. 22, 9 am. 
to 11 am., open public hearing Aug. 22, 11 
a.m.; elosed eommittee deliberations. Auk. 2S, 
9 a.m.; Clay Sisk, HFB-6,8800 Rock^enke, 
BcUiesda, Md. 20014, S01-496-4MS. 

General Function of the Committee. Reviews and evaluates available data con* 
ceming the safety and effectiveness of biological products. 

Agenda—Closed committee deliberations. Safety and effectiveness of whole blood 
(Human) and red blood cells (Human). These sessions are closed to permit the 
panel members free exchange of internal views. 

Open public hearing. Dining this portion, any interested person may present 
data, information, or views, orally or in writing, on the issues pending before the 
committee. 

Committee name Date, tiiue, plare Type of meeting and contact person 

9. Controlled Substances 
Advisory Committee. 

Aug. 28 and 29,9 a.m., ConJerenre 
Room ^ Barklawn Bldg., 5000 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Aid. 

Open public hearing, Aug. 28, 9 a.m. to 11 a.m.. 
open committee discussion, 11 a.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discu.ssiua. Aug. 29, 9 a.ni. to 11 a.ni.^ 
closed committee deliberations, 11 a.m.; 
James 8. Kennedy, Ph. D., IlFD-120, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 30852, 30i-14S- 
3504. 

General Function of the Committee. 
Advises the Commissioner regarding the 
scientific and medical evaluation of all 
Informatlcm gathered by the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice and the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare with re¬ 
gard to safety, effectiveness, and abuse 
potential of drugs or other substances 
classified as stimulants, sedatives, hyp¬ 
notics. or analgesics, and recommends 
actions to be taken with regard to con¬ 
trol of such substances. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion, any Interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Schedul¬ 
ing of: Loperamide; dlfenoxlne; hala- 
zepam; dextrophan; oxycodone-nalox- 
ome drag products; safety and effective¬ 
ness of atropine in diphenoxylate and 
dlfenoxlne; criteria for evaluation of de¬ 
pendence liability and abuse potential 
and scheduling of drugs. 

Closed committee deliberations. This 
session is closed for formulation of com¬ 
mittee recommendations and voting on 
each specific agenda item listed above. 

- Non.—^Less than 15 days* notice may be 
given for the flrat meeting listed above by 
the date of publication, due to the develop¬ 
ment and Implementation of this revised 
format. 

The public advisory committee meet¬ 
ings listed above are conducted pursu- 
ant to Subpart D of Part 2 (21 C7FR Part 
2). Each meeting may hare as many as 
four separate portions: (1) An cg>en 
public hearing. (2) an open committee 
discussion, (3) a closed presentation of 
data, and (4) a closed committee de¬ 
liberation. Every advisory committee 
meeting shall have an open public bear¬ 
ing. Whether or-not it also includes any 
of the other three portions will depend 
upon the specific meeting involved. The 
dates and times reserved for the sep¬ 
arate portions ot each committee meet¬ 
ing are listed above. 

The open public hearing portion of 
each meeting shall be at least 1 hour 

long unless public participation does not 
last that long. It is emphasized, however, 
that the 1 hour time limit for an open 
public hearing represents a minimum 
rather than a maximum time for public 
participation, and an open public hear¬ 
ing may last for whatever longer period 
the committee chairman determine will 
facilitate the committee’s work. 

Meetings of advisory committees shall 
be conducted, insofar as is practical, in 
accordance with the agenda published in 
this Fedebai. Register notice. Changes 
in the agenda will be announced at the 
beginning of the open portion of a meet¬ 
ing, as provided in S 2.307 (21 C7FR 2.307), 

Any interested person who wishes to 
be assured of the right to make an oral 
presentation at the open public hearing 
portion of a meeting shall inform the 
contact person listed above, either orally 
or in writing, prior to the meeting in 
accordance with S 2.312 (21 CFR 2.312). 
Any person attending the hearing who 
does not in advance of the meeting re¬ 
quest an opportunity to speak will be 
allowed to make an oral presentation at 
the hearing’s conclusion, if time permits, 
at the chairman’s discretion. 

Under S 2.311 (21 CFR 2.311), written 
submissions may be made to an advisory 
committee at any time. Such submis¬ 
sions, the minutes of the meetings (in¬ 
cluding minutes and summaries of closed 
portions) and the remainder of the ad¬ 
ministrative record shall be available for 
public disclosure under § 2.316 (21 (TFR 
2.316). 

’The Commissioner, with the concur¬ 
rence of the Chief Counsel and in ac¬ 
cordance with 5 2.318 (21 CFR 2.318), 
has determined for the reasons stated 
that those portions of the advisory com¬ 
mittee meetings .so designated in this 
notice shaU be closed. Both the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act and 5 n.S.C. 552 
(b) permit such closed advisory commit¬ 
tee meetings in certain circumstances. 
Those portions of a meeting designated 
as closed shall, however, be closed for the 
shortest time possible consistent with the 
Intent of the cited statutes and the policy 

established in §5 2.304 and 2.318 (21 CFR 
2.304 and 2.318). 

Generally, FDA advisory committees 
will be closed because the subject matter 
is exempt from public disclosure under 
5 UJ3.C. 552(b) (4), (5), (6), or (7), 
although on occasion the other exemp¬ 
tions listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b) may also 
apply. Thus, a portion of a meeting may 
be closed where the matter involves a 
trade secret: commercial or financial in¬ 
formation that is privileged or confiden¬ 
tial; personnel, medical, and similar files 
disclosure of which could be an unwar¬ 
ranted invasion of personal privacy; and 
investigatory files compiled for lAw en¬ 
forcement purposes. A portion of a meet¬ 
ing may also be closed if the Commis¬ 
sioner determines: (1) ’That it involves 
inter-agency or intra-agency memoran¬ 
da or discussion and deliberations of 
matters that, if in writing would consti¬ 
tute such memoranda, and which would, 
therefore, be exempt from public disclo¬ 
sure; and (2) that it is essential to close 
such portion of a meeting to protect the 
free exchange of internal views and to 
avoid undue interference with agency or 
committee operations. 

Examples of matters to be considered 
at closed portions are those related to 
the review, discussion, evaluation or 
ranking of grant applications; the re¬ 
view, discussion, and evaluation of spe¬ 
cific drugs or devices; the deliberation 
and voting relative to the formation of 
specific regulatory recommendations 
(general discussion, however, will gen¬ 
erally be done during the open committee 
discussion portion of the meeting); re¬ 
views of trade secrets or confidential 
data; consideration of matters involving 
FDA Investigatory files; and review of 
medical records of individuals. 

Examples of matters that ordinarily 
will be considered at open meetings are 
those related to the review, discussion, 
and evaluation of general preclinical and 
clinical test protocols and procedures for 
a class of drugs or devices, consideration 
of labeling requirements lor a class of 
mariceted drags and devices, review of 
data and Information on specific inves¬ 
tigational or marketed drugs and devices 
that have previously been made ptritillc, 
and presentation of any other data or 
information that is not exempt from 
public disclosure. 

Any person who alleges noncompli¬ 
ance by the Commisslimer or by an 
advisory committee with any provision 
of Subpart D of Part 2 of ’Title 21 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (relating 
to the functions of FDA public advisory 
committees) or the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act may pursue the admin¬ 
istrative remedies provided by I 2.319 (21 
CFR 2.319. 

Dated: July 14.1975. 

A. M. ScHmsT, 
CommiseUmer of Food and Drugs. 

{FR Doe.TS-lSMO Plied T-17-76;8:46 am] 
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National Institutes of Health 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Renewals 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act of October 6, 1972 (Public 
Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776), the Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health annotmces 
the renewal by the Secretary, DHEW, 
with the concurrence of the office of 
Management and Budget Committee 

.Management Secretariat, of the follow¬ 
ing committees: 
ArterioscleroBls and Hypertension Advisory 

Committee 
Blood Edseases and Resources Advisory Com¬ 

mittee 
Board of Scientific Counselors, National In¬ 

stitute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Board of Scientific Counselors. National Eye 

Institute 
Bocud of Scientific Counselors, National 

Heart and Limg Institute 
Cardiology Advisory Committee 
Cardiovascular and Pulmonary Study Sec¬ 

tion 
Clinical Applications and Prevention Advi¬ 

sory Committee 
Communicative Sciences Study Section 
Experimental Psychology Study Section 
Immun(^iology Study Section 
Neurology A Study Section 
Physiological Chemistry Study Section 

Pulmonary Young Investigator Grant Com¬ 

mittee 
Radiation Study Section 
Sickle Cell Disease Advisory Committee 

Surgery A Study Section 
Toxicology Study Section 

Authority for these (Mimmittees will ex¬ 
pire on June 30, 1977, unless the Secre¬ 
tary formal^ determines that continu¬ 
ances in the public interest. 

' Dated: July 14, 1975. 

Donald S. Fredrickson, MJ)., 

Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 

|PR Doc.76-18668 Piled 7-17-76;8:45 am) 

DIVISION OF RESEARCH GRANTS 

Meetings 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meetings of the 
following study sections for September 
1975 and the individuals from whom 
summaries of meetings and rosters of 
committee members may be obtained. 

These meetings will be open to the 
public to discuss administrative details 
relating to Study Section business for ap¬ 
proximately one hour at the beginning 
of the first sessicm of the first day of the 
meeting. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available, lliese meet¬ 
ings will be closed thereafter in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions set forth in Sec¬ 
tions 552(b)(4), 552(b)(5) and 552(b) 
(6), Title 5 U.S. Code and Section 10(d) 
of PXk 92-463, for the review, discussion 
and evaluation of individual Initial pend¬ 
ing, supplemental and renewal grant ap¬ 
plications. The closed portions of the 
meetings Involve solely the internal ex¬ 
pression of views and Judgments of study 
section members on individual applica¬ 
tions which contain information of a 
proprietary or confidential nature, in¬ 

cluding detailed research protocols, de¬ 
signs, and other technical information; 
financial data, such as salaries; and per¬ 
sonal information cimceming individuals 
associated with the applications. 

Mr. Richard Turlington, Chief, Grants 
Inquiries Office of the Division of Re¬ 
search Grants, Westw(X)d Building, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20014, telephone area code 301- 

496-7441 will furnish summaries of the 
meetings and rosters of committee mem¬ 
bers. Substantive program Information 
may be obtained from each Executive 
Secretary whose name, room number, 
and telephone number are listed below 
each study section. Anyone planning to 
attend a meeting should contact the Ex¬ 
ecutive Secretary to confirm the exact 
meeting time. . 

September 
Study section 1975 Time Location 

meetings 

Allergy and Immunology, Dr. Miseba E. Friedman, room 820, tele¬ 
phone 901-490-7380. 

Applied Physiology and Bioengineering, Mrs. Been E. Stewart, room 
318, telephone 301-496-7581. 

Bacteriok^ and Mycology, Dr. AUlton Oordon, room A-27, tele¬ 
phone 301-496-7340. 

Biochemistry, Dr. Adolphus P. Toliver, room 850, telephone 301- 
496-7516. 

Biomedical Communications, Mrs. Ikcn R. Stewart, room 318, tele- 
|)hone 301-496-7.581. 

Biopliysics and Biophysical Chemistry A, Dr. Irvin Fulir, room 
4A-09, telephone 801-496-7060. 

Biophysics and Biophysical Chemistry B, Dr. John B. Wolfi, room 
4A-07, telephone 301-496-7070. 

Cardiovascular and Pulmonary, Dr. Berton J. Leach, room 839, 
telephone 801-496-7901. 

Cardiovascular and Renal, Dr. Floyd O. Atchley, room 839, telephone 
301-496-7901. 

Cell Biology, Dr. Evclvn A. llorcnstcin, room 4A-04, telephone 801- 
496-7020. 

Communicative Sciences, Mr. Frederick J. Outter, room 821, tele¬ 
phone 801-496-7.550. 

Computer and Biomathematiciil Sciences, Dr. Bernice S. Lipkin, 
room 810, telephone 801-496-7568. 

Developmental Behavioral Sciences, Dr. Bertie H. R. Woolf, room 
4A-10, telephone 801-496-7471. 

Epidemiology and Disease Control, Mr. filenn O. Lawson, Jr., room 
4 A-11, telephone 301 -496-7080. 

Eiperimentai Psychology, Dr. A. Keith Murray, room 220, telephone 
301-496-7004. 

Experimental Ther8peutic.s, Dr. Anne R. Bourke, room 319, tele¬ 
phone 801-496-7839. 

Experimental Virology, Dr. Eugene Zebovitx, room 206, telephone 
301-496-7474. 

tleneral Medicine A, Dr. Harold M. Davidson, room 354, telephone 
301-496-7797. 

General Medicine B, Dr. William F. Davis, Jr., room 322, telephone 
801-496-7780. 

Genetics, Dr. Katherine S. Wilson, room 349, telephone 301-496-7271 .. 

Hematology, Dr. Joseph E. Hayes, Jr., room 855, telephone 301-496- 
7508. 

Human Embryology and Development, Dr. Samuel Moss, room 221, 
telephone 301-496-7597. 

Immunobiology, Dr. James H. Turner, room A-%, telephone 801- 
496-7780. 

Immunological Sciences, Dr. Lottie Komfeld, room A-26, telephone 
801-496-7179. 

Medicinal Chemistry A, Dr. Asher A. Hyatt, room 222, telephone 
301-496-7286. 

Metabolism, Dr. Robert M. Leonard, room 218, telephone301-496-7091. 
Microbial Chemistry, Dr. Gustave Sllber, room 857, telephone 301- 

496-7130. 
Molecular Biology, Dr. Donald T. Disque, room 828, telephone 301- 

496-7830. 
Molecular Cytology, Dr. Wendell H. Kyle, room 2A-07, telephone 

801-496-7149. 
Neurology A, Dr. William E. Morris, room 826, telephone 301-496-7005. 

Neurology B, Dr. Willard L. McFarland, room 2A-10, telephone 
301-496-7422. 

Nutrition, Dr. John R. Schubert, room SM, telephone 301-496-7178... 

Oral Biology and Medicine, Dr. Thomas M. Tarpley, Jr., room 4A-03, 
telephone 801-496-7818. 

Patbobiological Chemistry, Dr. J. Bri Bam, room 206, telephone 
801-496-7482. 

Pathology A, Dr. William B. Savehnek, room 387, telephone 301-496- 
837. 

Pathology B, Dr. Jamee K. MaeNamee, room 852, telephone 801- 
496-7244. 

PhannAooiogy, Dr. Joseph A. Katoar, room 8S4, tetopbone 901-496- 
7406. 

Ptayslologica] Chemistry, Dr. Robert L. Ingram, room 888, telephone 
801-496-7887. _ 

Physiology, Dr. Clara B. Hamflton, room 319^, telephone 301-496- 
7878. 

Population Research, Mta Carol A. Campbell, room 210, telephone 
aoi-496-714a 

Radiation, Dr. Robert L. Straube, room SOB, telephone 801-496-7510.. 

Reproductive Biology, Dr. Dbaram 8. Dbindsa, room 807, telephone 
801-496-7818. 

Surgery A, Dr. Raymond J. Hdvlg, room 886, telephone 801-406-777L 

Surgery B, Dr. Joe W. AtUnson, room 848, telephone 801-496-7506. 

25- 27 8:45 Holiday Inn, Chevy 
Chase, Md. 

26- 27 9:00 Bldg.31, Bethesda, Md. 

18- 20 8:80 Holiday Inn, Chevy- 
Chase, Md. 

24- 27 Noon Kenwood Country 
('Inb, Bethesda, Mil. 

19 9:00 Bldg.81, Bethesda, MU. 

19- 20 9:00 Mayflower Hotel, 
Washington, D.C. 

11-13 8:30 Bldg.81,Bethesda,MU. 

10-18 8:30 Holiday Inn, Bethesda, 
Md. 

17-20 8:30 Do. 

25- 27 9:00 Bldg. 31, Bethesda, Md 

10-13 8:30 Do. 

17- 10 9:00 Linden Hill Hotel, 
BethesdajMd. 

18- 20 8:30 Mayflower Hotel, 
Washington, D.C. 

17-19 8:30 Bldg. Sl^etbesda, 
Md. 

10- 13 9:30 Kenwood Country 
Club, Bethesda, Md. 

17- 20 2:00 Bldg.Sl, Bethe.<da. 
p.m. Md. 

22-24 8:30 Do. 

22- 24 9:00 Do. 

18- 20 1:00 Embassy Row Hotel, 
p.m. WasbingtomD.C. 

18-20 9:00 Bldg. 31, Bethesda, 
Md 

24- 27 9>00 Hobday Ixn, Chevy 
Chase, Md. 

11- 13 9:00 Kenwood Country 
Club, Bethesda, Md. 

17- 19 9:00 Sheraton Inn, Silver 
Spring, Md. 

16- 12 9:00 Do. 

12- 14 9:00 Bldg. 31, Bethesda, 
Md. 

25- 27 8:30 Do. 
18- 20 8:30 Holiday Inn,Bethesda, 

■ Md. 
18-20 8:30 Shoreham-Americana, 

Washington, D.C. 
18-20 8:30 Holiday Inn, (ihevy 

Chase, Md. 
17- 20 9:00 Bldg. 31, Bethesda, 

Md. 
18- 20 8:30 Embassy How Hotel, 

Washington, D.C. 
16- 12 8:30 Holiday Inn, Bethes- 

da, Md. 
23- 26 9K)0 Bldg. 81, Bethesda, 

Md. 
17- 20 9KX) BoU^y Inn, (Jbevy 

Chase, Md. 
10-12 9:00 Sheraton Inn, Silver 

Spring, Md. 
18- 20 8:30 Kenwood Country 

Club, Bethesda, Md. 
23-26 9XK) Holiday Inn, 

Bethesda, Md. 
18- 20 9MI Ramada Inn, 

Betbeeda, Md. 
25- 27 0.00 Bldg. 81, Bethesda, 

Md. 
26- 27 900 Embassy Row Hotel, 

WMbington, D.C. 
22-25 8:30 Kenwood Country 

Club, Betbeeda, 
Md. 

17-19 9.00 Holiday Iim, 
Bethesda, Md. 

10-20 8:30 Bldg. 81, Bethesda, 
Md. 

19- 20 8 80 Holiday Inn, 
Bethesda, Md. 
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Btadr Mottea 
September 

UTS Tim* Loeatlon 
mmfinft 

Toflookcy, Dr. Bob 8. McCutobeoa, room 226, telophoD* SOl-496- 
7S76. 

Tropto*! Medicine and Paraaitolonr, Dr. OeorK* Lottermoaer, 
room 21«, (eleplioM S0I~US-74IM. 

Vlrolocr, Dr. Claire H. WlnartolA, romn MO, teiephoae 201-460-7128. 

Visual Sciences A, Dr. Orvll B. A. Balduan, ro(HO 8A-06, telephone 
301-400-7180. 

Visual Sciences B, Dr. Marie A. Jakus, room 853, teiephoae 301-490- 
7261. 

18-20 sm Da. 

0-8 8'80 Landow Bldg., Be- 
thnda, Md. 

25-27 8:80 Bldg. 81, Bethesda, 
Md. 

10-13 9.-00 Embassy Row Hotel, 
Washington, D.C. 

10-13 9:00 Holiday Inn, Bethes¬ 
da, Md. 

(Catalog ot Federal Dmnestlc Asslstanoe Program Noa. 13.333, 13.349, 13.393-18.396, 
18.836-18.M4, 13.846-13B71, 18.876, National Institutes of Health, DHEW) 

Dated: July 14,1975. 
Suzanne L. Fremeau, 

Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 

IFRDoc.75-18670 PUed 7-17-76:8:46 am) 

NATIONAL HEART AND LUNG INSTITUTE 

Meeting 

Notice Is hereby given of the Workshop 
Group on Extracorporeal Treatment of 
Blood meeting, sponsored by the Na¬ 
tional Heart and Lung Institute, Sep¬ 
tember 4-5, 1975, Building 31. Confer¬ 
ence Room 4-A, National Institutes of 
Health Campus, Bethesda, Maryland. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
on September 4 and 5 from 9 a.m. to ad¬ 
journment The purpose of the meeting 
is to discuss mechanisms for extracor¬ 
poreal treatment of blood In sickle cell 
disease. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. 

Dr. John I. Hercules, Health Scientist 
Administrator, Sickle Cell Disease 
Branch, National Heart and Lung Insti¬ 
tute, National Institutes of Health, 
Building 31. Room 5A03. Bethesda, Mary¬ 
land 20014, (301) 496-6932, will provide 
additional information. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.839, National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: July 14.1975. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer, 

National Institutes of Health. 
[FR Doc.76-1866g FUed 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Federal Disaster Assistance Administration 

[FDAA-476-DR: N-76-3891 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Major Disaster and Related Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment by the President under Executive 
Order 11795 of July 11, 1974, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary imder De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urbtm Devd- 
opment Delegation of Authority, Docket 
No. D-74-285; and by virtue of the Act of 
May 22, 1974, entitled "Disaster Relief 
Act of 1974" (88 Stat. 143); notice is 
hereby given that on July 11, 1975, the 
President declared a major disaster as 
follows: 

I have determined that the damage in 
certain areas of the State of North Dakota 
resulting from severe storms and flooding 
beginning about June 27,1976, Is of sufficient 
severity and magnitude to warrant a major 
disaster declaration imder Pub. L. 93-288. I 
therefore declare that such a major disaster 
exists In the State of North Dakota. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
the authority vested In the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development under 
Executive Order 11795, and delegated to 
me by the Secretary under Department 
of Housing and Urban Development 
Delegation of Authority, Docket No. D- 
74-285, I hereby appoint Mr. Donald G. 
Eddy, HUD Region VIH, to act as the 
Federal Coordinating Officer for this de¬ 
clared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
areas of the State of North Dakota to 
have been adversely affected by this de¬ 
clared major disaster: 

The Counties of: 
Barnes , Ransom 
Cass Richland 
Dickey Sargent 
La Moiure Stutsman 

Dated: July 11,1975. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
14.701, Disaster Assistance) 

William E. Crockett, 
Acting Administrator, Federal 

Disaster Assistance Admin¬ 
istration. 

[FR Doc.76-18711 FUed 7-17-76:8:45 am] 

Office of Interstate Land Sales Registration 

(Docket No. N-76-3911 

OLYMPIC HEIGHTS 

Hearing 

In the matter of Olympic Heights, 
OILSR No. 0-2248-04-452 Docket No. 
Y-1168-IS. 

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 
24 CFR 1720.160(d) Notice is hereby 
given that: 

1. Calprop Corporation, Victor Zoccag- 
Un. Prudent, Its officers and agents, 
hereinafter referred to as “Respondent,” 
being subject to the provisions of the 
Interstate Land Sales Full Disclosure Act 

(Pub. L. 90-448) (15 UB.C. 1701 et seq.), 
received a Notice of Proceedings and Op- 
portunjty for Hearing issued May 15, 
1975, which was sent to the developer 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d), 24 CTR 
1710.45(b) (1) and 1720.125 informing 
the developer of information obtained by 
the Office of Interstate Land Sales 
Registration alleging that the Statement 
of Record and Pn^rty Report for Olym¬ 
pic Heights, located in Nevada County, 
California, contain imtrue statements of 
material fact or omit to state material 
facts required to be stated therein or 
necessary to make the statements therein 
not misleading. 

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re¬ 
ceived June 16, 1975, in re^nse to the 
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity 
for Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(d), It is hereby ordered. That 
a public hearing for the purpose of tak¬ 
ing evidence on the questions set forth 
in the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing will be held before 
Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146, De¬ 
partment of HUD, 451 7th Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C., (Hi Sept^ber 9, 1975, 
at 10 ajn. 

The following time and prcxiedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses are requested 
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C., 
20410 on or before September 2, 1975. 

6. The Respondent is hereby notified 
that failure to appear at the above sched¬ 
uled hearing shall be deemed a default 
and the proceedings shall be determined 
against Respondent, the allegations of 
which shall be deemed to be true, and 
an ORDER Suspending the Statement of 
Record, herein identified, shall be issued 
pursuant to 24 CTR 1710.45(b)(1). 

This Notice shall be served up<m the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

Dated: July 10,1975. 

By the Secretary. 

James W. Mast, 
Administratis Law Judge. 

[FR Doc.75-18712 FUed 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

[Docket No. N-76-390] 

PORT MARDI GRAS 

Hearing 

In the matter of Port Mardl Gras. 
OILSR No. 0-3597-29-178 Docket No. 75- 
82-IS. 

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 
CFR 1720.160(d), notice is hereby given 
that: 

1. Port Mardl Gras, Inc., Donald 
Schrum, President, its officers and 
agents, hereinafter referred to as “Re¬ 
spondent,” being subject to the provi¬ 
sions of the Interstate Land Sales Full 
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Disclosure Act (Pub. L. 90-448) (15 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), received a Notice of 
Proceedings and Opportunity for Hear¬ 
ing issued June 16, 1975, which was sent 
to the developer pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 
1706(d). 24 CFR 1710.45(b)(1) and 
1720.125 informing the developer of in¬ 
formation obtained by the Office of In¬ 
terstate Land Sales Registration alleg¬ 
ing that the Statement of Record and 
Property Report for Port Mardi Gras, 
located in Gasconade County, Missouri, 
contain untrue statements of material 
fact or omit to state material facts re¬ 
quired to be stated therein or necessary 
to make the statements therein not mis¬ 
leading. 

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re¬ 
ceived July 3, 1975, in response to the 
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity 
for Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi- 
slons of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(d): It is hereby ordered. That a 
public hearing for the purpose of taking 
evidence on the questions set forth in 
the Notice of Proceedings and Opportu¬ 
nity for Hearing will be held before Judge 
James W. Mast, in Room 714^ Depart¬ 
ment of HUD, 451 7th Street SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., on July 31, 1975, at 2 p.m. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses are requested to 
be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C., 
20410 on or before July 24,1975. 

6. The Respondent is hereby notified 
that failure to aM>ear at the above sched¬ 
uled hearing shall be deemed a default 
and the proceedings shall be determined 
against Respondent, the allegations of 
which Shan be deemed to be true, and 
an order Suspending the Statement of 
Record, herein Identified, shaU be issued 
pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1). 

This Notice Shan be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

Dated: July 10.1975. 

By the Secretary. 

James W. Mast, 
Administrative Law Judge. 

|FR Doc.76-18718 PUed 7-17-75;8;45 am] 

Office of the Secretary 

[Docket No. D-75-3541 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR POLICY DE¬ 
VELOPMENT AND RESEARCH AND THE 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR COMMU¬ 
NITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 

Delegation of Authority 

Title I of the Housing and Community 
DevelcHiment Act of 1974 establishes the 
Community Development Block Grant 
Program. Section 1()7 (a) of the Act pro¬ 
vides that funds shan be reserved and 
set aside In a spedal discretionary fund 
for use by the Secretary In making grants 
for the purposes set forth In the subsec¬ 

tion. The power and authority of the Sec¬ 
retary with respect to discretionary 
grants under section 107(a)(4) for In¬ 
novative community developanent proj¬ 
ects is being delegated to the Assistant 
Secretary for Policy Development and 
Research and the Assistant Secretary for 
Community Planning and Development. 

Section A. Authority Delegated. The 
Assistant Secretary for Policy Develop¬ 
ment and Research is authorized to ex¬ 
ercise the power and authority of the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment with respect to discretionary 
grants for the purpose of demonstrating 
innovative community development proj¬ 
ects under section 107(a) (4) of the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974, with the concurrence of the 
Assistant Secretary for Community 
Planning and Development in final ap¬ 
proval action. 

Sec. B. Authority Excepted. There is 
excepted from the authority delegated 
under Section A: 

1. The power to issue obligations for 
purchase by the Secretary of the Treas¬ 
ury under Section 108(d) of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 
1974. (42 U.S.C. 5308) 

2. The power to sue and be sued. 
3. The power and authority of the Sec¬ 

retary with respect to nondiscrimination 
under section 109 of the Housing and 
Commtmity Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5309), with respect to the powers 
to make audits and re>dews imder section 
104(d) (42 U.S.C. 5304), and with respect 
to remedies for noncompliance under 
section 111 (42 U.S.C. 5311), except that 
initial proposed and final regtilatlons 
wrlth respect to such sections shall be is¬ 
sued by the Assistant Secretary for Com¬ 
munity Planning and Development, sub¬ 
ject, however, to revision at such time as 
the power and authority imder these sec¬ 
tions may be delegated by the Secretary. 

Sec. C. Authority to Redelegate. The 
Assistant Secretary for Policy Develt^ 
ment and Research and the Assistant 
Secretary for Community Planning and 
Developmoit, are authorized to redele¬ 
gate to the employees of the Department 
any of the authority delegated under sec¬ 
tion A, and not excepted imder section B. 
(See. 7(d). Department of HUD Act, 42 US.C. 
35S6(d)) 

Effective Date. This delegation of au¬ 
thority Is effective as of August 22, 1974. 

Carla A. Hills, 
Secretary of Housing 

and Urban Development. 
[PR DOC.7&-18665 PUed 7-17-76;8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
[Order 75-7-64; Docket 26650] 

INVESTIGATION OF THE LOCAL 
SERVICE CLASS SUBSIDY RATE 

Class Rate VII 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in WashingtMi, D.C. on the 
14th day of July, 1975. 

On January 24, 1974, the Board 
adopted Order 74-1-123, which estab- 

li^ed Class Rate VII as the fair and 
reasonable final subsidy rate for the local 
service industry on and after July 1, 
1973.* Section IV. C. of the Rate Formula, 
set forth in Order 74-1-123, provides for 
review and updating of the provisions for 
offset of excess earnings from ineligiffie 
services on a recurrent six-month basis 
for annual periods ending in September 
and March of each year. Effective Janu¬ 
ary 1. 1975, the Board amended Class 
Rate Vn to provide for downward or up- 
w'ard adjustment of the subsidy level for 
eligible services.* Such adjustment is to 
be based UF>on a review, as provided in 
Section VllI B. of the Rate Formula set 
forth in Order 74-12-120, which is sim¬ 
ilar to and concurrent with the review of 
ineligible operations.* 

The carriers have now submitted the 
data required for the review of both eligi¬ 
ble and ineligible services covering the 
year ended March 31. 1975, in the form 
and detail specified in Sectlcm TV C. 7 
and Section VIII B. 10. Such data have 
been reviewed in detail and adjustments 
have been made in accordance with 
estaUished subsidy ratemaking prin¬ 
ciples. 

Adjusted operating results, adjusted 
Investment, plus calculations of ineligi¬ 
ble profits and eligible need changes to 
be shared are contained in the attached 
an>endices. 

All carriers except Piedmont and 
Southern achieved excess profits cm in¬ 
eligible services.* However, the levels of 
excess profits were lower than In the pre¬ 
vious review. Only Frontier has shown an 
improvement in eligible need relative to 
its adjusted base ceiling while other car¬ 
riers experienced increases In eligible 
need. The net results are that the subsidy 
rates for four of the seven carriers will 
be set at maximum levels, effective July 
1, 1975. 

Based on adjusted operating results 
and investment for the year ended March 

>In Order 73-10-1, October 1, 1973, the 
Board determined an adjusted subsidy level 
for each carrier, and proposed a formula for 
equitable distribution of the subsidy pay¬ 
ments anKmg the local service carriers. Ex¬ 
cept as modified therein. Order 74-1-123 re¬ 
affirmed and made final all of the findings 
and conclusions set forth In Order 73-10-1. 

* Orders 74-12-120, December 30, 1974, and 
76-3-22, March 7.1976. 

* The Initial review, based on the year 
ended September 30, 1973, Order 74-2-69, 
February 14, 1974, established the fair and 
reasonable subsidy rates for each carrier from 
January 1, 1974 through J\me 30. 1974. The 
second review period, covering the 12 months 
ended March 81, 1974, Order 74-7-76, July 18, 
1974, established the fair and reasonable sub¬ 
sidy rate for each carrier from July 1, 1974 
through December 81, 1974. the third review 
period covering the 12 months ended Sep¬ 
tember SO, 1974, Orders 74-12-119, Dec«n- 
ber 30, 1974, 74-13-120, December 80, 1974, 
and 76-3-23, March 7. 1976, estaUlShed the 
fair axKl reasonable subsidy rates for each 
carrier from January 1,1978 through J\ine 30, 
1978. 

•Although Texas International was in a 
fun strike status from December 6, 1974 
through March 81, 1978 of the review period, 
Ms opmatione were nonaalieed to remove 
many of the abnormalities. 
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31, 1975, we find that the fair and rea¬ 
sonable annual subsidy due and payable 
to the seven carriers in Class Rate Vn. 
on and after July 1,1975, is $65.0 million. 
TTils is $8.3 million greater than the rate 
established in the third review by Orders 
74-12-119, 74-12-126, and 75-3-22 and 
refiects the effects of the current eco¬ 
nomic recession on airline operations. 

In addition, it is necessary to provide 
that the subsidy due and payable to each 
carrier on and after July 1,1975, shall be 
computed on the basis of the dally sub¬ 
sidy rate set forth for each carrier in 
amended Appendix L (Third Revised) 
attached to this order: 

Accordingly, it is ordered that:* 
1. Effective on and after July 1, 1975, 

attached Appendices * A. B, C, F-l, and 
M-1 supers^e the corresponding ap¬ 
pendices attached to Order 74-12-119, 
dated December 30, 1974; and attached 
api>endlce8* A, I, I-B. I-C, and L super¬ 
sede appendices I-A, I, I-B, I-C, and L 
attached to Order 74-12-120, dated De¬ 
cember 30. 1974; 

2. The subsidy due and payable to each 
carrier on and after July 1,1975,^ shall be 
computed on the basis of the daily sub¬ 
sidy rate set forth for each carrier In 
Appendix L (Third Revised) to this 
order; 

3. This order shall become effective on 
the seventh day after service hereof, im- 
less prior to that date exceptions, to¬ 
gether with supporting reasons, shall 
have been filed with the Board by any 
party to this proceeding. If exceptions 
and supporting reasons are filed by any 
party within the prescribed time, the ef¬ 
fective date of this order shall be stayed 
only for the party or parties filing ex¬ 
ceptions pending further action by the 
Board; and 

4. This order shall be served upon all 
parties to this proceeding. 

This order will be published in the 
FxDXRAL Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

CsEAtl Edwin 2. Holland, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-18702 Piled 7-17-76:8:46 ami 

HAWAIIAN AIRUNES, INC. 

[Docket 27612] 

Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in 
the above-entitled proceeding will be held 
on August 12,1975, at 9 a.m. (local time) 
in Court Room No. 1, United States Court 
House in Honolulu, Hawaii before Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge Burton S. 
Kolko. 

■ This order Is not Intended to disturb the 
service mall rates establisdbed pursuant to 
other orders of the Board. 

• Appendices were filed as part of the orig¬ 
inal document. 

^The profit offset from Ineligible services 
and the eligible Improvement or deficiency as 
determined herein are effective from July 1, 
1075, through December 31.1976. 

For Information concerning the Ibbuos 
involved and other details In this pro¬ 
ceeding, interested persons are referred 
to the prehearing cmiferenoe report 
served on June 2, 1975, and other docu¬ 
ments which are in the docket of this 
proceeding on file in the Docket Section 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C.. July 14. 
1975. 

[SEAL] Burton S. Kolko, 
* Administrative Law Judge. 

(PR Doc.76-18698 Piled 7-17-76;8:46 am] 

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that a briefing 
will be made by the Maryland Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation on July 31,1975, 
at 10:00 a.m.. in Room 1027, Universal 
Building. 1825 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C., on the development of 
the Baltimore-Washingrton International 
Airport since its dedication five years ago. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., July 15, 
1975. 

[SEAL] Edwin Z. Holland, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.76-18699 Piled 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

(Order 76-7-62; Docket 28e731 

ALLEGHENY AIRLINES, INC. 

Investigation and Suspension 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C. 
on the 30th day of June, 1975. 

By tariff revisions * marked to become 
effective July 1, 1975, Allegheny Airlines. 
Inc. (Allegheny) proposes to extend its 
individual inclusive tour excursion fare^ 
(IT) in 22 trans-border markets (all over 
200 miles in distance) from the current 
expiration date of July 15,1975 to July 15, 
1976. The fares which became effective 
December 15, 1974, offer a discount of 20 
percent from normal Jet custom and pro¬ 
peller class fares, are restricted to round- 
trip travel, and are available only be¬ 
tween midnight Friday and miffiiight 
Sunday. 

Allegheny has Justified extension of its 
trans-border fares simultaneously with 
similar domestic IT fares, and it is not 
clear whether the data provided in that 
Justification included the results in its 
trans-border service.* In any event, it 
concedes that only a small number of 
passengers used the trans-border fares. 
The carrier concedes a disappointingly 
low level of traffic generation, vHiich it 
alleges resulted from the fact that pro¬ 
motional travel brochures had already 
been printed by travel wholesalers and 

^ Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishers 
Company, Ino., Agent, Tariff C.A.B. No. 249. 

* Allegheny reported that through March 
1976, 2,319 passengers used the IT fares, 
which resulted in a net positive profit impact 
of $7,066, based on an assumed generation 
of 40 percent. 

retailers for last year’s peak summer and 
fall travel periods and that the program 
was therefore unknown to many poten¬ 
tial passengers. Because of the low level 
of usage, there are allegedly “no mean¬ 
ingful data upon which to reach defini¬ 
tive conclusions regarding the economics 
of the program;’’ a December. 1974 in¬ 
flight survey indicated less than one per¬ 
cent of the sample represented IT pas¬ 
sengers. It is contended that an addi¬ 
tional year’s extension is necessary to 
determine the “ultimate value’’ of the 
program, although no estimate as to its 
expected financial effect has been pro¬ 
vided. 

Complaints have been filed by Amer¬ 
ican Airlines, Inc. (American). North¬ 
west Airilnes, Inc. (Northwest) and 
Trans World Airlines, Inc. (TWA). All 
three carriers argue that the lack of 
traffic response to the fare is sufficient to 
call for suspension, and allege that Al¬ 
legheny’s attempt to refile a promotional 
fare which has failed to generate traffic 
flies in the face of the Board’s attempt 
to eliminate useless promotional fares. 
TWA characterizes the tariff as “junk” 
fares that “clutter” the tariff pages. It 
is contended that Allegheny’s fares have 
clearly been a failure in generating addi¬ 
tional traffic and that Allegheny’s stated 
reason for this failure is “absurd.” TWA 
also argues, in addition, that the exist¬ 
ence of more promotional fares in the 
markets involved at this time makes it 
likely that there would be even less re¬ 
sponse to the IT fare this year than last. 

Allegheny has answered the com¬ 
plaints, largely reiterating its previous 
support for continuation of the fares 
and contending that the complainants 
have provided no reasonable basis for 
terminating the experiment at this time. 
It stresses the insufficient data base upon 
which to reach any meaningful Judgment 
concerning the economic merits of the 
program as the primary reason for con¬ 
tinuing it for another year. Finally, Al¬ 
legheny notes that tour-basing fares are 
not unique to its system and that, in 
view of the relatively low usage, it is 
reasonably certain that the fares have 
not had a significant diversionary im¬ 
pact on other carriers. 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
matters, the Board has concluded that 
extension of the proposed fares may be 
unjust, or unreasonable, or unjustly dis¬ 
criminatory, or unduly preferential, or 
unduly prejudicial, or otherwise unlaw¬ 
ful, and should be investigated. The 
Board further concludes that these fares 
should be suspended pending investiga¬ 
tion. 

When these transborder IT fares were 
previously before the Board, it was 
argued by dissenting members Minetti 
and West that they should not be sus¬ 
pended in any of the markets in which 
they were proposed—a position subse¬ 
quently upheld by the President on for¬ 
eign policy grounds (See Order 74-12-94 
and attachments thereto). ’The present 
situation, however, is quite different. ’The 
Board has always held the view that a 
carrier seeking to renew discount fares 
should furnish a detailed Justification 
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based on its experience with them, and 
tbi.< Allegheny has not done. Indeed, 
from the data Allegheny has provided. 
It would appear that this particular fare 
experiment has not been successfuL It 
has not been shown to have lowered the 
cost of air transportation between the 
United States and Canada, and no per- 
susisive reason is offered why it should 
be continued. 

Since these fares were first proposed 
a number of discount fares have be^ 
introduced which offer the air traveller 
various options for low cost travel In 
the markets involved. Thus, the suspen¬ 
sion of these fares should have little ad¬ 
verse impact on the consumer. In view 
of this, it does not appear necessary in 
the public interest that unproductive 
discount fares should continue to clutter 
up the tariffs indefinitely. In fact, with 
the new promotional fares now available 
on Allegheny’s system, generation from 
the IT fare would very likely be even 
less in the future that it has been in the 
past year. The carrier’s pleadings do not 
disclose that the carrier or tour operators 
have any plans to develop IT traflBc, or 
that the carrier has made any study or 
survey of trsifflc potential.* Moreover, due 
to the extremely limited volume of traffic 
involved, and with alternative discount 
fares now available, we foresee httle if 
any adverse inflationary impact as a re¬ 
sult oi suspension. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204, 403, 404, and 1002 thereof. 

It is ordered that: 
1. An Investigation be instituted to 

determine whether the provisions of 
Reference Marks “e”. Insofar as they 
i^ly to the SWE5 and YWE5 class fares 
from or to points in Canada, on 2nd Re¬ 
vised Page 54, 9th and 10th Revised 
Pages 128, 4th Revised Page 231, 7th and 
8th Revised Pages 299 and 6th and 7th 
Revised Pages 646 to C.A.B. No. 249 is¬ 
sued by Airline Tariff Publishing Com¬ 
pany, Agent, and practices affecting 
such provisions, are or will be unjust, 
unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, 
unduly preferential, unduly prejudicial, 
or otherwise unlawful, and, if found to 
be unlawful, to take appropriate action 
to prevent the use of such provisions or 
rules, regulations, or practices; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by 
the Board, the provisions on the tariff 
pages specified in paragraph 1 above are 
suspended and their use deferred to and 
including July 14, 1976 unless otherwise 
ordered by the Board, and that no 
changes be made therein during the pe¬ 
riod of suspension except by order or 
special permission of the Board; 

•We do not find persuasive the fact that 
ether carriers nuUntaln tour-basing fares. 
Tbeae fares are gen«*aUy successful In mar¬ 
kets which are heavily vacation oriented. 
Allegheny’s system is not of this character, 
a fact which In our judgment explains the 
1mA at suoceas of the fare. 

4 Thla order was transmitted to the Presi¬ 
dent on July 2,1975. 

3. This order shall be submitted to the 
President* and shall become effective 
July 11,1975; 

4. The investigation ordered herein be 
assigned for bearing before an Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge of the Board at a time 
and place hereafter to be designated; 
and 

5. Copies of this order be served upon 
Allegheny Airlines, Inc., American Air¬ 
lines, Inc., Delta Air Lines, Inc., Eastern 
Air Lines, Inc., Northwest Airlines, Inc., 
Trans World Airlines, Inc., and United 
Air Lines, Inc., which are hereby made 
parties to this proceeding. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc 75-18700 Plied 7-17-75;8;45 ami 

[Order 75-7-61, Dockets 27959, 27993, 27701] 

KOREAN AIR LINES CO., LTD. 

Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. on 
the 14th day of July, 1975. 

Korean Air lines Co., Ltd. (KAL) has 
filed tariff revisions, effective July 11, 
1975, proposing new 14/90-day group ex¬ 
cursion fares from points in the U.S. to 
Seoul.* The fares, proposed pursuant to 
instruction from the Government of the 
Republic of Korea, are intended to enable 
Koreans residing in the United States 
and Korean War veterans to visit Korea 
on the occasion of the 30th anniversary 
of Korean Independence and the 25th 
anniversary of the Korean War; to per¬ 
mit KAL to compete with similar fares in 
effect from the United States to Manila 
and Taipei; and to aid In the general 
promotion and development of Korean 
tourism. The initial tariff filing has since 
been revised to increase the minimum 
stay period to 30 days. 

By telegraphic complaint filed June 17, 
1975, Northwest Airlines, Inc. (North¬ 
west) requests that the proposed fares be 
suspended and investigated on the 
groimd that the 14-day minimum-stay 
period is unduly liberal and poses a seri¬ 
ous potential for diversion from normal- 
fare traffic. In a late complaint filed 
June 23, 1975, Pan American World Air¬ 
ways, Inc. (Pan American) likewise re¬ 
quests suspension or at the very least in¬ 
vestigation of the proposed fares. The 
carrier contends the Korean fares imder- 
cut every fare in the U.S.-Korea market 
except the lATA GIT and affinity group 
(70) fares; that revenue from the pro¬ 
posed fares would not cover the cost of 
carriage at anticipated load factors in 
the U.S.-Korea market; and that the 
fares cannot be expected to generate new 
traffic. 

•Air Tariffs Corporation, Agent, Tariff 
C.AB, No. 44, 22nd Revised Page 309 and 
Rule No. 297. 

Northwest’s complaint has been effec¬ 
tively mooted by KAL’s increase in the 
minimum stay period from 14 to 30 days. 
Thus, the proposed fares are identical to 
the government-ordered group fares 
presently available to destinations in the 
Philippine Islands and the Republic of 
China.* The only remaining issue raised 
by the complaints, therefore, is Pan 
American’s cemtention that the group 
fares are imeconomic. The Board has de¬ 
termined to dismiss the complaint inso¬ 
far as it seeks suspension on the basis 
that the proposed U.S.-Seoul fares, 
which produce a yield averaging 12 per¬ 
cent more than that derived from the 
similar group fares to Manila and Tai¬ 
pei, represent a legitimate competitive 
response on the part of KAL. However, 
the same potential for significant yield 
erosion exists here and, for this reason, 
we are ordering their investigation and 
consolidation with that Instituted by 
Orders 75-5-61 and 75-5-114. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, and 
particularly sections 204(a), 403, and 
1002(j) thereof. 

It is ordered that: 
1. An investigation be instituted to de¬ 

termine whether the fares and provi¬ 
sions set forth in the tariff pages in the 
Appendix hereto, and all subsequent revi¬ 
sions thereto, and rules, regulations and 
practices affecting such fares and provi¬ 
sions, are or will be unjust, unreasonable, 
imjustly discriminatory, unduly pref¬ 
erential, unduly prejudicial, or other¬ 
wise unlawful, and, if found to be unlaw¬ 
ful, to take appropriate action to prevent 
the use of such fares and provisions or 
rules, regulations, or practices; 

2. The investigation ordered herein be 
and hereby is consolidated into that in¬ 
stituted by Order 75-5-61 in Docket 27701 
which is designated Pacific Group Fares 
Investigation; 

3. Except to the extent granted herein, 
the complaints of Northwest Airlines, 
Inc. and Pan American World Airways, 
Inc., in Dockets 27959 and 27993 be and 
hereby are dismissed; and 

4. Copies of this order be served upon 
Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd., which is here¬ 
by made a party to Docket 27701, and 
upon Northwest Airlines, Inc., and Pan 
American World Airways, Inc. 

This order will be published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

ISEAL] Edwin Z. Holland, 
Secretary. 

•The UJS.-PhlllpplnM fares, which have 
been available since 1073, were recently ex¬ 
tended by government order through Febru¬ 
ary 29,1976. The Board adopted an order sus¬ 
pending the extension, but the Board’s action 
was disapproved by the President and the 
Board subsequently ordered an investigation 
of the fares. Order 76-5-61 (May 16, 1975). 
The XTJS.-Bepublle of China farse have been 
available since May 23, 1976 and were set for 
Investigation by Order 76-6-114 (May 28, 
1975). 
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Appendix 

Passenger Fares Tariff No. PF-4, CA.B, 
No. 44 

Issued by Air Tariffs Corporation. Agent 
On 8th Revised Page 82-Q, Rule 297 
On 22nd Revised Page 309, Table 121 
(PR D6C.7&-18701 Plied 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

COLORADO 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 Colorado 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 8 a.m. on 
August 23,1975, at the Quality Inn Motel, 
1840 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado 
80203. 

Persons wf 'ting to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman, 
or the Mountain States Regional Office 
of the Commission, Room 216, 1726 
Champa Street, Denver, Colorado 80202. 

The purpose of this meeting is to re¬ 
view and discuss the legal section of the 
Medlcal/Legal Access Project Report. 

nils meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., July 14, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Crxswell, Jr., 
Advtisory Committee 

Management Offfcer. 
|FR Doc.75-18707 Piled 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

MARYLAND STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice Is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Rules and Regula¬ 
tions of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights, that a planning meeting of the 
Maryland State Advisory Committee 
(SAC) to this Commission will convene 
at 8 p.m. on August 4, 1975, Johns Hop¬ 
kins University, Baltimore, Maryland. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Commission Chair¬ 
person, or the Mid-Atlantic Regional Of¬ 
fice of the Commission. Ro(Mn 510, 2120 
L Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20037. 

The purpose of this meeting is to: (1) 
Review data for Maryland S&L’s institu¬ 
tions. (2) Review draft project proposal, 
(3) Identify potential interviews for 
Maryland S&L hearing. 

This meeting will be conducted piu*- 
suant to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., July 15, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Crcswbll, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer, 
(PR Doc.75-1870e Piled 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

MICHIGAN 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 Michigan 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 1:30 pjn. on 
August 8. 1975, at Bergstein Room, Main 
Building. Delta College, University Cen¬ 
ter, Michigan 48710. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairper¬ 
son or the Midwestern Regional Office of 
the Commission, Room 1428, 230 South 
Dearborn Street, 32nd -Floor, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. 

The purpose of this meeting is to: (1) 
Review material for inclusion in report 
of the committee’s June hearing on 
Model Cities phase-outs, (2) Continue 
plans for the committee’s third com¬ 
munity development hearing. (3) Other 
old and new Inisiness. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., July 15, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswsll, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer. 
IPR Doc.76-18700 PUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

NEW MEXICO STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions q4 the rules and regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a press ccmference of the New Mex¬ 
ico State Advisory Committee (SAC) to 
this Commission will convene at 10 a.m. 
on August 13, 1975 at the Airport Marina 
Hotel 2910 Yale Blvd. SE. Albuquerque, 
New Mexico 87119. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee 
Chairman, or the Southwestern Re¬ 
gional Office of the Commission, Room 
231, New Moore Building. 106 Broculway, 
San Antonio, Texas 78205. 

The purpose of this press conference 
is to release Farmington Report. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., July 15, 
1975. 

Isaiah T. Criswkli,. Jr.. 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer. 
(FR Doe.76-18710 FUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENTS 

Availability 

Environmental impact statements re¬ 
ceived by the Council on Environmental 
Quality from July 7th through July 11, 
1975. The date of receipt for each state¬ 
ment is noted in the stat^ent summary. 
Under Council Guidelines the minimum 
period for public review and comment on 
draft environmental Impact statements 
In forty-five (45) days from this Federal 

Register notice of availability. (Sep¬ 

tember 1, 1975) The thirty (30) day 
period for each final statement begins on 
the day the statement is made available 
to the Council and to commenting par¬ 
ties. 

Copies of individual statements are 
available for review from the originating 
agency. Back copies will also be available 
at cost from the Environmental Law In¬ 
stitute, 1346 Connecticut Avenue, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20036. 

Department of AGaicin.TURE 

Contact: Dr. Fowden O. Maxwell, Coordi¬ 

nator of Environmental Quality Activities, 
Office of the Secretary, U.S. Department of 
Agrlcxilture, Room 3S9-A, Washington, D.C. 
20250, 202-447-8966. 

FOREST SERVICE 
Draft 

Willamette N.F., Land Use and Timber 

Management. Oregtm and Washington, 

July 10: The statement cmialders five alter¬ 
natives for the land use and timber man¬ 
agement plans for the 1,700,000 acre Willa¬ 

mette National Forest. Each of the plans em¬ 

phasizes develc^ment of one or more aspects 
of the land. Adverse Impacts depend entirely 
upon the alternative(s) chosen. (ELR Order 
No. 50992.) 

Shoshone N.F. Timber Management Plan, 
several counties In Wyoming, July 10: The 

statement concerns the revision of the 1963 
Timber Plan for the Shoshmie National 
Forest. It recommends forest management of 
2,160 acres of land annually. Less than one 

percent of the Forest will be treated In the 

ten years. Timber management will change 
the appearance of the landscape, and road 

construction would result. (ELR Order Mo. 
60091.) 

Final 

Kelly-Bullion Unit, Nezperce N.F.. Idaho 
County, Idaho, July 10: Propoeed Is the 
implementation of management guidance 

for the 39,100 acre KeUy-BnUlon Planning 

Unit at the Nezperce National Forest. Man¬ 
agement on the various management unite 

frill be directed towards wildlife, back- 
county, recreational mining, timber or for¬ 

age values: 20,067 acres will be placed under 

intensive timber management. The roadless 
and scenic qualities of the Salmon River 
Breaks and the Wind River Area will be 

protected under the plan. There will be ad¬ 

verse Inqiact to soU and wUdllfe habitat. 

Comments made by: EPA and DOI. (SLB 

Order No. 50989.) 

Final 

Deschutes, Remont, Ochoco, Wlnema 

N.F.'k, Herbicide, several counties In Oregon. 
July 8: The statement concerns tbs use of 
amltrole, atrazlne, dalapon. dlcamha, 2.4, 
5-T. 3,4-D, sUvez, and plcloram on the fol¬ 

lowing National Forests: Deschutes, Pte- 

mont, Ochoco, and Wlnema. The use of 

these chemicals wiU put herbicide residues 
Into the environment In varying amounts, 

depending upon the chemical used. The kill¬ 
ing of soms non-target species and the 

hazard of an altered habitat to wildlife are 

among the adverse Impacts of vegetation 
management. Comments made by: HEW, 
DOI. and state agencies. (ELR Order No. 
50984.) 

Huckleberry Planning Unit. Mt. Hood N.F., 
Clackamas County. Or^., July 8: The state¬ 

ment analyzes a propoeed land use manage¬ 
ment plan for the 30,000 acre Huckleberry 
Planning Unit. Zigzag Ranger District, Mt. 

Hood National Forest. The .unit contains 

20,800 acres of roadless areas. The unit would 

be divided Into 4 management areas for such 
uses as timber and water production, recrea¬ 
tion. grazing, and wildlife habitat: Unit D 
would be managed for backcountry and road- 
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less recreation, and would remain in an es¬ 
sentially unchanged natiural condition. There 
will be adverse Impact to air, water, and 
soil qualities from timber harvest and road 
construction, and Increased recreational use 

(91 pages). Comments made by: AMP, U8DA, 

COE, HUD, DOI, FPC, EPA, USCQ, State agen¬ 

cies, other organizations and individuals. 

(ELR Order No. 60986.) 

Rurai. Elsctkification Administration 

Draft 

Big Cajun No. 2 Power Station, Points 
Coupee County, La., .July 7: This project in¬ 
volves the construction of a new 1080-mega¬ 
watt coal-fired generating station on the 

Mississippi River near New Roads. Louisiana. 
The station will consist two 640 megawatt 

steam generating units and switching yards 

for related transmission. Adverse Impacts In¬ 
clude the release of some sulfur and nitrogen 
oxides and particulate matter into the 

atmosphere, removal of 1,714 acres of pasture 
land from agricultural productivity. Increased 

noise levels, slightly Increased Incidence of 

fogging. Increased large traffic on the river, 
the discharge of liquid wastes Into the river, 
increased coal mining, and temporary con¬ 

struction disruption (43 pages). (ELR Order 

No. 60978.) 

son, CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Final 

East Franklin Watershed, Franklin, Cata¬ 

houla, and Richland Counties, July 7: The 
statement refers to the construction of the 

East Franklin Watershed Project. The proj¬ 
ect Is for watershed protection, fiood preven¬ 
tion, and drainage in Franklin, Catahoula, 

and Richland Parishes. Louisiana. Approxi¬ 

mately 186 miles of channel work with ap¬ 
purtenant measures, construction of 28 struc¬ 

tures for water control, and measures to 

minimize adverse effects to fish and wildlife 
will be Installed. Adverse Impacts are loss of 

wildlife habitat, sedimentation and turbidity 

during construction, and increased tempera¬ 

tures on ponded areas. Comments made by: 

DOT, EPA, AHP, HEW, DOI, USCG, and COE. 

(ELR Order No. 60971.) 

Department of Detense 

' ARMY CORPS 

Contact: Mr. Francis X. Kelly, Director, 

Office of Public Affairs, Attn: DAEN-PAP, 

Office of the Chief of Engineers, UB. Army 
Corps of Engineers, 1000 Independence Ave¬ 

nue SW., Washington, D.C. 20314, 202-693- 

6861. 

Draft 
Brunswick Harbor Improvement, Glynn 

County, Ga., July 7: The project provides for 
improvements to Brunswick Harbor, Georgia 

including deepening East River and asso¬ 

ciated entrance channels, enlarging the exist¬ 

ing turning basin and maneuver area, and 

constructing two channels and a turning 
basin. Adverse Impacts associated with this 

project are loss of plankton and benthic 
organisms during dredging and temporary in¬ 

creases In turbidity and suspended solids 
(Savannah District). (ELR Order No. 50973.) 

Altamaha, Oconee and Ocmulgee Rivers, 
Snagging, several counties in Georgia, July 

11: The proposed action is the maintenance 

of the channels in the Altamaha, Ocomee, 
and Ocumulgee Rivers. The project will con¬ 

sist of selective clearing and snagging by 
snagging vessels within the 60 to 100 foot 
wide channel along a total stream length of 

474 miles for purposes of continued recrea¬ 
tion and navigation. Adverse Impacts include 
the reduction In potential fish habitat and 
encouragement of continued use by power 
boats (Savannah District). (ELR Order No. 

5i002.) 

Kings Bay Military Ocean Terminal, Per¬ 
mit, Camden County, Ga., July 11: Prc^iosed 
Is the granting of a permit for maintenance 
dredging of the turning basin and entrance 

channel serving Kings Bay Military Ocean 
Terminal In Kings Bay, Cumberland Sound, 

for the purpose of facilitating side access to 

regular deep-water channels, thereby sus¬ 
taining the standby mobilization status of 
the ocean terminal. Dredging will cause an 
Increase In suspended solids and turbidity. 
Disposal tolerations will alter present habi¬ 

tats existing on disposal sites, cause some 

displacement of animal and bird species uti¬ 
lizing disposal sites, and produce adverse Im¬ 
pact upon the visual aesthetics and/or scenic 

value of Cumberland Island (National Sea¬ 
shore designation) (Savannah District). 

(ELR Order No. 61003.) 
Elk Creek Lake^ several counties in Oregon, 

July 8: Proposed is the construction and 
operation of Elk Creek Lake, a component of 

the Rogue River Basin Project, for purposes 
of flood control, fish and wildlife enhance¬ 
ment, municipal and Industrial water sup¬ 

ply, Irrigation, recreation, area redevelop¬ 
ment, and water quality control. Construc¬ 

tion of the dam and reservoir would have the 

following adverse effects: inundation of 
about 1,200 acres of land; destruction of 

vegetation and wildlife populations cur¬ 
rently inhabiting the reservoir site; and the 

alteration of the natural environment by the 
addition of a man-made earth and rock em¬ 

bankment, landscaped visitor facilities, and 

a large body of water (Portland District). 
(ELR Order No. 50980.) 

Final 
Keneenaw Waterway, Houghton County, 

Michigan, July 10: The proposed action is the 
continued operation and maintenance of the 

Kenweenay Waterway. This activity Includes 
breakwater and revetment repair, dredging, 

and dredge material disposal. Adverse im¬ 
pacts Include increased turbidity, disruptions 

and covering of benthic dwelling organisms 

during dredging operation, and the effects of 
open-lake disposal into Lake Superior (St. 

Paul District). Comments made by: EPA, 
USDA, COE, HEW, DOI, and USCG. (ELR 

Order No. 50990.) 
Chartiers Creek Local Flood Protection 

Project, Washington and Allegheny Coun¬ 

ties, Pa., July 9: The statement refers to the 
continuation and completion of a flood pro¬ 

tection project consisting of two independent 
projects involving the widening, deepening, 

and realignment of Chartiers Creek through 

4.8 miles in the Canonsburg-Houston area of 
Washington County and 11.2 miles in the 
Camegle-BridgevlUe area of Allegheny 
County. Adverse impacts are long-term loss 

of wildlife habitat, and increased noise, air, 
and water pollution (Pittsburgh District). 
Comments made by: DOC, USDA, EPA, DOI, 
state, and local agencies. (ELR Order No. 

60986.) 

General Services Administration 

Contact: Mr. Andrew E. Kauders, Executive 

DirectOT of Environmental Affairs, General 
Services Administration, 18th and F Streets 

NW., Washington, D.C. 20405, 202-343-4161. 

Draft 

Fort Holabird Disposal, Baltimore County, 

Md., July 10: The action consists of the dis¬ 
posal of 226B5 acres of Fort Holabird, 
Baltimore City as follows: approximately 

179.20 acres through negotiated sale with the 
City of Baltimore, approximately 37 acres 

by assignment to the Bureau of Outdoor 

Recreation for conveyance to the City of 

BaltlmOTe for park and recreation purposes, 

approximately 4 acres by assignment to BOR 

for conveyance to Baltimore County, and 

approximately 6.66 acres through Sealed Bid 

Sale. Adverse effects to the environment 
would result from Increase In noise, emission 
pollutants due to increased traffic. Increase 
In sewage, water, and other utilities Includ¬ 
ing solid waste disposal. (ELR Order No. 
60988.) 

Federal Youth Center, Bastrop County, 

Texas, July 7: The project consists of con¬ 
struction of 145,000 square feet of space for 
a Federal Youth Center to be operated by the 
Bureau of Prisons near, the city of Bastrop, 
Texas. Adverse Impacts include minor in¬ 

creases in traffic voluiqs and noise at the 

site, slight degradation of air quality due 
to the Increased traffic, and temporary con¬ 
struction disruption (167 pages). (ELR Order 
No. 60977.) 

Final 

Border Patrol Sector Headquarters, Marfa. 

Preside County, Tex., July 7: Proposeid is the 
construction of a 4-bullding, 29,(X)0 square 
foot complex to house the operation of the 
Border Patrol, a branch of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. The complex will 

Include facilities for vehicle repair and 
storage and a parking Jot for 36 vehicles. The 
existing buildings on the 8.2-acre site will be 
used until completion of the new facility, 

and then removed. Construction disruption 
will result. Comments made by: DOT, AHP, 

COE, HEW, EPA, DOI, and USDA. (ELR 

Order No. 50974.) 

Department of HUD 

Contact: Mr. Richard H. Broun, Director, 
Office of Environmental Quality, Room 7258, 

451 7th Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 

202-756-6308. 

Draft 

Osceola Water Treatment Plant Improve¬ 
ments, Mississippi County, Ark., July 7: The 
proposed project is the renovation of exist¬ 
ing facilities to double the capacity of the 

present 1.5 MCD Osoeola water treatment 
plant. Project construction will cause tem¬ 

porary community disruption. Operation 

of the plant will result in the poesblllty of 
surface water quality degradation from 
sewage sludge lagoon overflow and of ground 
water quality degradation from sewage 
sludge lagoon seepage. (ELR Order No. 

60976.) 

Final 

Seminola NDP Area (No. 1), Dade County, 

Fla., July 10: The statement is the first of 

eight statements concerning the Dade 

Ck>upty Neighborhood Development Program. 

The program is currently In its fifth year of 
execution proposing urban renewal In eight 
areas. Relocation of families and individuals 

is largely accomplished. There will be con¬ 
struction disruption. (ELR Order No. 50994.) 

Edison Park NDP Area (No. 2), Dade 
County, Fla., July 10. (ELR Order No. 50995.) 

Central NDP Area (No. 3), Dade County, 
Fla., July 10. (ELR Order No. 60996.) 

Coconut Grove NDP Area (No. 4), Dade 

County, Fla., July 10. (ELR Order No. 60997.) 

South Miami NDP Area (No. 6), Dade 

County, Fla., July 10. (ELR Order No. 60998.) 

Perrlne NDP Area (No. 7), Dade County, 

Fla., July 10. (ELR Order No. 50999.) 

Goulds NDP Area (No. 8), Dade County, 

Fla., July 10. (ELR Order No. 51000.) 

The Model City Area (Area No. 9), Dade 

County, Fla., July 10, (ELR Order No. 61001). 

The following are Community Develop¬ 

ment Block Grant statements prepared and 
circulated directly by applicants pursuant to 

section 104(h) of the 1974 Housing and Com¬ 
munity Development Act. Cc^les may be ob¬ 
tained from the office of the appropriate local 
chief executive. (Copies are not available 
from HUD). 

FEDiRAL REGISTER, VOL 40. NO. 139—FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1975 



NOTICES 30311 

SECTION 104(H) 

Draft 
WUliamson Creek Sewer Line^ Texas, 

July 8: Pix^xjsed Is the installation at k 
aewer trunk line to serve northeastern Tem¬ 
ple, including a presently undevel<^>ed area 
proposed for residential development. The 
project will encourage development In north¬ 
east Temple. Construction disruption will re¬ 
sult. (ELR Order No. 50981.) 

DEPAXTUENT of iNTERIOa 

Contact: Mr. Bruce Blanchard, Director, 
Environmental Project Review, Room 7260, 
Department of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20240, 202-343-3891. 

BTTKEAU or LAND MANAGEMENT 

Draft 

Increased Leasing, 10 Million Acres, OCS, 
July 11: Proposed Is the acceleration of 
Outer Contlnenial Shelf oil and gas leasing 
In the years 1976 through 1978 by conducting 
six lease sales each year. Including lease sales 
In some or all frontier areas by 1978. Many 
of these areas have little or no history of 
OCS (ril and gas development. The possible 
environmental Impacts of such an increase 
are examined and several scenarios are pre¬ 
sented by which this nropoeal <x>uld be af¬ 
fected (3 vcdumes). (SLR Order No. 61004.) 

Depaxtmknt or Transpobtation 

Contact: Mr. Martin ConvLsser, Director, 
Office of Environmental Affairs, 400 7th Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20690, 202-426-4367. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Detroit-Wayne Co. Airport, Runway (Sup¬ 
plement), Wayne County, Mich., July 9: The 
statement is to supplement an els filed with 
CEQ 10 April 1974. The specific Issues ad¬ 
dressed (insist of those in the opinion of 
the US District Court, Eastern District of 
Michigan, Southern Division. Data Is In¬ 
cluded to rectify the omission of informa¬ 
tion In the statement which the court found 
misleading. The minimum review period of 
this draft supplement shall be thirty days 
from July 9, 1976 (August 8. 1976). (ELR 
Order No. 60987.) 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

U.S. 56, Kauai Belt Road, Hanalei to Kali- 
hlwal, Kauai County. Hawaii, July 8: The 
project entails the realignment and widening 
to 2 lanes of a 3.5 mllp segment of Kuhlo 
Highway (FAP 56) located in the Hanalei Dis¬ 
trict, Island of Kauai. Adverse environmental 
impacts Include the displacement of 0 to 4 
homee, increased noise along the route. In¬ 
creased nitrogen oxide emissions, the re¬ 
moval of as many as 6 large trees and several 
smaller trees, and temporary construction 
disruption (106 pages). (ELR Order No. 
50979.) 

KY 80 (Somerset-London Road). Pulaski 
and Laurel Counties, Ky., July 7: The pro¬ 
posed (instruction of KY 80, 1 4-lane high¬ 
way, begins near Rockcastle River (Pulaski 
County) and terminates 4A miles eastward 
near existing KY 80 and Bernstadt (Laurel 
County). Adverse effects Include Increased 
noise levels along the new route, loss of 140 
acres of wildlife habitat and some vegeta¬ 
tion, displacement of 1 to 4 homes, limited 
erosion and sedimentation during (instruc¬ 
tion, and temporary <instructl(m disruption. 
(ELR Order No. 50975.) 

Draft 

U.S. 31-E, Allen County, Ky.. July 8: Pro¬ 
posed is the relocation of a portion of UB. 
31-E from 2.2 miles North of the Tennessee 

State line to the point of Intersection with 
UB. 231 near the West City Limits of Scitts- 
nile. Negative Impacts of the reconstruction 
of the 6.42 mile segment Include the disrup¬ 
tion and relocation of homes and businesses, 
grave relocations, hampered traffic move¬ 
ments during construction, and disruption of 
sanitary facilities. The project may also cause 
an Increase In air and noise pollution. (ELR 
Order No. 60082.) 

Salem-Peabody Connector Road and 
Bridge. Essex County. Mass., July 10: Pro¬ 
posed is the construction of a new arterial 
roadway through Peatxxly and Salem paral¬ 
leling Lowell. Main, Boston, and Bridge 
Streets and directly Unking the Northshore 
communities in the area with Route 128. Two 
alternatives are (insldered. The project wlU 
displace 5 to 8 houses and 19 to 21 businesses. 
Construction disruption and noise and air 
poUutlon wlU result. (ELR Order No. 60993.) 

Appalachian Corridor “H", Lorentz to El¬ 
kins, Upshur, Barhour, and Randolph Coun¬ 
ties, W. Va., July 9: The statement con(irns 
three consecutive west to east segments of 
Corridor “H” of the Appalachian Develop¬ 
ment Highway System. The entire project 
will run for 25.4 miles and will be divided 
with two lanes In each direction. The project 
will displace 19 businesses and 48 families 
and will require several stream relocations 
and adjustments. The Improvement In ac- 
(issibllity to this area which the proposed 
projects will provide should attract new In¬ 
dustry to the area and stimulate the growth 
of existing Industries and buslne.sses. (ELR 
Order No. 50983.) 

Final 

Poughkeepsie East-West Arterial and SH 
549, Dutchess County, N.Y.. July 7: The pro¬ 
pose project is the construction of the 
Poughkeepsie East-West Arterial and Pough¬ 
keepsie-Pleasant Valley, S.H. 649 to complete 
the arterial. Arterial length is 5.75 miles. 
The project will displace 38 businesses and 
271 families. A 4(f) review has been filed to 
obtain land from five public/private owned 
park/recreatlon areas. An increase In air, 
noise and water pollution will occur (101 
pages). Comments made by: USDA, DOC, 
HEW, PPC, EPA, COE. DOT. DOI, state, 
county, regional, and local agencies (ELR 
Order No. 50972.) 

Gary L. Widman, 

General Counsel. 
|FR Doc.76-18664 Piled 7-17-75:8:46 am) 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

TRESPASSING ON ADMINISTRATION 
PROPERTY 

Burlington Plant; Revocation of Notices 

The notice with respect to the Burling¬ 
ton Plant dated October 12.1965 appear¬ 
ing at pages 13276 and 13277 of the Fed¬ 
eral Register of October 19, 1965 (P.R. 
Doc. 65-11090) and the notice with re¬ 
spect to the Security Communications 
Systems (SECOM) Site dated Novem- 
b^ 30, 1972 appearing at page 26053 of 
the Federal Register of December 7, 
1972 (F.R. Doc. 72-20970) are revoked 
as of June 28, 1975. 

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 30th 
day of June, 1975. 

Alfred D. Starbird, 
Assistant Administrator for 

National Security. 
(FR Doc.76-18832 Plied 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL 396-2] 

CALIFORNIA STATE MOTOR VEHICLE 
POUUTiON CONTROL STANDARDS 

Waiver of Federal Preemption 

I. Introduction. On May 8, 1975, the 
EJnvironmental Protecttoi^Agency, by no¬ 
tice published in the Federal Register 
(40 FR 20130), announced a public hear¬ 
ing pursuant to section 209(b) of the 
Clean Air Act (the “Act”) as amended 
.(42 UJ5.C. 1857f-6a(a), 81 Stat. 501, Pub. 
L. 91-604). That healing was called to 
consider a request by the State of Cali¬ 
fornia that the Administrator waive ap¬ 
plication of section 209(a) of the Act 
with respiect to the California evapora¬ 
tive hydrocarbon emission standard and 
accompanying SHED (Sealed Housing for 
Evaporative Determinations) test proce¬ 
dure applicable to 1977 and subsequent 
model year light duty motor vehicles. 
Section 209(b) of the Act requires the 
Administrator to grant such waiver, after 
public hearing, unless he finds that the 
State of California does not require 
standards more stiingeat than applicable 
Federal standards to meet compelling 
and extraordinary conditions, or that 
such State standards and accompanying 
enforcement procedures are not consist¬ 
ent with section 202(a) of the Act. State 
standards and enforcement procedures 
are deemed to be consistent with sec¬ 
tion 202(a) if adequate technology exists 
with which to meet them. If adequate 
lead tJmg is available in which to imple¬ 
ment that technology, and if the accom¬ 
panying enforcement procedures are con¬ 
sistent with the Federal procedures. 

The public hearing was held in Los 
Angeles, California, on May 28, 1975. 
The record was kept open until June 6, 
1975, for the submission of written ma¬ 
terial, data or arguments by interested 
persons. 

I have determined that the statutory 
criteria of section 209(b) of the Act have 
not been met, and therefore that I must 
deny the requested waiver of Federal 
preemption. The record of the bearing 
and the other evidence available to me 
clearly establish that although compel¬ 
ling and extraordinary conditions exist 
in the State of California, adequate tech¬ 
nology exists with which to meet the 
standard and the accompanying enforce¬ 
ment procedures are consistent with 
Federal procediures, there is insufficient 
lead time available in which to apply 
that technology to the 1977 model year 
C^fornia vehicles. However, I have also 
determined that sufficient lead time does 
exist in which to apply that technology 
to the 1978 model year, and therefore 
I am today granting a waiver of Federal 
preemption to California for its evapo¬ 
rative emission standard and SHED test 
procedure for the 1978 and subsequent 
model years, to the extent that a Federal 
standard of equal or greater stringency 
is not subsequently established for any 
such model year. 
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In addition, the hearing record clearly 
reveals a high probability, that the auto 
industry could meet an evaporative emis- 
sion standard based on the SHED test 
not just in California, but nation-wide, 
by the 1978 model year. Accordingly, in 
view of the very substantial emission 
control benefits that would be realized 
by such an approach, and the desira¬ 
bility of a uniform national standard, I 
am pledging EPA’s best efforts to estab¬ 
lish such a standard at the Federal level 
for 1978, rather than for 1979 as I had 
previoiidy annoimced. 

n. Background. In order to place the 
decision I am rendering today in proper 
perspective, I believe that it is appro¬ 
priate to briefiy recall the past history of 
evi^rative emission control. 

The State of California took an early 
interest in the evaporative hydrocarboa 
emission problem. In November of 1966, 
the CalifcHmia Motor Vehicle Pollution 
Control Bocu-d (MVPCB) proposed in¬ 
terim standards to achieve an 80% re¬ 
duction ot baseline evaporative emissions 
from imcontroUed vehicles. The proposed 
test procedure involved a “carbon trap” 
ai^roach whereby the vapors from spe¬ 
cific soiu'ces on the vehicle would be col¬ 
lected by attaching charcoal canisters to 
those points, lliis pn^x)6al never took 
effect, for three months later in Febru¬ 
ary of 1967 the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (HEW) issued 
proposed evaporative emission standards. 
The Federal proposal included a “SHED” 
test procedure which Involved placing the 
vehicle inside a sealed enclosure to meas¬ 
ure the total diurnal and hot soak emis¬ 
sions from all sources.* However, that 
procedure had not been substantiated by 
quantitative data at that time, and was 
replaced by essentially the same pro¬ 
cedure as had been pr(^x>sed earlier by 
the MVPC7B. ITiat pro<^ure, as revised 
after comments, was published as a Fed¬ 
eral regulation on June 4, 1968 (33 FR 
8304). A 6 g/test standard was made ap¬ 
plicable to the 1971 model year nation¬ 
wide, while the MVPCB adopted it for 
the 1970 model year. Subsequently, the 
standard was lowered to 2 g/test for 1972 
vehicles nationwide, and the Federal 
evaporative regulations have remained 
unciianged since that time. 

However, work on the use of a sealed 
enclosing to measure evaporative emis¬ 
sions continued even after a different 
approach had been chosen for regulatory 
purposes. The refinements in the pro¬ 
cedure which resulted from this work led 
to the publishing in July of 1972 by the 
Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) 
of a formal recommended test procedure, 
SAE J171(a), entitled. “Measurement 
of Fuel Evaporative Emissions Using the 
Enclosure Technique.” 

I'lMumal*’ emlasions are deOned as those 
caused by the daUy traiperatiuv variations 
to which the fuel system is exposed. “Hot 
soak” emlSBlons are those which occur fol¬ 
lowing hot vehicle operation, and are the 
result of the increase in carburetor and in- 
duotlon system tonperatures, which causes 
fuel boiling and the expulskm of fuel vapors. 

During 1972, the effectiveness of the 
carbon trs4> procedure for determining 
evaporative emissions became suspect. 
Concern on this point was triggered by 
the questionable (Le., tmrealisticaUy 
low*) evaporative measurements which 
were being recorded by the carbon trap 
procedure during EPA certification tests. 
These results led to the adoption by EPA 
of the SAE J171(a) procedure for use in 
a program to measure the actual evapo¬ 
rative emissions from vehicles in use.* In 
that program comparative tests were 
conducted on both controlled and un¬ 
controlled vehicles (1957-1971 model 
years). From the results of that and the 
next two years’ surveillance programs, 
it became clear the carbon trap proce¬ 
dure is inadequate for meesuilng the 
actual evaporative emissions of a vehicle, 
for the data revealed only a marginal 
improvement in evaporative «nissions 
(particularly hot soak losses) between 
the uncontrolled and the controlled ve- 

^For the 1971-74 Federal Vehicle certifica¬ 
tion, the evaporative emission test results 
always averaged less than 1.0 g/test, with 
30% or more of the tests measuring less than 
0.1 g/test. Of the values less than 0.1 g/test, 
roughly 60% were 0.0 g/test, a reading which 
almost invariably meant that the test netted 
a negative canister weight change. 

■“Automotive Exhaust Emission Surveil¬ 
lance—A Summary.” by Calspan Corporation, 
AFTD 1644, May 1073. 

* Standard. 

The table shows that the “controlled” 
vehicles tested gave results of from 26 
to 31 g/test, although they had been 
certified to either a 6 or a 2 g/test stand¬ 
ard, as measured by the canister 
method. Furthermore, the results for 
1973, the only year in which comparison 
canister tests were performed on the in- 
use vrtiicles, show that those vehicles 
gave an average evaporative emission 
level of only .5 g/test, well within the 
2 g/test standard, when tested by the 
canister method, even though the SHED 
test results averaged 31 g/test. 

The table also illustrates how inef¬ 
fective the current control systems are 
in reducing evaporative emissions. 
Through the use of a formula* for re¬ 
lating g/test to g/ml, these data Indi- 

>g/ml equlvalent=[diurnal + 4.7 (hot 
soak) ] /36 miles. The 4.7 hot soaks per day 
Is based on the foUowlng study: D. H. 
Kearin and R. L. Lamoureaux. “A Survey of 
Average Driving Patterns In the Los Angeles 
Urban Area.” TM-(L)-4119/000/01, System 
Development Corp., Santa Monica, Cali¬ 
fornia, February 28,1969. 

hides. Yet those same introlled” ve¬ 
hicles had been certified to extremely 
low levels of evaporative emissions. 
Clearly, neither the control systems to 
reduce evaporative emissions nor the test 
procedure employed to measure that re¬ 
duction is adequate for the task assigned 
to it. 

Based on these EPA test results, the 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) 
initiated its own surveillance program in 
early 1975. The results of their testing 
of both controlled and uncontrolled ve¬ 
hicles (model years 1964 through 1975), 
were consistent with the findings of the 
earlier EPA studies. The ARB on April 
16, 1975, therefore adopted an evapora¬ 
tive emission standard of 6 g/test of 
hydrocarbons applicable V> the 1977 and 
subsequent model years, as measured by 
the SHED technique (SAE J171(a), with 
modifications), and on April 23. 1975, 
requested a waiver of Federal preemp¬ 
tion for this standard and test proce¬ 
dure. It is that waiver request which is 
the subject of this decision. 

m. Discussion—1. The Merits of the 
SHED Test. No manufacturer denied 
that the SHED test is technically supe¬ 
rior to the present (carbon trap) method 
of mesisuring evaporative enilsslons. A 
table setting forth the Los Angeles area 
results of the surveillance programs de¬ 
scribed above will show just how great 
that superiority is. 

cate that only an 11-28 percent im¬ 
provement in emissions has been 
achieved by the vehicles with those sys¬ 
tems, while an Improvement of more 
than 90-95 percent was sought. In ad¬ 
dition, it can be estimated that the 
potential hydrocarbon emission levels 
achievable by the imposition of a 6 gram 
SHED test standard would be about 0.7 
g/nil, which represents a reduction in 
the range of 1.3-1.8 g/mi—substantially 
greater than the difference between the 
current Federal exhaust emission 
standard of 1.5 g/mi and the ultimate 
statutory goal of a .41 g/ml standard. 

2. Objections to granting the waiver. 
Witnesses at the hearing raised two ar¬ 
guments of a legal nature tui to why the 
waiver should not be granted. 

The Motor Vehicle Manufacturers As¬ 
sociation and others contended that 
since the California approach to meas¬ 
uring evaporative emlibions was pro- 
cedurally quite different from the Fed¬ 
eral carbon trap test method, the 
“enforcement procedures” for the Cali¬ 
fornia standard failed to meet the stat¬ 
utory requirement that they be “con- 

Shed results . Canister results 

Model year Diurnal Hot soak Total Orams per Percent Certifleatlon Averaxe 
(grains per (grams per (grains per mile improT*- standard level 

1057 to 1909. 26 16 41 2.8 6 None. 
1970 to 1971. IH 12 80 2.1 85 6 . 
1972. 14 12 26 2.0 28 2 . 
1978. 16 18 31 2.5 11 2 0.6 
1978 (CaUf.).;;.. *1 *5 »C .7 IS. 

I Estimated. 
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sistent with section 202(a)” of the Clean 
Air Act, 

This argument misses an Important 
distinction. No emission standard has 
meaning unless it is stated in terms of a 
test procedure by which the numbers in 
the standard itself is expressed) are 
peatable way. Yet, as I stated in my de¬ 
cision allowing California to establish 
its own 1977 exhaust emission stand¬ 
ards, the basic purpose of section 209(b) 
is to allow California to have its own 
emission standards when it thinks it 
needs them. 

The argiunent can be made, then, that 
since test procedures we necessarily 
part of the definition of any standard, 
Califomia is free to state its standards 
in terms of any test procedure it wishes, 
as long as the various procedures for 
enforcing that standard and test pro¬ 
cedure are consistent with those Fed¬ 
erally adopted. On such a reading, Cali¬ 
fornia would clearly be entitled to the 
waiver, since the main enforcement 
mechanism it has chosMi—certifica¬ 
tion—is identical in concept to a Fed¬ 
eral enforcement mechanism, and the 
particular certification procedures to be 
used in 1977 (other than those In which 
the standard itself is expressed) are 
very close to and fully compatible with 
those EPA itself plans to use for future 
years. This would include, for example, 
vehicle selection, mileage accumulation, 
and maintenance procedures. 

It might also be argued, however, that 
the Congressional concern for consist¬ 
ency extends to the test procedure in 
which the standard itself is expressed, 
and that this dictates a denial of Cali¬ 
fornia’s application since the use of a 
SHED is concededly quite different from 
use of the carbon canister method. 

Assuming the legal premise without 
conceding it, I do not believe the argu¬ 
ment drawn from it is valid in this par¬ 
ticular context. It would have force if 
the question concerned exhaust emis¬ 
sion controls, where there has never 
been any reason why Califomia could 
not express the more stringent stand¬ 
ard it wanted in terms of the Federal 
test procedme. Here, by contrast, there 
is no way in which Califomia can move 
to the more stringent evaporative con¬ 
trols which it has concluded are re¬ 
quired except through a change in the 
test procedure by which the standard 
itself is established. Since the basic pur¬ 
pose of Section 209 Is to allow Cali¬ 
fornia to have more stringent standards 
at its own option, to reject California’s 
application for "inconsistency” in these 
circumstances would be to make "the 
tail wag the dog.” 

A separate kind of problem with "con¬ 
sistency” might develop if the test pro¬ 
cedure by which the Califomia emission 
standard was expressed was so different 
from the Federal procedure as to call for 
a technical effort of a different nature, 
along different lines. In those circum¬ 
stances each vehicle would have to be 
tested by both procedures, since they 
would measure different things, and 
there would be at least a substantial 

probability that the two test results 
would have little or no correlation with 
one another. ’There would be no assur¬ 
ance that a vehicle which passes one of 
Uie tests would also pass the other, nor 
would there be any method of efflectively 
measuring the relative stringency of the 
two requirements. This is not the case 
here. Virtually all witnesses conceded 
that what the SHED test would require 
is a more intense effort to perfect the 
technology that is currently required, 
probability Uiat the two test results 
The proof of that is in the technical 
Judgment expressed by several witnesses, 
with which EPA concurs, that a car 
which passes the Califomia SHED test 
will almost certainly pass the Federal 
canister test as well. In consequence, 
EPA will accept a vehicle’s passing the 
California SHED test in certification 
as vtdld evidence that the Federal 
evaporative standard has been com¬ 
pile wlUi for certification purposes. 
However, since the record reveals and 
it is reasonable to expect that ex¬ 
haust emissions may be infiuenced by the 
evaporative emission control system (i.e., 
hydrocarbons Introduced due to purging 
of the storage canister to the engine or 
exhaust system during the exhaust emis¬ 
sion test). especially as exhaust emission 
levels are further reduced and evapora¬ 
tive emissions more effectively controlled, 
the present regulations will be amended 
to provide that in all cases the diurnal 
heat build porticm of the evaporative test 
procedure will continue to be required 
as a portion of the preconditioning for 
the exhaust emission test. 

’The only situation^ then, in which a 
manufacturer might be faced with the 
prospect of testing a given vehicle both 
by the SHED test and by the carbon 
canister method due solely to the lack of 
Identity of test procedures is where that 
vehicle had failed the California evap¬ 
orative test but would have passed the 
Federal test, and he wished to withdraw 
the vehicle from the Califomia market 
and qualify it without modification for 
sale in the other 49 states. To state this 
sequence of events is enough to show that 
the likelihood of its occurring Is low, and 
even in those rare instances where these 
events might come to pass, surely the 
impact on the manufacturer of running 
an additional test, after he has already 
expended an 18 month effort of tech¬ 
nology application and production 
facility preparation (see 4. Lead Time, 
below), is comparatively a trivial mat¬ 
ter. In light of these practical considera¬ 
tions, I believe this argument should be 
relegated to a de minimis status, and 
should not override the reasons which 
have been stated above for finding the 
“consistency” requirement satisfied. 

’The second argument was that the 
particular test procedure adopted by Cal¬ 
ifomia was originally designed as a re¬ 
search tool and is both too cumbersome 
and too imprecise to be legally acceptable 
SIS a method of determining compliance. 
However, the JlTKa) procedure is com¬ 
monly conceded to be technically accu¬ 
rate, and many of the witnesses testified 

as to its superiority over the canister 
technique. Merely because it may be sub¬ 
ject to improvement is no reason to re¬ 
ject it. Although my decision does not 
rest on this basis, we note that Califomia 
is still refining the details of its approach 
and that it is likely many of the present 
objections of the auto companies can be 
resolved. Indeed, the ARB representa¬ 
tives testified that they plan to work 
closely with the manufacturers to refine 
the outstanding details of the procedure 
and they solicited the cooperation of the 
industry in this matter. I am confident 
that a satisfactory and mutually accept¬ 
able procedure can result from this 
process, particularly since under by de¬ 
cision no SHED test will be implemented 
until the 1978 model year. 

3. Technology, Consistency with sec¬ 
tion 202(a) requires that there be tech¬ 
nology available to meet the proposed 
standards. ’The manufacturers have 
maintained that that technology is still 
in the development stage and thus is not 
available. However, for the reasons 
stated below, I have concluded that such 
technology is available, witiiin the mean¬ 
ing of section 202(a) of the Act. 

Section 202(a) (2) requires that I must 
allow a sufficient period"* • • to permit 
the development and application of the 
requisite technology • • •” before a reg¬ 
ulation prescribed under that subsection 
shall take effect. From all the informa¬ 
tion available to me, I have determined 
that the state ol the art of the contnd of 
evaporative emissions is such that the 
additional engineering required to pro¬ 
vide effective systems for a wide range 
of vehicle sizes and models miist be char¬ 
acterized as the "aiH)lication” of existing 
technology, rather than the "develop¬ 
ment” of new technology. 

This conclusion is based upon two ma¬ 
jor factors. First, the test results pre¬ 
sented at the hearing demonstrated that 
the systems needed for many vehicles 
are either presently available or nearly 
fully developed. As both the ARB and 
General Motors data Indicated, the 
present production version of the OM 
Vega utilizes an evaporative system 
which effectively controls emissions to 
levels well below the 6 g/test standard 
(less than 2.0 g/test, according to the 
ARB). ’The Vega system consists pri¬ 
marily of a carbon canister to store the 
evaporative emissions from the fuel tank 
and Uie engine’s fuel induction system, 
and includes the venting of the carburet¬ 
or fioat bowl to the carbon canister. In 
addition, OM submitted data for two 
other production and nine experimental 
vehicles which passed a 6 gram SHED 
test. While it is understood that many 
of the experimental improaches in¬ 
volved were not Intended to be repre¬ 
sentative of systems sufficiently refined 
at this point for application to produc¬ 
tion vehicles, nevertheless, the data do 
Indicate that the basic design concept 
needed to achieve the required level of 
control is understood and that many of 
the design parameters which must be 
tailored to Individual applications are at 
advanced stages of development Uke- 
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wise, the Volkswagen data indicated 
that many of their vehicles can either 
presently meet the 6 g/test standard, or 
will be able to meet It with the applica¬ 
tion of present knowledge associated 
with the control systems. 

Second, based on tests conducted at 
the EPA laboratory facilities at Ann Ar¬ 
bor, Michigan, it appears that diinmal 
emissions can be limited to less than .5 
g/test when a leak-tight control system 
vented through a carbon canister of suf¬ 
ficient capacity is utilized. 

The major problem therefore seems to 
Involve the control of hot soak emis¬ 
sions. In the opinion of my technical 
staff, control of those emissions depends 
prhmuily on (1) venting the carburetor 
bowl and air cleaner to the charcoal 
canister, (2) properly modifsdng the hi- 
temal configuration of the carburetor to 
Insure that the hot soak vapors are in 
fact routed Into the storage canister, 
and (3) when the engine Is in operation, 
properly routing the stored fuel vapors 
to ^e engine or exhaust system for sub¬ 
sequent oxidation. 

Therefore, I believe it is proper to 
find that technology is available, in that 
a valid design concept is here now, and 
there is reason to conclude that it can 
readily be suTplied to a wide range of 
production v^lcles. The engineering 
which may still be needed to adopt that 
concept, such as carburetor and “plumb¬ 
ing” changes or increased canister ca¬ 
pacity, are suflBclently minor in nature 
that Uiey should more projjerly be de¬ 
scribed as the “application,” rather 
than the “development” of that concept. 

4. Lead Time. Although I have de¬ 
termined that the technology does exist, 
the statute also requires a finding that 
there is sufficient lead time to apply it 
before a waiver may be granted. As is 
the case with all of the other findings 
required by section 209, the manufac¬ 
turers have the burden of demonstrating 
that this coDdltion is not met. As to this 
P(^t, I cxmclude they have discharged 
that burden. 

<i) The lead time involved miist be 
spent in both translating the available 
techndk)gy into a form satisfactory for 
mais-production, and tooling and set¬ 
ting up the facilities to actually produce 
Ihe vdilcles. The record indicates lliat 
the two companies which have done Uie 
most KIED testing and appear to be 
furthest advanced—^Fu'd and General 
Motors—could meet the proposed stand¬ 
ard on about half their mo^ls by Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1977, or in C^'s case perhaps 
sooaewhat before. Both companies, how¬ 
ever, argued that several more months 
of engineering work to apply the tech¬ 
nology—perhaps as many as six—fol¬ 
lowed a year at more of lead time for 
setting up production facilities wotdd 
be needed to meet the standard on the 
rest of their vehicles. Although the pos¬ 
sibility exists that these estimates may 
be unduly pessimistic, plausible reasons 
for them were given by the witnesses for 
these two companies and no concrete 
reasons for not acc^;>ting them were ad¬ 
vanced by ARB or anyone else. 

(ii) Almost all other manufacturers 
have done considerably less of the basic 

application testing than Fcnxl or OM. 
Many foreign manufactin^rs <lo not yet 
have SHEDs. It is reasonaUe to oon- 
chxle that the late start of these manu¬ 
facturers relative to FV>rd and OM win 
result in a corresponding Inability to 
produce vehicles meeting the standards 
as early as those two could. 

(ill) Against this background, I con¬ 
clude that the indiistry has met its bur¬ 
den of proof that the technology to meet 
the California standard, though avail¬ 
able in one sense, simply cannot be ap¬ 
plied to production vehicles in time for 
the 1977 model year. 

rv. Commitment to Federal effort. Al¬ 
though, for the reasons given above, I 
believe the record reveals that the Cali¬ 
fornia standard cannot be met in 1977, 
the record Is equally clear that that 
standard could be met not just in Cali¬ 
fornia, but nationwide, in 1978. Indeed, 
Ford took the initiative in suggesting 
that, in the interest of achieving imiform 
national standards the target date for a 
Federal standard be accelerated to 1978, 
and stated that “the probability is high” 
that such a target date could be met. 
Toyota, Subaru and Volkswagen each’ 
stated affirmatively that a 1978 target 
date for a national standard was reason¬ 
able. Although General Motors declined 
to make the same statement, a develop¬ 
ment flow chart included in their testi¬ 
mony which they said represented a 
“reasonable and economical” develop¬ 
ment schedule show’s all necessary steps 
completed in time fof a normal 1978 
Introduction date. 

In these circximstances, considering 
the very significant hydrocarbon emis¬ 
sion reductions which can be attained 
by adopting the SHED technique, and 
considering the desirability of a uniform 
national standard, I believe I would be 
remiss if I did not pledge EPA’s best 
efforts to establish a Federal SHED 
standard for the 1978 model year. - 

The question may be raised as to why 
I am not today proposing spedflc Federal 
regulations to more effectively control 
evaporative emissions. Although in light 
of this decision such an action may ap¬ 
pear appropriate, several practical con¬ 
cerns prevent me from taking It at this 
time. These concerns include the follow¬ 
ing: (1) There remain several important 
test procedure details wdiich require 
resolution, (2) required Environmental 
and Inflationary Impact Statements have 
yet to be prepared, and (3) the review 
process for Federal regulations is more 
lengthy and comprehensive than the 
California process. 

Several witnesses at the hearing ex¬ 
pressed concern tJiat the final California 
test procedure and any eventual Federal 
procedure be sufficiently alike so as not 
to hinder the progress of evaporative 
emission control by adopting a later pro- 
cedme wdilch requires major changes in 
the approach to the problem. I whole¬ 
heartedly agree with this position. It is 
the current judgment of my technical 
staff that any modifications or r^ne- 
ments which EPA may need to make 
with respect to SAE J171(a) will not 
require new design approaches or major 

test equipment changes on the part of 
the manufacturers. 

V. Decision. A decision to take future 
8t<^s toward establishing a Federal 1978 
SHED standard, however, does not dis¬ 
pose of the California waiver application 
currently pending before me. For the 
reasons given above, I feel I must deny 
this application for the 1977 model year. 
However, California made clear to us 
that they are interested in obtaining a 
waiver for 1978 If they cannot have it 
for 1977. Therefore, I hereby waive the 
application of section 209(a) to the State 
of California with respect to section 1976, 
Title 13, California Administrative Code, 
as adopted on April 16, 1975, and 
amended on May 14, 1975, entitled 
“Standards and Test Procedures for Fuel 
Evaporative Emissions,” Insofar as it ap¬ 
plies to the 1978 and subsequent model 
years. Upon the promulgation of the 
Federal standard and accompanying 
test procedure, the waiver will be re¬ 
viewed with regard to the Issues of the 
relative stringency and the consistency 
of the Federal and the California re¬ 
quirements, and any appropriate action 
will be taken at that time. 

As noted earlier, inasmuch as the 6 
g/test SHED standard is obviously more 
stringent than the 2 g/test Federal 
standard, in the event that no Federal 
SHED standard is established for 1978, 
EPA will accept the California SHED 
test results as valid evidence that the 
Federal evap>orative emission standard 
has been met. However, the diurnal heat 
build portion of the SHED test pro- 
cedme, since it may Influence exhaust 
emission results, will be required as a 
portion of the preconditioning for the 
exhaust emission test. 

Dated: July 11, 1975. 

Russell E. Train, 

Administrator. 
|FR Doc.75-18613 FUed 7-17-75:8:45 ami 

[FRL 402-2; PF 12) 

PESTICIDE PETITIONS 

Rilng 

PeUiums pre^aifig the establisliment 
of pesticide tolerances in or on certain 
raw agricultural commodities have been 
filed with the Environmental Protection 
Agency. Notice is given pursuant to the 
provisions of section 408(d)(1) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

The petitions and iKuposals are: 
PP6P1837. Unirojral Chemical, Bethany CT 

06525, proposes to amend 40 CPR 180A01 to 
estabSsh tolerances for the combined resi¬ 

dues of the fungicide carboxla (6,6-dlhy- 
dxo-2 - methyl - 1,4 - oxathlln-S-carboxanl- 

lide) and Its metabolite 5.6-dlhydro-3-car- 
bozanlllde-a-inethyl-l,4-oxathlln-4-oxlde 

(calculated as carboxln) In or on the raw 
agricultursl commodity soybeans at 0.2 

part per minion (ppm). Proposed analyti¬ 
cal method Is m proeedHre In which eanstlc 

c&geBtlon clceteue awiltoe fimn the fungi¬ 

cide. The anlUnu to then icxaoved by steam 

dtotUIatoon and analysed with a gas chro¬ 

matograph using a mlcrocoulometrlc nitro¬ 

gen detector. PM21 
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PP5F1638. Unlrofal Ohenioal, Bethany CT 
06625, proposes to amend 40 CFR 1M.301 

to establish a tolerance for combined resi¬ 

dues of the fungicide carboxln (6,6-dlhy- 

dro - 2 - methyl -1,4 - oxathlln - 3 - carboxanl- 

llde) and Its metabolite 6,6-dlhydro-3-car- 

boxamilde - 2 - meth yl-l,4-oxathlln-4-oxlde 

(calculated as carboxln) In or on the raw 

agricultural commodities sorghum grain, 

fodder and forage at OJ ppm. Proposed 

analytical method Is same as above. PM21 

Interested persons are Inrlted to sub¬ 
mit written comments on these petitions 
to the Federal Register Section, Techni¬ 
cal Service Division (WH-569), OCBce of 
Pesticide Programs, Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency, Room 401, East Tower, 
401 M Street, SW, Washington, D.C, 
20460. Three copies of the comments 
should be submltt^ to facilitate the work 
of the Agency and others Interested in in¬ 
specting them. The comments must be 
received on or before August 18, 1975, 
and should bear a notation indicating the 
subject and petition number. All written 
comments filed pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public inspection in 
the office of the Federal Register Section 
from 8: SO a.m. to 4 p.m. 

Dated: July 11,1975. 

John B. Rttch, Jr., 

Director, Registration Division. 

(PR Doc.75-18616 PUed 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

[PBL 408-1; OPP-S8004/2861 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considafed in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Fedesal Registes (38 FR 
31862) its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of section 3(c) (1) (d) 
of the Federal Inaecticlde, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended. 
This policy provides that EPA will, upon 
receipt of every application for registra¬ 
tion, publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by each ap¬ 
plicant will be available for examination 
at the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Room EB-31, Blast Tower. 401 M Street, 
SW, Washington, DC 20460. 

On or before September 16, 1975, any 
person who (a) is or has been an appli¬ 
cant. (b) believes that data he develop^: 
and submitted to EPA on or after Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1972, Is being used to support an 
applicatlcm described In this notice, (c) 
desires to assert a claim for compensa¬ 
tion under section 3(c>(l)(D) for such 
use of his data, and (d) wishes to pre¬ 
serve his right to have the Administrator 
determine the amount of reasonable 
compensation to which he is entitled for 
such use of the data, must notify the Ad¬ 
ministrator and the applicant named in 
the notice In the Feobral Register of his 
claim by certified mail. Notification to the 
Administrator should be addressed to the 
Information Coordination Section. Tech¬ 
nical Services Division (WH-569). Office 
of Pesticide Programs, 401 M Street. SW, 

Washington, D.C. 20460. Every such 
claimant must Include, at a minimum, the 
information listed in the interim policy 
of November 19,1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications submit¬ 
ted under 2(c) of the interim policy can¬ 
not be made final imtil the 60 day period 
has expired. If no claims are received 
within the 60 day period, the 2(c) ap¬ 
plication will be processed according to 
normal procedure. However, if claims are 
received within the 60 day period, the 
applicants against whom the claims are 
asserted will be advised of the alterna¬ 
tives available under the Act. No claims 
will be accepted for possible EPA adjudi¬ 
cation which are received after Septem¬ 
ber 16, 1975. 

Dated: July 11, 1975, 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director, Registration Division. 

Applications Rex:eived {OPP-33000/286) 

EPA Reg. No. 264-2. Amcbem Products, Inc., 

BrooEside Ave., Ambler PA 19002. WEEDAR 

64 BROAD LEAP HERBICIDE. Active In¬ 

gredients: Dlmetbylamine salt ot 2,4-dl- 

cblorophenoxyacetlc acid 49.3%. Method ot 
Support: Application proceeds imder 2(b) 

of Interim policy. Republished: Added use. 

PM23 
EPA Reg. No. 264-20. Amcbem Products, Inc. 

WEEaxlNE LV-4. Active Ingredients: 2,4- 

DlcbloropheBOxyacetio acid, butoxyethanol 

ester 64.0%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 

tion proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

Republished: Added use. PM23 
EPA Reg. No. 264-109. Amcbem Products. Inc. 

AQUA-KLEEN, THE ORANtTLAR 8.4-D 

WEED KILLER. Active Ingredients: 8,4- 

Dlchloropbenoxyacetlc acid, butoxyethanol 

ester 29.0%. Method of SuppiM^: Applica¬ 

tion proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

PM23 
EPA File Symbol 264-EAL. Amcbem Products. 

Ino., AMCHEM WEED ONE-NO CRAB 

ORANTTLAR PREEMEROENCB CRAB- 

GRASS (XINTROL HERBICIDE WITH 

AMEX 820. Active Ingredients: Butralln 

[4 - (1,1 - dimethylethyl) - N - (1-methyl- 

propyl) - 2,6 - dlnltrobenzenamlne] 2.3%. 

Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 3(b) of Interim policy. PM23 

EPA Keg. No. 264-284. Amcbem Products, Inc. 

ANCHEM a.4,6-T WOODT PLANT HERBI¬ 

CIDE. Active Ingredients: a.4A-Trlchloro- 

phenoxyaoetlc aold, butoxypropyl esters 

66.5%. Method of Support: Application 

proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. Re¬ 

published: Added use. PM23 
EPA Reg. No. 364-386. Amchem Products, Inc. 

AMCHEM 2.4.6-T WOODT PLANT HERBI¬ 

CIDE ODOR INHIBITED. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: a.4,6-Trlchloropbenoxyaoetlo acid, 

butoxypropyl esters 66.6%. Method of Sup¬ 

port: Application proceeds tmder 8(c) of 

Interim policy. Republished: Added use. 
PM23 

EPA Reg. No. 364-289. Amchem Products, Inc. 
AMCHEM a,4.6-TP WEED AND WOODY 

PLANT HERBICIDE. Active Ingredients: 

Butoxypropyl ester of sUvex (8-(8,4,5-Tti- 

chloropbenoxy) propionic acld| 66.6%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 

under 3(0) of Interim policy. Republished: 

Added use. PM23 
EPA File Symbol 36909-1. Associated Water 

Conditioners, lac.. Route 303, Mt. Kemble 

Ave.. Morristown NJ 07960. BIOCIDB 476. 
Active Ingredients: N-Allcyl Trlmethylene 

Diamine 15%; Isopropyl Alcohol 15%. 
Method of Support; Application proceeds 

xmder 8(c) of Interim policy. PM31 

EPA FUe Symbol 8613-OR. BAG Co.. PO Box 
20372, Dallas TX 75220. BCG-4 EMX7LSIFI- 

ABLE CONCENTRATE. Active Ingredients: 
Technical Cblordane 45.3%; Petroleum 

Distillate 49.7%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 

plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. PM15 

EPA File Symbol 10595-L. Capital Chemical 

Ck>., 1607 High Point Ave., Richmond VA 

23230. CAPCIDE-l. Active Ingredients: Poly 

[oxyethylene(dlmethyllmlnlo) ethylene (di- 
methylimlnlo) ethylene dlchlorlde ] 10.0 %. 

Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 3(b) of interim policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 10595-A. Capital Chemical 
Co.. 1607 High Point Ave., Richmond VA 

23230. CAPClDE-2. Active Ingredients: Poly 
{oxyetbylene (dlmethylimlnlo) ethylene (dl- 

methylimlnio)ethylene dlchlorlde] 15.0%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 12610-G. Columbia Organic 
Chemicals Co.. Inc., 912 Drake St., Cedar 

Terrace, Columbia SC 29290. SEIDBMAN’S 
SPECIAL ROACH KILLER. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: 0,0-Dletbyl 0-(2-lsopropyl-4-meth- 
yl-4-pyrlmidlnyl) phosphorothloate 0.6%; 
Pyrethrlns 0.052%; nperonyl Butoxlde 
0J260%; Petroletim Solvent 99.112%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. PM16 

EPA File Symbol 35968-R. Consumer Ecology 

Products, Inc., 101 SW 5th Ct., Pompano 
Beach FL 33060. WATER GUARD MODEL 

333 VGC. Active Ingredients: Tank I Iodine 
6%: Activated CArbon 95%; Tank n Ollgo- 

d3mamic silver (primarily sliver oxide with 
trace amounts of Silver Chloride, Sliver 

carbonate and metallic silver) 0.7%; Acti¬ 

vated Carbon 99.3%; Tank III Activated 

Carbon 100%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 

tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 
PM34 

EPA File Symbol 11524-1. Control Chemical 

Corp., 2090 Route 110, Farmingdale NY 

11735. ROACH-GO II. Active Ingredients: 

Pyrethrlns 0.062%; Plperonyl Butoxlde, 

Technical 0J260%; Cblorpyrlfos [0,0-di- 

ethyl 0-(3, 5, 6-trlchloro-2-pyiidyl)pbos- 

phorothloate] 0.500%; Petroleum DlstUlate 

98.736%. Method of Support: Application 

proceeds under 2(o) of Interim policy. 
PM12 

EPA Reg. No. 677-166. Diamond Shamrock 

Corp., Agricultural CThemlcals Dlv., 1100 

Superior Ave., Cleveland OH 44114. DAC- 

THAL W-76 HERBICIDB. Active Ingredi¬ 

ents: Dimethyl ester of tetrachlorotereph- 

thallc add 76.0%. MethodSupport: Ap¬ 

plication proceeds under a(c) of Interim 
policy. PM23 

EPA Reg. No. 352-342. E. L du Pont De Ne¬ 

mours & Co.. Inc., Blochemlcals Dept., 7056 
Dupont Bldg., Wilmington DE 19898. LAN- 

NATE METHOMYL INSECTICIDE. Active 

Ingredients: S-methyl N-[ (methyl carba¬ 

moyl) oxy] thioaoetlmldate 90%. Method of 

SuppcMt: Appllcatloa proceeds under 3(b) 

of Interim policy. Republished: Added use. 

PM12 

EPA Reg. No. 353-372. E. 1. du Pont De Ne¬ 

mours A Co., Inc., Biochemical Dept., 7056 

Dupont Bldg., Wilmington DE 19898. DU- 

, PONT VYDATB L OXAMY' INSECTICIDK^ 

NEMATICIDE. Active Ingredients: Methyl 

If'S' - dimethyl - N - ((methylcarbamoyl) 

oxyj-l-thlooxamlmldate 34%. Method ot 
Support: Application proceeds under 8(b) 

of Interim policy. RepubUshed: Added use. 

PM12 
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EPA Pile Symbol 6621-AU. Eagle Chemical 

Co., 2819 W Lake St., Chicago XL 60812. HI 

QX7AT. Active Ingrements: n-Alkyl (60% 

C14, 80% C16, 6% C12, 8% CIS) dimethyl 
benzyl ammonium chlorldea 2.25%; n-Al- 

kyl (68% C12, 32% C14) dimethyl ethyl- 
benzyl ammonium chlorides 2.26%; So¬ 

dium Carbonate 3.00%; Tetrasodium ethyl- 
ensdlamlne tetraacetate 1.00%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 

of Interim policy. PM31 
EPA PUe Symbol 6621-AT. Eagle Chemical 

Co., 2819 W Lake St.. Chicago IL 60612. 
SPRAY CLEAN. Active Ingredients: n- 

Alkyl (60% C14, 30% C16, 6% C12, 6% 
C18) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 

,1%; n-Alkyl (68% C12, 32% C14) di¬ 
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chloride 

0.1%; Isopropanol 53.0%; Essential oils 

0A%. Method of Support: AppllcaUon pro¬ 

ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. PM31 

EPA Reg. No. 2342-742. Kerr-McGee Chemical 

Corp., DBA Ploiida Agricultural Supply Co., 

PC Box 4459, Jacksonville PL 32201. PASCO 

TOXAPHENE LIQUID-8. Active Ingredi¬ 

ents: Toxaphene (chlorinated camphene) 

(chlorine content 67% to 69%) 72.0%; Ali¬ 

phatic petroleum derivative solvents 21.0%. 
Method of Support; Application proceeds 

\md» 2(c) of Interim policy. PM12 
EPA Pile Symbol 36964-R. Medical Products 

Lab., 1010 Arch St., Philadelphia PA 19107. 
BENZYLIDE CONCENTRATED INSTRU¬ 

MENT DISINFECTANT. Active Ingredients: 

n-Alkyl (50% C14, 40% C12, 10% C16) di¬ 

methyl benzyl ammonium chloride 14%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 

tmder 2(c) of Interim policy. PM31 
EPA Pile Symbol 1769-ETI. National Ohem- 

search, Div. of USACHEM, Inc., 2727 Chem- 

search Blvd., Irving TX 75062. NATIONAL 
CHEMSEARCH GERMENE. Active Ingredi¬ 

ents: Isopropanol 6.875%; Ortho-Benzyl- 

Parachlorophenol 5.625%: Essential Oils 

0.460%; Tetrapotassium 0.456%. Method of 

Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 

of Interim policy. PM32 
EPA Pile Symbol 1769-ETT. National Chem- 

search, Dlv. of USACHEM, Inc., 2727 Chem- 
search Blvd., Irving TX 75062. NATIONAL 
CHEMSEARCH SAN-6-PINE. Active Ingre¬ 

dients: Steam Distilled Pine Oil 4.00%; 
Isopropyl Alcohol 1225%; Tetrasodium 

ethylen^lamine tetraacetate 0.04%; Or¬ 

tho-benzyl para-chlorophenol 6.75%. 

Method of Support: Application proceeds 

under 2(c) of Interim policy. PM32 

EPA PUe Symbol 3339-RO. Parke-HlU Chem¬ 
ical Corp., 29 Bertel Ave., Mount Vernon 

NY 10550. SANOMINT. Active Ingredients: 

n-Alkyl (60% C14, 30% C16, 5% C12, 5% 
C18) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 

1.6%; N-Alkyl (68% C12, 82% C14) di¬ 

methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 

1.6%; Sodium Carbonate 3.6%; Tetrasodl- 
nm ethylenedlamine tetraacetate L0%. 

Method of Support: Application proceeds 

imder 3(b) of Interim policy. PM31 

EPA Pile Symbol 9610-0. Poolmaster Inc., 160 
Jefferson Dr., Menlo Park CA 94025. POOL- 

A-CIDE “SUPER” GRANULAR. Active 

Ingredients: Trlchloro - s - triazinetrione 

99.5%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

PM34 

EPA Reg. No. 11273-2. Sandoz, Inc., Crop Pro¬ 

tection, PO Box 1489, Homestead PL 33QS0. 
THURICEDE-HPC. Active Ingredients: Ba¬ 

cillus thurlnglensls Berliner, potency of 

4.000 International Units (at least 6 mil¬ 
lion. viable spores) per milligram 0.8%; 

Petroleum hydro carbon solvent 3.0%. 

Method of Support: Application proceeds 

under 2(c) of Interim policy. Republished: 

Added uses. PM17 

EPA PUe Symbol 2165-OR. I. Schneid. Inc., 

PO Box 93188, Martech Station, Atlanta 

GA 30318. A C P ANTI-CLOG UNIT. Active 

Ingredients: n-Alkyl (98% C12, 2% C14) 

Dimethyl 1-naphthylmethyI ammonium 

chlmlde monohydrate 60%. Method of 

Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 

of Interim policy. PM31 
EPA PUe Symbol 1270-ROT. Zep Mfg. Co., 

PO Box 2015, Atlanta OA 30301. ZEPTOX 
II. Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.10%; 

Plperonyl Butoxlde, Technical 020%; N- 

octyl blcycloheptene dicarboxlmlde 0.33%; 

o - Isopropoxyphenyl methylcarbamate 

0.50%; Petroleum distillate 0.84%. Meth¬ 
od of Support: Application proceeds under 

2(c) of interim policy. PM12 

Corrections 

The following are corrections to the 
list of Applications Received previously 
published in the Federal Register. 

EPA Pile Symbol 557-ROER. Swift Chemical 
Co., Ill W Jackson Blvd., Chicago IL 60604. 

GOLDEN VIGORO WEED & PEED POR 
SOUTHERN LAWNS. Active Ingredients: 

Dimetbylamine Salt of 2,4-dichloropbe- 

noxyacetic acid 0.06%; Dimetbylamine Salt 

of 2-(2-methyl-4-chlorophenoxy) propionic 

acid 020%: Dimethylamine Salt of Di- 

cambs (3,6-dichloro-o-anislc acid) 0.02% 

(originally published without the word 
"acid”). Method of Support: Application 

proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

PM23 (40 PR 26307) 

EPA PUe Symbol 11656-LL. Western Farm 
Service, c/o Shell Chemical Co., Suite 200, 

1025 Conn. Ave., NW, Washington DC 

20460. DORMANT 79 SPRAY. Active Ingre¬ 

dients: Sodium Pentachlorophenate 79.0% 

(originally published as “Pentachlo- 
rophn”); Sodium Salts of Other Chlorophe- 

nols 11.0%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

PM24 (40 PR 26307) 

I PR Doc.75-18616 FUed 7-17-75; 8 45 am] 

IFRL 401-8; OPP-180040] 

SOUTH DAKOTA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Issuance of a Specific Exemption To 
Control Cutworms in South Dakota 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
18 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amwided (86 Stat. 973; 7 U.S.C. 136), 
notice is hereby given that the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) has 
granted a specific exemption to South 
Dakota State University (hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as the “AppUcant”) to use a 
toxs^jhene formulation for the control 
of cutworms which are destroying the 
commercial simflower crop in 23 counties 
in South Dakota. This exemption was 
granted in accordance with, and is sub¬ 
ject to, the provisions of CFR Part 166, 
issued December 3, 1973 (38 FR 33303), 
which prescribes requirements for ex¬ 
emption of Federal and State agencies 
for use of pesticides under emergency 
conditions. 

This notice (Xintains a summary of cer¬ 
tain informatifm set forth in the appli¬ 
cation. For more detailed Information, 
interested parties are referred to the ap¬ 
plication on file in the Office of the Direc¬ 
tor, Registration Division (WH-567), 
Office of Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M 
St., SW., Room B-347, Washington, D.C. 
30460. 

On June 1, 1975, the State of South 
Dakota requested permission from EPA 
to treat 50,000 acres of the commercial 

sunflower crop with, toxaphene to sup¬ 
press cutworm populations which are 
significantly reducing stand density of 
the young plants. Hie cutworm problem 
occurs yearly on sunflowers and is par¬ 
ticularly severe this year because of the 
late cool spring. Hie cutworms cut off 
emerging plants above and below the soil 
level. These pests will feed for the next 
four we^ in South Dakota. There ap¬ 
pear to be no viable alternative effica¬ 
cious registered pesticides, nor alterna¬ 
tive methods of control available to con¬ 
trol this pest. 

Most of the pesticide will be applied 
in the following coimties: Brown, Clark, 
Codington, Day, Faulk, Grant, Marshall, 
and Roberts. However, some treatment 
may be required in these counties: 
Beadle, Brookings, Campbell, Deuel, Ed¬ 
munds, Hamlin, Hand, Hughes, Hyde, 
Kingsbury, McPherson, Potter, Spink, 
SuUy, and Walworth. Hie pesticide is to 
be applied by air and ground equipment 
by spray operators Ucensed by the State. 
The spray application will occur under 
the direction of South Dakota State Uni¬ 
versity Extension Service personnel. Eco¬ 
nomic analyses based on projected 
figures from the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture indicate that, without the 
exemption, damage by cutworms would 
constitute a complete crop failure on 
the affected 50,000 acres. 

The proposed use of toxaphene, with 
the restriction against appUcations on or 
near water reservoirs, rivers, streams, 
or wetland areas, should not cause any 
irreversible short term or long term ad¬ 
verse effects on the environment; the 
Office of Endangered Species, U.S. De¬ 
partment of the Interior (USDI), re¬ 
ports that no endangered species are 
known to be present in the proposed 
pesticide treatment area. However, it 
should be noted that, according to the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, USDI. the 
proposed treatment area does contain 
700,000 acres of wetlands which com¬ 
prise a major breeding area for migra¬ 
tory waterfowl. Therefore, some mem¬ 
bers of avian species residing there are 
at risk. Consultations with the Applicant 
have indicated that the restriction 
against spraying in or near wetland 
areas will be likely to reduce, but cannot 
completely eliminate, possible adverse 
impact on these waterfowl. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
cutworms on sunflowers has occurred; 
(b) there Is no pesticide presently regis¬ 
tered and available for use to control 
the cutworm populations in South Da¬ 
kota; (c) there are no alternative means 
of control, taking into accoimt the 
efficacy and hazard; (d) significant eco¬ 
nomic loss to the commercial sunflower 
crop is likely to occur if the cutworms 
are not controlled, and (e) the time 
available for action to mitigate the 
problem posed is insufficient for a pesti¬ 
cide to be registered for this use. Accord¬ 
ingly, the Applicant has been granted a 
specific exemption to use the pesticide 
noted above until July 15, 1975, to the 
extent and in the manner set forth in 
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the i^pplic&tion. The specific exemption 
Is also subject to the following restric¬ 
tions; 

1. The dosage rate shall not exceed 2.0 
pounds per acre actual toxaphene; 

2. Treated acreage shall not exceed 
50,000 acres; 

3. The counties to be treated are lim¬ 
ited to those listed in this notice; 

4. Leaves and stalks of the treated 
sunflower crops are not to be used for 
livestock feed; 

5. The Applicant must supervise any 
aerial application to avoid or minimize 
drift to non-target areas; 

6. The Applicant is to collect data on 
efficacy, residues, and environmental 
Impact of the toxaphene spray program. 
The pesticide personnel of EPA Region 
Vnz shall be informed of the times and 
j^aces of toxaphene applications so that 
monitoring activities of EPA can be co¬ 
ordinated with those of the Applicant; 
and 

7. A residue level not to exceed 7.0 
ppm In or on sunflower seeds has been 
determined to be adequate to protect the 
public health. The Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration, IT.S. Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, has been advised 
of this action. Sunflower seeds not ex¬ 
ceeding this level may be offered in in¬ 
terstate commerce. However, it should be 
emphasized that sunflower seeds har¬ 
vested from acreages treated with toxa¬ 
phene must be used for oil and are ex¬ 
cluded from use for confectionaries, bird 
seed, or any non-oil use. 

It should be noted that if the Ad¬ 
ministrator determines that the Appli¬ 
cant is not complying with the require¬ 
ments set forth or if such action is 
necessary to protect man or the environ¬ 
ment, the exemption shall be immedi¬ 
ately withdrawn. 

Dated: July 10,1975. 
Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 

(FB Doc.76-18614 PUed 7-17-76;8:45 am) 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 20390] 

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION 
UNION WORLD ADMINISTRATIVE RA¬ 
DIO CONFERENCE 

Order Extending Time for Filing Comments 

In the Matter of preparation for a pro¬ 
posed International Telecommunication 
Union World Administrative Radio Con¬ 
ference on the Aeronautical Mobile (R) 
Service to renew and revise Appendix 27 
of the International Radio Regulations 
pertaining to the Aeronautical Mobile 
(R) Service, as necessary, to provide for 
the possibility of adopting single side¬ 
band techniques. 

By the Chief, Safety and Special Radio 
Services Bureau: 

1. The Chief, Safety and Special Radio 
Services Bureau, acting under delegated 
authority, has under consideration a mo¬ 
tion filed by Aeronautical Radio, Inc. 

(ARINC) for extension of time for filing 
comments in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing. The prescribed time for filing com¬ 
ments expired on July 3,1975, with reply 
comments due by July 13, 1975. ARINC 
has requested that the prescribed time 
for filing comments be extended until 
July 28,1975. 

2. In support of its request, ARINC 
states that the additional time is needed 
to assure broad industry participation in 
the formulation and preparation of a 
suitable response to the Commission’s 
inquiries in this proceeding. 

3. It appears that the additional time 
requested by ARINC will not imduly de¬ 
lay the n.S. preparation for the 1977 
Aeronautical World Administrative Ra¬ 
dio Conference and the comments filed 
by ARINC would be useful to the Com¬ 
mission in resolving the Issues in this 
proceeding. 

4. In view of the foregoing. It is or¬ 
dered, pursuant to Section 0.331 of the 
Commission’s rules, that the time for fil¬ 
ing comments in the above-captioned 
proceeding is extended from July 3,1975, 
to July 28, 1975, and the time for filing 
reply comments is extended from July 13, 
1975, to August 7, 1975. 

Adopted: July 10,1975. 

Released: July 14,1975. 

IsEALl Charles A. Higginbotham, 
Chief, Safety and Special 

Radio Services Bureau. 
|FR Doc.75-18685 Piled 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

[Docket No. 19813, PUe No. BPH-7946: Docket 
No. 19814, PUe No. BPH-a030; Docket No. 

19816, Pile No. BPH-8032] 

HENDERSON BROADCASTING CO., INC. 
ET AL. 

Construction Permits Memorandum 
Opinion and Order 

By the Review Board; 1. Before the 
Review Board for consideration is a third 
further motion to enlarge Issues, filed 
January 17, 1975, by Bloomington Media 
Corporation (Bloomington), directed 
against the competing application of 
Indiana Communications, Inc. (Indi¬ 
ana).' Petitioner seeks the addition of 
an issue Inquiring into the significance 
of a civil judgment Involving one of In¬ 
diana’s principals, as well as Rule 1.65 
and concealment issues relating to that 
applicant’s allegedly untimely disclosure 
of the judgment. 

2. The relevant facts, upon which 
Bloomington’s motion Is based, are as 
follows. By letter dated January 2, 1975, 
Indiana Informed the Presiding Judge 
in this proceeding that Bill C. Brown, a 
director and 20% stockholder in the ap¬ 
plicant, had failed to disclose that prior 
to his association with the applicant, he 
had been president, director and 50% 

* Other related pleadings before the Board 
are: (a) opposition, filed February 27, 1976, 
by Indiana; (b) Broadoaat Bureau’s opposi¬ 
tion, filed February 27, 1975; (c) errata, filed 
March 27, 1976, by Indiana; and (d) reply, 
filed March 31, 1975, by Blo(»nlngton. 

owner of the BUI C. Brown Agency, Inc., 
a Bloomington, Indiana, corporation, en¬ 
gaged in selling Insurance. Indiana fur¬ 
ther revealed that on November 26,1974, 
the Monroe (County) Circuit Court, af¬ 
firming a July 27, 1973, Opinion and 
Order of the Blo(»nington Human Rights 
Commission, found that the Brown 
agency had discriminated in its employ¬ 
ment practices. Specifically, the Court 
concluded that the agency’s conduct 
with respect to a complainant employee 
was “arbitrary and without bona fide 
occupational qualification or business 
necessity’’ and “constituted a denial of 
equal employment on the basis of sex 
within the meaning of the [Bloomington 
City! ordinance.” * 

3. The Review Board will reopen the 
record and enlarge the Issues in order 
to determine the significance of the civil 
judgment. The Commission has Imig held 
that certain violations of law are appro¬ 
priate considerations in detennining 
whether an applicant possesses the req¬ 
uisite qualifications to be a licensee.* Al¬ 
though the question of whether the vio¬ 
lation is of sufficient significance to 
reflect on an applicant’s qualifications 
depends upon various circumstances, vio¬ 
lations of certain laws, such as anti-trust 
violations, have been singled out as being 
so directly related to an applicant’s fit¬ 
ness that such violations ordinarily must 
be considered. Similarly, violations of 
civil rights legislation have been held to 
demand like scrutiny. See, for example. 
Chapman Radio and Television Co., 24 
FCC 2d 282, 19 RR 2d 589 (1970), in 
which the Commission declared that “the 
refusal by a principal of an applicant for 
a broadcast facility to permit burial of 
an Individual [in a privately-owned 
cemetery] solely because of the color of 
the Indivlduars skin raises serious ques¬ 
tions as to that applicant’s qualifica¬ 
tions. • • •’’ And, in a related action in 
Chapman Radio and Television Co., 34 
FCC 2d 159, 24 RR 2d 51 (1972), the Re¬ 
view Board specified an issue similar to 
that requested here in light of a civil suit 
against two of an applicant’s prinolpaLs. 
alleging discrimination in the rental of 
housing. Here, however, the violation as¬ 
sumes added significance, since it in¬ 
volves employment discrimination.* 
Thus, aside from the concern generally 

* The Bloomington Human Rights Commis¬ 
sion was created pursuant to the Indiana 
Civil Rights Law and effectuates the civil 
rights public policy of Indiana. 

»See Report on Uniform Policy as to Viola¬ 
tions by Applicants of Laws of the United 
States, 1 RR 2d Part 3, 91:495 (1961). 

* In this connection, the Commission stated 
In Notice of Proposed Rulemaking to Re¬ 
quire Broadcast Licensees to Show Non-dis¬ 
crimination in Their Employment Practices, 
PCC 6a-702, 13 PCX! 2d 766, 13 RR 2d 1645, 
that Itfi concern with such violations Is two¬ 
fold. One aspect la Its concern with the na¬ 
tional policy against discrimination in hiring. 
The other consideration Is that since broad¬ 
casting la an important mass media form 
which makes use of airwaves belonging to 
the public, an ai^Ucant must obtain a fed¬ 
eral license under a public Interest standard 
and must (^erate In the public interest. 
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associated with civil rights violations— 
namely, that such conduct may serve to 
impede or foreclose an applicant’s ability 
to communicate with and relate to Its 
entire community of license—the judg¬ 
ment. on its face, raises a substantial 
Question of whether the applicant may 
be relied upon to comply with the Com¬ 
mission’s equal employment opportunity 
requirements.* While an adjudication of 
past discriminatory conduct of a partici¬ 
pating principal is not necessarily dis¬ 
positive of an applicant’s willingness to 
pursue a non-discriminatory employ¬ 
ment policy or to operate in the public 
interest, we believe that such conduct 
constitutes sufficient cause for explora¬ 
tion by the Commission in the form of 
a more searching scrutiny of the appli¬ 
cant in this important respect.* More¬ 
over, unlike the situation in Chapman 
Radio and Television Co., supra, where 
it was imcontroverted that the principals 
complained of played only a passive role 
in the discrimination. Brown was ap¬ 
parently an active participant in the 
discriminatory conduct. Accordingly, the 
issue will be added. 

4. The Board will not add the re¬ 
quested Rule 1.65 or concealment issues, 
however. ’There appears to be no basis 
for an issue inquiring into the appli¬ 
cant’s alleged concealment of the initial 
decision of the Bloomington Human 
Rights Commission since the matter was 
voluntarily, albeit unseasonably, brought 
to the attention of the Commission by 
Indiana. Additionally, we see no reason 
to doubt Brown’s sworn statement that 
his failure to timely report his interest in 
the Brown Agency and his consequent 
failure to report the judgment were in¬ 
advertent. In this regard, we note that 
the assets of the Brown Agency were 
sold approximately one year before 
Broam became a party to the Indiana ap¬ 
plication and in Indiana’s amendment 
including Brown in the application, he 
listed his current insurance business 
which also bears his name. Under these 
circumstances, the allegation of inad¬ 
vertent oversight is plausible, petitioner 
has presented no showing to the con¬ 
trary, and since the business interest and 
judgment were voluntarily reported, a 
Rule 1.65 issue does not appear war¬ 
ranted. See Gilroy Broadcasting Co., Inc., 
42 PCC 730, 28 RR 2d 428 (1973). 

5. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
third further motion to enlarge issues, 
filed January 17, 1975, by Bloomington 
Media Corporation, is granted to the 

• See Notice, PCC 68-702, supra, and In the 
Matter of Petition for Rulemaking to Re¬ 
quire Broadcasters to Show Nondiscrimina¬ 
tion in Their Employment Practices, 18 PCC 
2d 240, 16 RR 2d 1561 (1969). Also see Chap¬ 
man Radio and Television Co., supra. 

• In this connection, we note that the al¬ 
legations relate to a charge of discriminatory 
conduct which has been proven, as opposed 
to mere complaints of discrimination. Com¬ 
pare Regents of the University of California, 
44 PCC 2d 857, 29 RR 2d 228 (1974); Mc- 
Clatchy Newspapers, 33 POC 2d 928, 23 RR 2d 
1073 (1972); and Belo Broadcasting Corp. 
(WFAA-TV), 47 POC 2d 768. 80 BR 2d 1169 
(1974), relied upon by the applicant, involv¬ 
ing unsettled or unsubstantiated complaints 
of discrimination. 

extent Indicated herein, and is denied in 
sdl other respiects; and 

6. It Is further ordered, ’That the issues 
in this proceeding are enlarged to in¬ 
clude the following issue: 

To determine the facts and circum¬ 
stances with respect to the decision of 
the Monroe Circuit Court finding Indi¬ 
ana Communications, Inc. principal Bill 
C. Brown, guilty of sex discrimination in 
employment and whether the matters so 
adduced should adversely affect the basic 
or comparative qualifications of Indiana 
Communicaticms, Inc. 

7. It is further ordered. ’That the bur¬ 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence under the issue added herein 
SHALL BE on Bloomington Media Cor¬ 
poration and the burden of proof under 
this issue SHALL BE on Indiana Com¬ 
munications, Inc. 

8. It is further ordered. That the rec¬ 
ord in this proceeding is reopened. 

Adopted; July 10, 1975. 

Released: July 16, 1975. 

Fedxral Communications 
Commission, 

I seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 
Secretary. 

I PR Doc.75-18666 Piled 7-17-75;8:45 amj 

BRCrr-2411 V 

NEW MEXICO BROADCASTING CO., 
INC. ET AL. 

Designating Application for Hearing on 
Stated Issues 

By the Commission: Commissioners 
Wiley, Chairman; Reid and Quello con¬ 
curring in the result. 

1. ’The Commission has before it for 
consideration: (i) the above-captioned 
license renewal application for Station 
K<3GM-TV. San Antonio, Texas, filed 
July 2, 1971, and an amendment thereto, 
filed October 15, 1971, by New Mexico 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. (licensee or 
KGGM-TV); (ii) a petition to deny the 
application, filed jointly on August 17, 
1971, by the Alianza Federal de Pueblos 
Libres and William L. Higgs (Alianza); 
(iii) a petition to deny the application 
filed. September 1, 1971, by the Coalition 
for the Enforcement of Equality in Tele¬ 
vision and Radio Utilization of ’Time and 
Hours (CEETRUTH); (iv) an opposi¬ 
tion to the petitions to deny filed by the 
licensee of Station KGOM-TV; and (v) 
reply of Alianza and CEETRUTH, filed 
October 29, 1971 and December 2, 1971, 
respectively.* 

2. Alianza’s standing as a party in in¬ 
terest is predicated on the grounds that 
it “• * ’is the largest organized expres¬ 
sion in New Mexico of the poor Mexican- 

lAlso before the Commission are the fol¬ 
lowing: (a) a letter, dated September 16, 
1972, from Tracy A. Weeten as counsel for 
La Escuela del Norte de Nuevo Mejlco, stat¬ 
ing that this organization wishes to sup¬ 
port the pending petitions to deny the li¬ 
cense renewal application of KOGM-TV, and 
be considered a co-party if the application 
should be designated for hearing; and (b) an 
opposition by the Ucensee, dated September 
21. 1972. The request wlU be discussed in 
paragraph 44, infra. 

American in regard to issues of racial 
discrimination and denial of property 
and civil rights.” Specifically, petitioners 
say that they represent some 30,000 per¬ 
sons, 99% of whom are Mexican Ameri¬ 
cans, and about 70% of whom reside in 
KC3K3M-TV’s service area. The pleadings 
also indicate that William Higgs is a 
resident of Albuquerque. CEETRUTH 
states that it is “• • • an umbrella or¬ 
ganization composed of community 
groups in the Albuquerque area • * • 
(whose) purpose is the protection of and 
furthering of the interests of Mexican- 
Americans, Blacks, and Indians, as well 
as of the entire community in the broad¬ 
cast media.” ’The licensee does not chal¬ 
lenge petitioner’s standing and we find 
that all petitioners are parties in interest 
under the provisions of Section 309(d) 
(1) of the Communications Act, 47 U.S.C. 
§ 309(d)(1). 

3. The petitions to deny, which will be 
considered jointly in this Order, allege ^ 
deficiencies in KGOM-’TV’s past pro¬ 
gramming, employment, ascertainment 
of community problems and proposed 
programming. After a careful review of 
the pleadings, KGGM-TV’s renewal ap¬ 
plication and amendments filed thus far, 
we believe that serious questions have 
been raised regarding the responsiveness 
of KGGM-TV’s programming during the 
license period under consideration, l.e., 
October 1968 through September 1971, 
and the employment practices of the sta¬ 
tion. Consequently, we believe that an 
evidentiary hearing is necessary to re¬ 
solve these questiofis. All of the allega¬ 
tions will be considered under the ap¬ 
propriate headings. 

Past Programming 

4. With respect to KGGM-TV’s overall 
programming during the license period 
1968-1971, Alianza alleges that the sta¬ 
tion has failed adequately to serve the 
community and, as a result, has fostered 
and encouraged racial prejudice and dis¬ 
crimination and, in fact, “• • • created 
the conditions that led to the Albu¬ 
querque riots of June 13-16, 1971 * • *’• 
A number of local newspaper reports 
about these riots are included in Alianza’s 
petition. Alianza points to important 
local issues In the community, specifi¬ 
cally. racial discrimination and a dispute 
over certain lands located in New Mexico 
and elsewhere,* and argues that neither 
of these have been dealt with in KOGM- 
’TV’s programming during the 1968-1971 
license period, with the single possible 

»Petitioners allege that despite the Treaty 
of Quadalupe-Hidalgo, which ceded the 
Southwest to the United States and guar¬ 
anteed clvU and property rights to former 
Mexican citizens and their descendants, over 
the years and land holdings of Mexican 
Americans were taken by violence, fraud and 
forgery, and approximately 35,000,000 acres 
of land were taken from Mexican Americans. 
Petitioners further allege that many au¬ 
thorities trace the present day poverty and 
discrimination suffered by Mexican Ameri¬ 
cans directly to this land loss and that the 
drive by Mexican Americans to recover their 
lost land has been a major factor In the 
history of the Mexican American In New 
Mexico since 1848. Alianza has drafted and 
introduced legislation in the Congress of the 
United States to settle this land problem. 
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exception of a public service announce¬ 
ment, “Equal Employment” found in Ex¬ 
hibit XVI of the KOGM-TV renewal ap¬ 
plication. Alianza says that its request 
to the station of May 22,1971, for an an¬ 
nouncement on behalf of Alianza has 
never been carried, nor the letter ac¬ 
knowledged, although the station states 
in Exhibit XVI of its application that 
“(a) 11 requests for Public Service An¬ 
nouncements and/or programs are given 
due consideration.” Alianza notes the low 
level of public affairs programming 
stated in the application, one hour and 
25 minutes, or 1.06% of the programming 
of the composite week, and argues that 
the station has failed to operate in the 
public interest. 

5. The petition to deny filed by CEE 
TRUTH consists of a detailed analysis of 
the renewal application of the station, 
and its performance during the past li¬ 
cense period. Regarding news program¬ 
ming, KGGM-TV is charged by petition¬ 
ers with a consistent failure to carry the 
news of and about Mexican Americans, 
Blacks or Indians, even when specifically 
requested. In this regard, CEETRUTH 
submits afiBdavits from Ms. Isabelle 
Tellez and Mr. Harry Summers which 
state that they have made such specific 
requests for news coverage and have 
been refused. It is further alleged that 
there is, on the other hand, extensive 
coverage of crimes, allegedly committed 
by a member of a minority. CEETRUTH 
further says that a search of the renewal 
application in its entirety reveals a sub¬ 
stantial portion of network programming 
but very little in the way of identifiable 
local progrramming by KGGM-TV. The 
sum total of local programming pre¬ 
sented by the station, as set forth in the 
composite week logs, is said to consist 
of the “Captain Billy" program, a daily 
half-hour children’s program, and the 
local news. An affidavit is also attached 
from Dr. Ralph Jennings, presently with 
the OfBce of Communications United 
Chun^ of Christ, wherein he states that 
he analyzed the “Captain Billy” program 
on April 25, 1971, and that only six min¬ 
utes and thirteen seconds of this program 
consisted of the live character, the bal¬ 
ance being cartoons and advertising time. 

6. In its analysis of the station’s pub¬ 
lic affairs programming, CEETRUTH 
notes that no programming of a specif¬ 
ically local, public interest nature ap¬ 
pears in the composite week logs. Ac¬ 
cording to CEETRUTH, Exhibit IX-A of 
the KGGM-TV application, listing 90 
public affairs programs broadcast in 1969, 
discloses that only fom* programs concern 
specifically local problems—“Urban Re¬ 
newal,” “New Mexico Constitutional 
Convention,” “Con Con Report,” and 
“Con Con Pro & Cons.” CEETRUTH also 
alleges that examination of a further Ex¬ 
hibit IX-A, listing additional public af¬ 
fairs programs not reported in the com¬ 
posite week, reveals that the programs 
are “. . . all derived from recorded or 
network sources,” CEETRUTH notes the 
stated policy of KGGM-’TV, in its re¬ 
newal application, that: 

. . . time will be made available as re¬ 
quested and deemed essential for discus¬ 

sion of public affairs issues . . . Some 
public affairs issues will be covered in 
newscasts, with both sides represented, 
supplemented by man-on-the-street in¬ 
terviews to get a cross-section opinion 
from the general public. Other public 
affairs issues deemed of greater impor¬ 
tance will be given separate programs, 
such as our “Spotlight on Now” series, 
which allows greater in-depth considera¬ 
tion.’ 

Moreover, note petitioners, in Exhibit XI 
of the application, the station says that 
its policy regarding public affairs in¬ 
cludes the “(a)iring of minority problem 
areas by minority groups” and “(Oorums 
composed of city ofiBcials and minority 
groups.” Petitioners state that an ex¬ 
amination of the renewal application 
fails to disclose a single program which 
provides this promised access. Contrary 
to these assertions of the station, CEE 
TRUTH says that Mexican Americans, 
Blacks and Indians “. . . have foimd it 
impossible to obtain coverage of their 
needs and viewpoints.” Affidavits to this 
effect are also included in the petition 
to deny. 

7. CEETRUTH takes further issue 
with the programming included in the 
“other” category of the renewal appli¬ 
cation. Specifically, argues CEETRUTH, 
the two agricultural programs included 
in the composite week logs, “All American 
Horse” and “Stories of Success,” are 
both pre-recorded and commercially sup¬ 
plied films, which do not in any way deal 
with the locally important agricultural 
industry or with the needs of the migrant 
worker. According to an affidavit ex¬ 
ecuted by Mr. Gerald T. Kenna, Admin¬ 
istrative Director of the Home Education 
Livelihood Program, an organization 
concerned with the needs of the migrant 
worker, these needs are of vital impor¬ 
tance in the Albuquerque area, and that 
to his knowledge, KC>GM-TV “falls to 
focus public attention on the desperate 
conditions of our own New Mexico farm 
worker problem.” CEETRUTH says, fur¬ 
ther, that the instructional programming 
included in the composite logs under the 
“other” category, “Captain Kangaroo” 
and “Camera Three, ’ are both network 
derived, and that there is no local in¬ 
structional programming, nor any bi- 
cultural instructional programming. In 
an affidavit. Dr. Frederick Reyes Nor¬ 
wood, a staff member of the Chicano 
Studies program of the University of New 
Mexico, states that there is a great need 
for programming about Chicano accom¬ 
plishments and contributions in Albu¬ 
querque and that KGGM-TV has never 
done anything in this regard. A similar 
affidavit of Mr. Ralph Rivera, Assistant 
Director of the Child Development Pro¬ 
gram of the University of New Mexico is 
also included. Additionally, in an affi¬ 
davit, Mr. Jose Alfredo Maestas states 
that during his state gubernatorial cam¬ 
paign in 1968, KGGM-TV never men- 

*In the renewal application, KOQM-TV 

refers to its proposed public affairs program¬ 

ming policy, from i^ich this quotation is 

taken, as being Identical to the policy for 
the past license period. 

tioned him as a serious candidate or 
covered his campaign efforts. Addi¬ 
tionally, it is Mr. Maestas’ opinion that 
KGGM-TV does not provide adequate or 
appropriate attention to American In¬ 
dians (Mr. Maestas is an American In¬ 
dian) in its programming. 

8. Further complaint is made by CEE¬ 
TRUTH about ^e religious program¬ 
ming broadcast by KGGM-TV, which 
allegedly is all recorded (“Davy and 
Goliath,” “Akron Baptist Temple,” “Ca¬ 
thedral of Tomorrow,” and “Oral Rob¬ 
erts Presents”). Petitioners argue that 
such programming is entirely funda¬ 
mentalist and Protestant and that there 
is no religious programming for Catho¬ 
lics or Jews. In an affidavit, Mr. Harry 
Summers, a publicity director for thir¬ 
teen Protestant and Catholic groups in 
Albuquerque, states that, “KGGM-TV 
has refused to present such local [re¬ 
ligious] programs on the grounds that 
religious programs fail to attract suffi¬ 
cient audience.” Finally, says CEE¬ 
TRUTH, the station does not carry two 
ecumenically motivated programs from 
the CBS Television Network, “Look Up 
and Live,” and “Lamp Unto My Feet.” In 
conclusion, CEETRUTH says that of 
the 127 public service announcements 
claimed, only 76 actually appear in the 
logs, but that network announcements 
are not included. Of the listed announce¬ 
ments, however, only three deal directly 
with New Mexico topics, the balance be¬ 
ing filmed material supplied by national 
agencies. 

9. In its joint opposition to the peti¬ 
tions to deny, K<^M-TV first argues 
that the problems of racial discrimina¬ 
tion and the land grant question, cited 
by Alianza, were not. in fact, significant 
issues. According to the licensee, a ran¬ 
dom sample telephone survey was made 
of 140 Spanish surnamed individuals se¬ 
lected from the telephone directory.* Of 
the 70 responses, the top-ranked prob¬ 
lem was drugs, and six of the top ten 
problems were identical to the overall 
smwey of the general public conducted 
for the amended renewal application. 
KGGM-TV points out that none of the 
interviewees mentioned the land ques¬ 
tion as being a significant problem, al¬ 
though discrimination did receive two 
responses. The station concludes that 
“. . . Spanish-surnamed persons have, 
at the present time, substantially the 
same concerns as the Anglo majority, 
and KGGM-TV has pledged to cover 
these in its future programming.” 
KGGM-TV argues that the station’s re¬ 
newal application, as amended, reflects 
that ”... KGGM-TV has carried a sig¬ 
nificant amount of programming devoted 
to pressing international, national, state 
and local problems and events . , .” In 
this regard, KGGM-'TV does not directly 
resik>nd to the CEETRUTH allegation 
that the public affairs programming con¬ 
tained in the composite week consists en¬ 
tirely of the network programs “60 Min¬ 
utes” and “Face the Nation.” The station 
does, however, in the amended applica¬ 
tion, indicate that it has amended its 
program logs so that four “George Mor¬ 
rison Commentaries” are included in the 
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public affairs category. These commen¬ 
taries were made in the course of one of 
the two daily local news broadcast by 
KGGM-TV by the news anchorman and 
concerned topics of current events and 
“other timely topics of general interest.” 
The commentaries relogged by the sta¬ 
tion were approximately two and one- 
half minutes in length and dealt with a 
Senate resolution to limit the Presiden¬ 
tial power to send troops overseas, FCC 
views on the advisability of television 
editorials and commentary, the postal 
system, and the conviction of two per¬ 
sons for burglary in Socorro, New Mex¬ 
ico. Further, in exhibit IX-A of the 
amended application, containing a list 
of public affairs programming during 
January-Pebruary 1971, licensee notes 37 
additional “George Morrison Commen¬ 
tary” segments, which appeared on one 
of the two daily newscasts of KGGM-TV. 
According to the licensee, many of these 
commentaries dealt w’ith minority mat¬ 
ters. Other “George Morrison Commen¬ 
taries” in 1969 and 1970 are mentioned 
elsewhere in the original and amended 
exhibits. Another program, “Spotlight on 
Now,” an irregularly scheduled, locally 
produced half-hour discussion program, 
is said by KGGM-TV to have included a 
debate on January 12,1971 between rep¬ 
resentatives of the city and minority 
representatives. 

10. No direct response is made by 
KGGM-TV to the charges of Alianza re¬ 
garding its alleged unsuccessful attempts 
to obtain carriage of a public service an¬ 
nouncement by the station, and no re¬ 
sponse is made to the assertions by Ali¬ 
anza as to the discrimination and riots 
alleged to have been a product of KGrGM- 
TV’s programming. With respect to the 
affidavits of Isabelle Tellez regarding the 
lack of coverage by the station of Mex¬ 
ican American news events, Harry Sum¬ 
mers concerning the religious news ques¬ 
tion, and Jose Maestas regarding cover¬ 
age of his gubanatorial campaign, the 
station denies all allegations that the 
news or any other programming of 
KGGM-TV either demeans or portrays 
unfairly any group or Individual. The 
station also states that “* * * in the 
absence of specific and detailed alle¬ 
gations representing something more 
than mere personal opinion, we believe 
that no further comment Is warranted." 
Moreover, the station insists that pro¬ 
gramming and news judgment are mat¬ 
ters left to the broad discretion of the 
licensee. The CEETRUTH assertion that 
the sum total of regularly scheduled local 
programming consists of “Captain Billy” 
and the local news is not responded to 
In the opposition filed by the station. 

11. The amended renewal application 
does, however, state in Exhibit XI: “In 
an effort to provide news of Its entire 

'Although th» licensee does not specify 
when the survey of l^>anlsh sumamed per¬ 
sons was conducted, on the basis of the ma- 
t«1al contained in KQOM-TV’s amendment 
at October 16, 1971, it appears that the sur¬ 
vey was conducted between the filing of the 
original application, JUly X 1971, and the 
fiU^ at tb» October 16 amendment. 

coverage area, KGGM-TV continues to 
send its reporters to Eastern Arizona, 
Southern Colorado, and to all areas with¬ 
in New Mexico for on-the-scene reports.” 
The listings of public affairs program¬ 
ming not included in the composite week. 
Exhibit IX-A of the original and 
amended application, show the programs 
mentioned by CEETRUTH in paragraph 
6, supra, and, in addition, the following: 
(a) “George Morrison Commentaries:” 
(b) eleven commentaries by ex-Governor 
Cargo on the activities of the state leg¬ 
islature; (c) three “Spotlight on Now” 
program featuring a discussion between 
city and minority representatives, an in¬ 
terview with Governor Cargo when he 
was in office, and a program dealing with 
veterans problems, racial policies in 
South Africa and the Albuquerque gar¬ 
bage situation; (d) panel discussion pro¬ 
grams (“Crime Prevention” and “Law 
Day”): and, (e) two election retum pro¬ 
grams. Approximately 113 remaining 
programs, series and non-series, are 
listed in ^e amended application which 
are network or recorded public affairs 
programs from non-local sources. In ad¬ 
dition, KGGM-TV has amended its 
statement as to the station policy in con¬ 
nection with public affairs programming 
to read as follows: 

Public affairs programming was ac¬ 
complished by news interviews, station 
commentaries, local Interview and dis¬ 
cussion programs, and nmnerous net¬ 
work public affairs programs. Subjects 
and participants were dependent upon 
problems existent at the time and the 
availability of competent spokesmen. 
Positive efforts were made to broadcast 
contrasting viewpoints on controversial 
Issues. 

12. In the “other” programming cate¬ 
gory, KGGM-TV has re-logged “Captain 
Billy” as instructional, and disputes 
CEETRUTH’s statements about the na¬ 
ture and quality of the program. An 
affidavit of Mr. Stretch Sherer, now de¬ 
ceased, who pOTtrayed the character 
Captain Billy, is included in the opposi¬ 
tion. Mr. Scherer says that the program 
“• • • is designed for entertainment 
and instructional (sic) in a manner not 
to talk down to children.” He goes on to 
say that the program is made up of two 
caiinons, and at times another short 
film segment dealing with animals, all 
of which totals from thirteen to sixteen 
minutes, and that “• • • the live por¬ 
tion of the show averages ten to thirteen 
minutes in length.” While there are 
commercials, says Scherer, “itlhe ma¬ 
jority of the filve’ time, CTaptaln Billy 
stresses the Importance of honesty, hu¬ 
mane treatment of the shipmates’ pets, 
the joy of helping one another such as 
urging their participation in March of 
Dimes, Muscular Dystrophy carnivals, 
‘Pill the Heart with Dimes’ for the Heart 
Fund, etc.” 

13. In reply, Alianza restates its basic 
p>osition that the station has failed to 
meet the specific needs of the Mexican 
American commimlty. In its reply, 
CEETRUTH says that the bulk of Its 
allegations remain unc^jposed and un¬ 

answered by KGGM-TV. The position of 
the station that “• • • the renewal 
amendment renders moot most of the 
Petitioner’s allegations • • •” is un¬ 
tenable, according to CEE’TRUTH, be¬ 
cause the amendments themselves cast 
doubt upon the accuracy of all of 
licensee’s representations to the Com¬ 
mission, and a character issue is thus 
also raised. CEETRUTH says that no 
response is made to the Jennings study 
of the “Captain Billy” program, (see 
paragraph 5, supra) and, in fact, the 
affidavit from Stretch Scherer, who por¬ 
trayed “Captain Billy”, verifies Dr. Jen¬ 
nings’ conclusions (see paragraph 12, 
supra). According to CJEETRUTH, the 
affidavit also indicates that the pro¬ 
gram does consist of approximately IS¬ 
IS minutes of cartoons. Petitioners also 
disagree with the recharacterization of 
this program as instructional in the 
composite week program logs. 

14. CEETRUTH says that the amend¬ 
ments to the public affairs programming 
part of the renewal application continue 
to show the lack of attention to local 
public affairs questions, and that, con¬ 
trary to the statement in the renewal 
application that it is the station’s p>olicy 
to cover local problems, there is inade¬ 
quate attention to local needs. The 
point is reiterated that Mexican Ameri¬ 
can and Indian interests have found 
it “. . . impossible to obtain coverage of 
their news and viewpoints.” In sum, 
argues CEIETRUTH, the allegation that 
the public affairs programming pre¬ 
sented on KGGM-’TV is unresp>onsive to 
local concerns, remains unrebutted. Ac¬ 
cording to CEETRUTH, the response of 
the station to the allegations concerning 
“Other” programming, was to amend 
the compxffiite week logs, relogging 
“Captain Kangaroo” from “entertain¬ 
ment” to “instructional”, and doing the 
same for “Captain Billy”. These and 
other corrections are said to be unre- 
.sponsive to petitioners’ allegations that 
there are no local instructional, agricul- 
tural or religious programs. Finally, 
CEETRUTH attaches to its reply further 
affidavits, petitions and letters to the ef¬ 
fect that KGGM-TV is not adequately 
serving the problems and needs of the 
Mexican American or Indian communi¬ 
ties. 

15. It must be recognized at the outset 
that “. . . programming is of the es¬ 
sence ...” of a licensee’s service in the 
public interest. See Report and State¬ 
ment of Policy Re: En Banc Program¬ 
ming Inquiry, 25 Fed. Reg. 7291, 7294 
(1960). FYuHiermore, the "principal in¬ 
gredient” of a licensee’s obligation of 
service in the public interest is the 
“... diligent, positive and continuing ef¬ 
fort by the licensee to discover and ful¬ 
fill .. .” tile problems and needs of the 
area served, /bid. In proving the ade¬ 
quacy of the past programming per¬ 
formance, a license renewal applicant 
must “run on his record” to demonstrate 
that the past programming has been re¬ 
sponsive to the problems and needs 
which have been found to exist in the 
service area. Coiumbut Broadcasting Co¬ 
alition V. FCC, 505 P. 2d 820 (D.C. Cir. 

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 139—FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1975 



NOTICES 30321 

1974) and Office of Communications, 
United Church of Christ v. FCC, 359 F. 
2d 994 (D.C. Cir. 1966). The licensee, 
however, has considerable discretion in 
the determination of which problems 
and needs are to be treated, and the 
manner in which the programming of 
the station will respond to the selected 
problems and needs. Primer on Ascer¬ 
tainment of Community Problems by 
Broadcast Applicants. 27 FCC 2d 650 
(1971). 

16. With these considerations in mind, 
we find an initial problem in the record 
before us in that upon examination of 
the pleadings filed by KGGM-TV thus' 
far, the 1971 renewal application, as 
amended, and the 1968 renewal applica¬ 
tion—the latter two having been filed 
with an obligation to “(d) escribe . . . 
the significant needs and Interests of the 
public which the applicant believes his 
staticm will serve during the coming li¬ 
cense period ...” (Section IV-B, Q I.B.) 
—we are unable to identify what the 
problems and needs of the service area 
were for the 1968-1971 license period. 
Thus, we are imable to determine what 
efforts the licensee has made to meet the 
problems and needs of Albuquerque 
during the past license period, and, 
therefore, to make the necessary deter¬ 
mination that this licensee has provided 
service in the public interest. The long 
lists of programs contained in Exhibits 
IX-A of the original and amended ap¬ 
plication are not helpful in this regard, 
as we have no way of relating them to 
any conununlty problem or need which 
may have existed in the past license pe¬ 
riod. Furthermore, even assuming that 
the problems were known to the licensee, 
there is no way of Judging whether the 
programming contained in these lists 
was responsive to any particular prob¬ 
lems, as this information has likewise 
not been included in any of the material 
before us. 

17. Even more significant is the failure 
of KGGM-TV to rebut the allegations of 
petitioners, particularly Allanza, that 
there are significant problems and needs 
of the community as a whole, and of the 
Mexican American community, which 
have not been dealt with in any of the 
programming of KGGM-TV. These 
problems, as set forth by petitioners, in¬ 
clude race relations, the land question, 
the need for bilingual programming and 
the local farm worker problem.* The 
station’s attempt to respond with con¬ 
clusions drawn from a random telephone 
survey of members of the Mexican 
American community to the effect that 
the problems and needs of this particular 
group are identical to those of the "An- 

* Perception and selection of Issues Is, of 
course, a matter of the licensee’s reasonable, 
good faith Judgment. Fairness Report. 48 
PCC 2d 1, 11 (1974); Ascertainment Primer, 
27 FCC 2d 660, 685 (1971). WhUe community 
Issues may have been treated In “Con Con 
Repeat,” "Spotlight on Now,” and ex-Oov- 
emor Cargo's commentaries, the record here 
simply does not establish responsiveness to 
community problems. 

glo” majority is inadequate. To the ex¬ 
tent that this survey has been made in 
the context of its 1971 ascertainment 
efforts, it is prospective, and tells us 
nothing about what the problems and 
needs of any particular group or of the 
community as a whole have been during 
the 1968-1971 license term. Once a pe¬ 
titioner has raised questiems about the 
adequacy or responsiveness of a sta¬ 
tion’s past programming, as is the case 
here, the burden is upon the licensee to 
demonstrate the responsiveness of its 
past programming to the service area. 
This, KGGM-TV has failed to do. 

18. Finally, regarding the allegation of 
CEETRUTH that KGGM-TV has car¬ 
ried inadequate amounts of program¬ 
ming of a specifically local nature, the 
Commission has said that “(tlhe key is 
the responsiveness to [community] needs 
and not necessarily the original source of 
the broadcast matter.’’ WHEC, Inc., 
FCC 75-481, released April 25, 1975. See 
Westinghouse Broadcasting Company, 
Inc. (KPIX-TV), 31 RR 2d 1299 (1974). 
Thus, the significance of a station’s local 
programming will vary depending upon 
the particular needs of any given com¬ 
munity. Oiu* diflBculty here, however, is 
that we are unable to make a deter¬ 
mination as to whether any of the pro¬ 
gramming. network or locally origina¬ 
ted, broadcast by KOGM-TTf was re¬ 
sponsive to community problems and 
needs. To the extent that there may have 
been insufficient local programming, this 
is a matter to be included in the inquiry 
into the overall responsiveness of 
KGGM-TV’s programming, the adequacy 
of which may depend, to some extent, 
upon the sufficiency of the station’s local 
programming. 

19. Turning to petitioners’ charges re¬ 
garding KGGM-TV’s news coverage and 
alleged bias toward Mexican Americans, 
the Commission has emphasized that it 

News. 12 50 0.6« 
Public affairs. 1 25 1.06 
Other. 10 56 8.22 • 

Total. 25 11 18.94 

In responding to the allegation of CEE 
TRUTH as to the inaccuracy of the past 
non-entertainment programming figures 
in the original renewal application, 
KGGM-’TV provides amended logs and 
figures, and explains that the variation 
between the original and renewal appli¬ 
cation figures is the result of erroneous 
inclusion of four “George Morrison Com¬ 
mentaries’’ in the news category, which 
properly should have been logged and 
counted as public affairs. No dlreect re¬ 
sponse is made to the allegations that the 
composite week figures are Incorrectly 
stated, other than a statement in the 
station’s opposition that it has rechecked 
its figures for the “other” category and 
foxmd them to be correct, and those of 
CEETRUTH incorrect. 

will not involve itself in the sensitive area 
of a licensee’s news judgment absent sig¬ 
nificant extrinsic evidence of deliberate 
distortion staging or bias. The Evening 
News Association, 35 FCC 2d 366 (1972); 
National Citizens Committee for Broad¬ 
casting. 29 PCC 2d 386 (1971), rehear¬ 
ing denied, 32 PCC 2d 824 (1971); Selling 
of the Pentagon, 20 PCC 2d 150 (1969); 
Letter to Mrs. J. R. Paul. 26 FCC 2d 591 
(1969); Hunger in America, 20 FCC 2d 
143 (1969). ’There is no such extrinsic 
evidence of deliberate distortion or bias 
presented by either petitioner, and, thus, 
petitioners’ allegations of bias must be 
rejected. Furthermore, the Commission 
is without authority, and in fact is pro¬ 
hibited by the First Amendment and 
Section 326 of the Communications Act 
from interferrlng with the exercise of 
Journalistic Judgment by a licensee. 
Hunger in America, supra. 

20. In sum, we believe that serious 
questions have been raised concerning 
the responsiveness and adequacy of 
KGGM-TV’s programming during the 
1968-1971 renewal period. These ques¬ 
tions cannot be answered on the record 
before us, and, therefore, require further 
exploration at an evidentiary hearing. 
Thus, an appropriate issue will be 
specified, infra. 

Programming Representations 

21. In its discussion of the past pro¬ 
gramming of KGGM-TV, CEETRUTH 
makes an analysis of the non-entertain¬ 
ment programming reported in Part II 
of the original renewal application and 
the program logs for the composite week.* 

*The breakdown of the figures for the 
original application, the amended applica¬ 
tion, and the findings of CEETRUTH regard¬ 
ing the non-entertainment programming of 
KGOM-TV during the composite week Is as 
follows: 

12 41 9. .55 11 51 8.8 
1 33 1.17 1 20 1.0 

10 56 8.22 11 13 8.5 

25 10 18.94 24 24 18.39 

22. We find that the discrepancies be¬ 
tween the past programming figures pre¬ 
sented in response to Part n of the origi¬ 
nal renewal application, the September. 
1971 amendment, and those shown in the 
CEETRUTH analysis of the original pro¬ 
gram logs, are not so unreasonably large 
as to raise a misrepresentation question. 
No disparity between any figures in any 
category is greater than one hour, or 10% 
of the total programming in any 
category. ’This leads us to the conclusion 
that if there is error on the part of the 
station, the error does not Improve or 
“boost’’ its non-entertainment figures in 
any significant or meaningful degree. 
Under the clrcumstimces and in the ab¬ 
sence of any information that licensee 
intended to mislead the Commission, it is 

Original application Amended application CEETRUTH 

Hours Minutes Percent Hours Minutes Percent Hours Minutes Percent 
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difficult to conclude that there has been 
any intentional or wrongful misrepre¬ 
sentation of these figures. 

23. However, CEETRUTH also alleges 
that the percentage of past news pro¬ 
gramming dealing with local and re¬ 
gional matters, represented by KGOM- 
TV In Exhibit XI of the original applica¬ 
tion as 80% of the total news program¬ 
ming of the station. Is incorrect and, in 
fact, lmp>osslble. Petitioners say that one- 
third of the dally news programming is 
network news, and at least some of the 
locally originated news programming is 
from network sources which treat na¬ 
tional and international matters. Peti¬ 
tioners state that the true figure must be 
closer to 39%. In response, KGGM-TV 
amended its Exhibit XI from 80% to 
35.48% for the total amoimt of news 
programming dealing with local and re¬ 
gional events during the past license 
period. In reply, CEETRUTH notes the 
failure of the station to answer the alle¬ 
gation concerning this erroneous hgiu-e, 
other than to amend the application. We 
find that the disparity here, 80% versus 
35.48% is significant enough to raise a 
question as to why the station claimed 
the 80% figure in its original applica¬ 
tion. Further, KGJGM-TV has offered no 
explanation as to why the figure was 
changed, or why the disparity is so great, 
and we cannot reach any informed con¬ 
clusions on the record thus far. Finally, 
this figrure may be of decisional signifi¬ 
cance. as it is a representation of the 
amount of local and regional program¬ 
ming broadcast by the station, and thus 
may be relevant to the question of the 
responsiveness of KGGM-TV’s service to 
its community of license. (See para¬ 
graphs 18 and 19, supra). Thus, further 
inquiry at a hearing is necessary to deter¬ 
mine what, in fact, the correct figure is, 
why the station initially claimed the 80% 
figxire, and whether there has been a mis¬ 
representation or lack of candor on the 
part of KGGM-TV. 

Employment 

24. Initially, Alianza raises a specific 
complaint concerning the employment 
practices at KGGM-TV. Petitioners in- 
clixle an affidavit of Gregorio R. Romero 
who says that in June or July of 1969 
he had an employment interview with 
Mr. Bruce Hebenstreit, president and 
general manager of KGGM-TV, at which 
time Mr. Hebenstreit said, “I don’t hire 
Mexicans, Niggers or anybody with long 
hair.” Mr. Romero notes further that he 
was not hired. Alianza points out that 
this is in contrast with the equal em- 
idoyxnent policy of the station as con¬ 
tained in Exhibit XVU of the renewal 
apirflcatlom_ 

25. The UEgmUTH petttton to deny 
notes Exhflsit XTTT ct the renewal appfi- 
oattoQ where KGQM-TV states that ft 

employed 61 persons as of September 4, 
1971. Of these, seven were Spanish sur- 
named, which constituted 18.6% of 
KGGM-TV’s total employees while Mex¬ 
ican Americans constituted 34% of the 
total p(H>ulation at Albuquerque. It is 
further stated that the station employs 
no Blacks or American Indians, which 
make up 1% and 2% of the population, 
respectively. CTEETRUTH concludes that 
“. , . such fact is in and of itself pre¬ 
sumptive evidence of discrimination.” 
Further, CEETRUTH says that an ex¬ 
amination of the Spanish surnamed em¬ 
ployees’ positions reveals that they are 
in the lower positions at the station, 
none being employed in eitlier the news¬ 
room or in management level positions. 
It is further alleged that two are part- 
time night receptionists, one a traffic 
clerk, one a traffic manager, two as¬ 
sistant bookkeepers, and one a Telecini 
operator. It is also alleged that KGGM- 
TV does not have any Mexican American 
newscasters in a coimmmity which is 
more than one-third Mexican Ameri¬ 
cans, and it is not only not serving the 
community, but is discriminating in its 
employment. Specifically, petitioners 
state that ‘‘such an omission ^ould not 
be presumed to stem from ansrthing ex¬ 
cept blatant prejudice.” Finally, the 
Gregorio Romero incident (see para¬ 
graph 24, supra) L" raised in CEE- 
TRUTH’s petition to deny as well. 

26. KGGM-TV, in its opposition to 
the petitions to deny, says that it “. . . 
has ad(H>ted and implemented an equal 
employment opportunity program that 
conforms to all Commission require¬ 
ments.” and that the ‘‘result of licensee’s 
efforts speaks for itself.” It is noted by 
KGGM-TV, that as of September 4, 
1971, two of the eight department heads 
were Spanish surnamed—Stella Gallegos, 
Traffic Director and Office Manager, and 
Lorenzo Jamarillo, the building mainte¬ 
nance supervisor. According to licensee, 
Mrs. Gallegos Is one of the three station 
executives with the function of hiring 
and firing, and Mr. Jamarillo supervises 
the large station facility and directs the 
company maintenance personnel as well 

‘ as outside service contractors. Based 
upon figures supplied by the Bureau of 
Business Research at the University of 
New Mexico, licensee argues that 
the percentage of Spanish surnamed 
persons in Albuquerque Is 21.8%, and 
25.9% in Bernalillo County.^ K(3GM-TV 

T Official 1970 TJA. Canaus data Indicates 
the foUowlng for the Albixiuerque Standard 
MatzopoUtan Statlatioal Area: population— 
S16,774; ^lanlab herUaga—128,783 ( 39.2%); 
ottiar minorities—14.841 (4.7%); women— 
181J193 (61.3%). Tba same source shows the 
foUowtng data for the otty ct Albuquerque: 
pofnilatlon—343,761; Spanish heritage—85,- 
003 (343%); other minorities—10,481 

says that its figures are based on 1960 
Census data, but that ‘‘. . . historically 
the percentage of Spanish surnamed has 
declined.” The station goes on to make 
a comparison of the Forms 395 filed by 
all New Mexico Television stations and 
reaches the conclusion that KGGM-TV 
is far ahead of the other stations. 

27. The licensee responds to the affi¬ 
davit of Gregorio Romero by submitting 
an affidavit executed by Bruce Heben¬ 
streit who denies that he made any re¬ 
mark of this type. ’The station also says 
that ‘‘[Wlhile it is impossible to prove 
a negative in these pleadings, we can 
point out that the alleged remark would 
have been inane in view of the station’s 
emplojTnent record of Spanish surnamed 
pei*sons. According to licensee, “we can 
also ask why Mr. Romero did not go to 
the New Mexico Human Rights Cwnmis- 
sion, the Equal Employment Opportuni¬ 
ties Commission, or the PCC at that time, 
why he has waited some two years to 
come forward with his complaint?” ’The 
station notes that this affidavit is inade¬ 
quate as a matter of law to require fur¬ 
ther action, citing Non Discrimination 
Employment Practices of Broadcast Li¬ 
censees. 18 PCC 2d 240, 241-242 (1969). 

28. KGGM-TV also provides amended 
employment sections, showing past and 
present staffing (as of 1971) for both 
KGGM-TV and for New Mexico Broad¬ 
casting Co., Inc.* Six payroll dates from 
January 8, 1966 to September 4, 1971, 
were selected and, according to KGGM- 
TV, the figures show that the station has 
kept its employment percentages of Mex¬ 
ican Americans up. These range from 
12.7% (January 6, 1968), to 19.0% (Feb¬ 
ruary 20, 1971), to the 18.6% figure for 
September 4, 1971.* A new equal employ¬ 
ment opportunity program is set forth 
in revised Exhibit XVn, and an Exhibit 
XVII-A, in which the station says that 
it is and always has been an equal em¬ 
ployment opportunity employer. Licensee 
argues that most of the station’s full 
time positions are filled from within, and 
that part time employees are taken from 
schools in the surrounding area. 

(4.3%); women—126,506 (51.9%). In addi¬ 
tion. the work. force totals for the Albu¬ 
querque SMSA are 120,578, of which 49,316 
(40.9%) are women, 4O,M0 (33.7%) are 
Spanish surnamed and 2,410 (2.0%) are 
Black. The figvuws for other minority persons 
are not available. 

■ New Mexico Broadcasting Company Is also 
the licensee of Station KVSF, Santa Fe, New 
Mexico. 

* The dates and emplo}rment totals for 
KOOM-TV and tor New Mexico Broadcasting 
Company. Inc. set forth In the amended re¬ 
newal application (Exhibit XZII) are as 
follows: 
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KO€M Ulevitien $mpU>if»e$ onlf 

SpaiSih PwBinliM 
■nploywi Mtt«o 

__1 M 8 118 
JnlTa,’lQflA _ _ 78 10 14.8 
JannaiT S, 1908_ _ U 7 117 

1 Mack. July 11,1970. . U 10 11S 
February 20,1971... OS 12 19.0 
September 4,1971... . Ml 11 110 

Television and other than television employees - 

To«al Spanish Percentage 
employees berltace 

January 8,1906. . 78 16 20.6 
1 black. July 2, 1906. . 9fi 19 20.0 

January 0,1908. . K1 11 110 
Do. July 11, 1970. 78 17 21.6 

February 20.1971... . 96 IK 18.9 
Septemtier 4,1971... . 9K 18 19.8 Do. 

29. Other materials submitted by 
KGGM-TV Include two complaints filed 
against the. station before the Equal Ein- 
ployment Opportunity Commission, one 
of which was resolved In favor of the 
station, and the other of which was re¬ 
solved by conciliation. Licensee also 
notes a complaint before the Human 
Rights Commission of New Mexico 
which was resolved in the station’s favor. 
The station also filed, on September 3, 
1974, a further revised Exhibit xm, 
"EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU¬ 
NITY PROGRAM.” On October 10,1974, 
the station filed an agreement between 
KGOM-TV and the League of United 
Latin American Citizens (LULAC) one 
of the member organizations of 
CEETRUTH—which included employ¬ 
ment, as well as certain programming 
provisions. 

30. An analysis of the Forms 395 filed 
for 1971-1974 for KGGM-TV reveals the 
following: “ 

FuU-Unie Spanish- Percentage 
employees sumamed 

1971.... 44 7 15.9 
1972.... 44 7 15.9 
1973.... 47 K 17.0 
1974.... 52 8 15.4 

Part-time Spanish- Percentage 
employees sumamed 

1971.... 13 3 111 
1972.... 12 l> sao 
1973.... 10 2 2ao 
1974.... 12 4 33.3 

Employment figures for the top two 
categories of offlcials-and-managers and 
professionals, show that in 1971 there 
were no minority persons in either cate- 

>* Licensees were not required to file Forms 
396 prior to 1971. Protected minorities other 
than Spanish sumamed are 4.7% of the 
SMSA population ROOM-TV’S 1973 Form 395 
showed one fuU-tlme black employee, whUe 
the 1974 report showed two full-time blacks 
and one Oriental, all female. The 1974 re¬ 
port also showed that 22 of the 52 full-time 
employees (42.8%) were women. Our prin¬ 
cipal focus here, of course, is on the domi¬ 
nant Spanish sumamed minority. See 
KRMD, Inc., PCC 75-731, released June 27, 
1975. 

gory; in 1972 two Spanish sumamed 
Americans were officials or managers, 
and one was a professional; in 1973, two 
Spanish sumamed Americans were of¬ 
ficials or managers and three were pro¬ 
fessionals, as well as one part-time 
American Indian who was a professional. 
It is not known whether the same indi¬ 
viduals have continued in these cate¬ 
gories. 

31. Commission and court precedent 
relating to nondiscrimination in employ¬ 
ment clearly does not require that the 
percentage of minority employees at 
broadcast stations, generally or in spe¬ 
cific Job categories, must approximate 
the percentage of minorities in the serv¬ 
ice area of a broadcast station. See, e.g., 
Westinghouse Broadcasting Co., Inc. 
{KPIX-TVy, 48 PCC 2d 1123 (1974); 
Columbus Broadcasting Coalition v. FCC, 
505 P. 2d 320 (D.C. Cir. 1974); and Bi 
Lingual Bi Cultural Coalition on Mass 
Media v. FCC. 492 P. 2d 656 (D.C. Cir. 
1974). This does not mean that "• • • 
statistical evidence of an extremely low 
rate of minority employment will never 
constitute a prima facie showing of dis¬ 
crimination or ‘pattern of substantial 
failure to accord equal employment op¬ 
portunities.’ ” Chuck Stone, et al. v. FCC. 
468 P. 2d 316, rehearing denied, 466 P. 
2d 331, 332 (D.C. Cir. 1972). While the 
disparity between the percentage of em¬ 
ployees of KGGM-TV who were Mexican 
Americans (approximately 18%) and the 
percentage of Mexican Americans in the 
Albuquerque SMSA (39.2% according to 
the most recent U.S. Census data) was 
apparently within k "zone of reasonable¬ 
ness” for the license period in question, 
see Chuck Stone, et al. v. FCC. supra, a 
problem exists in that there has been 
little variation in the numbers of full¬ 
time employees at the station who are 
Mexican Americans from 1971 to the 
present. In this regard, while there has 
been fiuctuation in the overall number of 
Mexican American employees, there has 
been no readily apparent Increase or im¬ 
provement from 1971 through 1974. (See 
paragraph 30, supra.) In addition, be¬ 
tween 1973 and 1974, the total number of 
full time employees at the station in¬ 
creased from 47 to 52, while the total 
number of Mexican American employees 

remained the same (eight), thus 
amounting to a decrease in the percent¬ 
age • of Mexican American employees 
from 17% to 15.4%. These facts raise 
questions about the operation and effec¬ 
tiveness of the equal employment oppor¬ 
tunity program in effect at KGGM-’TV 
since 1971. In this regard, we note that 
by letter, dated August 18,1971, the Com¬ 
mission’s staff raised questions regarding 
the adequacy and completeness of 
KOOM-TV’s EEO program (Section VI 
of KGGM-TV’s renewal application). 

32. Concerning the alleged statement 
by Mr. Bruce Hebenstreit of KGGM-’TV 
to Mr. Gregorio Romero, we do not be¬ 
lieve that a substantial or material ques¬ 
tion of fact has been raised which war¬ 
rants exploration at a hearing. In this 
regard, the available employment data 
for KcIgm-TV indicates that the station 
does, in fact, employ Mexican Americans, 
Blacks and women, thiis bel3dng the alle¬ 
gation that the station does not hire any 
persons within the excepted categories 
allegedly mentioned by Mr. Hebenstreit. 
As noted above, however, there are ques¬ 
tions about the effectiveness of KGGM- 
’TV’s equal empl03rment opportunity pro¬ 
gram during the period from 1968 to the 
present which do require further Inqu^. 

33. Although the equal employm^t 
question set forth in paragraph 31, 
above, would ordinarily groimds for 
further administrative inquiry, see, e.g., 
Scott Broadcasting Corporation, PCC 
75-510, released May 8, 1975, we be¬ 
lieve that in this particular case the 
questions should be resolved in the con¬ 
text of an evidentiary hearing. We are 
influenced in our decision by the fact 
that we have already determined that 
substantial questions regarding the re¬ 
sponsiveness of KGGM-TV’s past pro¬ 
gramming have been raised which clear¬ 
ly warrant a full evidentiary explora¬ 
tion. ’Thus, specUicatlon of an equal em¬ 
ployment opportunity issue in the same 
proceeding will provide a vehicle for a 
full and in depth exploration of the sta¬ 
tion’s employment practices and pol¬ 
icies. 

Ascertainment 

34. The ascertainment effort set forth 
in the original application for renewal 
of the license of KGGM-’TV is chal¬ 
lenged by Alianza on the grounds that 
there are a number of violations of the 
Primer on Ascertainment of Commu¬ 
nity Problems by Broadcast Applicants, 
27 PCC 2d 650 (1971). First, says Alian¬ 
za, the station limited its efforts strictly 
to the city of Albuquerque and omitted 
all of the outlying areas, in violation of 
the Primer, Q. L A. 6. Alianza also says 
that there was little or no contact with 
the Mexican American community with¬ 
in Albuquerque, in that no Mexican 
American leaders were regularly or con¬ 
tinuously contacted, as were other com¬ 
munity leaders, and only a few of the 
leaders listed as being contacted by the 
licensee were Mexican Americans. Ali¬ 
anza alleges that in its general public 
survey, only eleven of 67 persons (17%) 
contacted by KOOM-TV were Mexican 
Americans, in a community with a large 
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Mexican American population. The 
method of the general public survey is 
also alleged to have been inadequate 
in that all of the interviews were “man 
on the street” contacts at two shopping 
centers in Albuquerque. As a result, says 
Alianza, there was no contact with the 
unemployed, the poor, or the large Pueb¬ 
lo Indian population north of the city. 

35. CEETRUTH also faults KGGM- 
TV's ascertainment efforts for failing 
to make significant contacts with minor¬ 
ities. According to petitioners, of the 
eighteen leaders contacted, only four 
were frwn the Mexican American com¬ 
munity, and none were Blacks or In¬ 
dians. In the general public survey, says 
CEETRUTH, only 13% of those con¬ 
tacted were Mexican Americans, and the 
siirvey was conducted at two shopping 
centers. CEETRUTH also says that only 
four of the 24 problems identified related 
to minorities, and none of these were 
translated into any specific program¬ 
ming proposals. 

36. As noted in paragraph 1, supra, 
KGGM-TV filed an amended applica¬ 
tion, which included an amended Part I, 
Section IV dealing with KGGM-TV’s as¬ 
certainment of commimity problems. 
Sixty-four additional community leaders 
were contacted, including at least 21 
Mexican American or Indian community 
leaders. In addition, the survey of the 
general public included a random sample 
telephone survey of 287 members of the 
general public (which included Mexican 
Americans, as well as the special survey 
of Mexican Americans noted in Para¬ 
graph 9, supra.). In its opposition, the 
station argues that its amended survey, 
together with the original, is more than 
adequate and goes well beyond what is 
required by the Primer. KGGM-TV 
notes, fiuiher, that as a result of its as¬ 
certainment efforts, it proposes to present 
three regularly scheduled discussion pro¬ 
grams, as well as news programs and pro¬ 
gramming from network and other na¬ 
tional sources, all intended to deal with 
these ascertained community problems. 

37. In reply, Alianza asserts that the 
problems and needs of the Mexican 
American community are not, as claimed 
by the station, the ssune as the rest of 
the community. Petitioners say that the 
methodology followed by KGGM-TV is 
Inccxnprdiensible, and say also that no 
Sp>anlsh-speaking interviewers were used 
In the siirveys, to the prejudice of the 
Mexican American community. Finally, 
Alianza notes that there was a 50% imn- 
response rate to the special telephone 
survey of Mexican Americans, and, as a 
result, this amended ascertainment is 
“worthless.” According to CEETRUTH, 
the conclusion drawn by K(3K3M-TV that 
the problems and needs of the Mexican 
American community are identical to the 
rest of the ccmununity shows the inade¬ 
quacy of the total ascertainment effort 
by the station. Moreover, the survey Is 
made upon the mistaken belief that only 
21.8% of the population of Albuquerque 
is Mexican American, whereas, in actu¬ 
ality, the figure Is higher. The charge is 
made that no Spanish speaking canvass¬ 

ers were xised, and that the telephone is 
inadequate for Mexican Americans be¬ 
cause few of them either speak English 
or have telephones. In sum, the general 
public survey was unsound in design and 
execution and the results were prej¬ 
udiced as a result. Finally, petitioners 
argue that the station’s community 
leader survey is inadequate because there 
is no indication of the duration or condi¬ 
tions of the interview, or whether the 
person interviewed imderstood the nature 
of the interview. 

38. The Commission is of the view that 
the allegations regarding the inadequacy 
of the ascertainment efforts of KGGM- 
TV are without merit. In this regard, 
KGGM-TV’s amended ascertainment 
showing, together with the original ap¬ 
plication, demonstrate that KGGM-TV’s 
ascertainment efforts comply fully with 
the Primer’s requirements. Specifically, 
we find that an adequate niunber of rep¬ 
resentatives of the Mexican American 
community and leaders residing outside 
Albuquerque have been contacted in the 
leader survey, and a sufficient effort was 
made in the general public survey to as¬ 
sure a representative sampling of the 
community. We have never required that 
the numbers of persons contacted be in 
direct proportion to the percentage of 
minority persons in the population. See, 
e.g., Westinghouse Broadcasting Co., Inc. 
(KPIX-TV). 48 FCC 2d 1123 (1974). The 
test has always been one of representa¬ 
tiveness, and we believe that this has 
been adequately demonstrated by 
KGGM-TV. Additionally, the Commis¬ 
sion has never required that interviewers 
be the same race or ethnic origin as 
minority persons contacted, see Kaiser 
Broadcasting Corp., 46 FCC 2d 689 
(1974), and the telephone is specifically 
permitted as an, appropriate means of 
contacting members of the general pub¬ 
lic. See Primer, supra, at 667. The fact 
that the station may have been mistaken 
as to the actual percentage of Mexican 
Americans in the population is, in our 
view, of no decisional significance since 
there is no need for mathematical preci¬ 
sion, and a cross-section of the leader¬ 
ship and membership of the Mexican 
American community has been con¬ 
tacted. In sum, we find nothing in either 
petition to deny which raises a prima 
facie case of Inadequacy of the ascer¬ 
tainment efforts of KGGM-TV. 

Proposed Programming 

39. In its petition to> deny, Alianza says 
Initially that there is no adequate state¬ 
ment in the renewal application as to 
what KGGM-TV Intends to do in regard 
to future programming. According to 
Alianza, the station “* • * fails to follow 
the Commission’s directions on the pro¬ 
gram form (Question 1(c)) in that li¬ 
censee simply lists programs • * • thus 
completely failing to give any relating 
of program to area of specific commu¬ 
nity problems and needs.” Further Ali¬ 
anza claims that the statement of the 
licensee that.as In the past time 
will be made available as requested and 
deemed essential for the discussion of 

public affairs issues” is meaningless in 
light of the fact that the station has 
failed to do this in the past. Specifically, 
Alianza chaVges that the race relations 
and land grant issues have received no 
air time to date. In conclusion, Alianza 
says that the station apparently intends 
to continue its present low rate of public 
affairs programming. 

40. CEETRUTH, in its petition to deny, 
calls attention to Exhibit VI of the re¬ 
newal application of KGGM-TV, and 
notes that there are thirteen program 
items intended to be typical and illus¬ 
trative of what applicant proposes to 
broadcast in the coming lic^se period. 
Nine of these, says CEETRUTH, are to 
be taken from the CBS Television Net¬ 
work, and only four program items are 
proposed for local production, despite 
the deficiency of local programming to 
date. According to petitioners, one par¬ 
ticular program, “On the Scene” is pro¬ 
jected, but no scheduling information is 
offered, so there is no way of determining 
the time of presentation or frequency. 
Other deficiencies noted by petitioner are 
the lack of specific proposals for agricul¬ 
tural, instructional, religious or other 
types of programming, despite the need 
within the community for such diversi¬ 
fied programming. In addition, says 
CEETRUTH, in spite of the lack of such 
programming to date (as contained in 
the composite week) only a single, half- 
hour, bi-weekly public affairs program is 
proposed, which is to minority groups. 
'There is likewise no proposal for any bi¬ 
lingual or bi-cultural programming, nor 
any children’s programming. In sum, 
petitioners argue that the renewal ap¬ 
plication indicates that KGGM-TV in¬ 
tends to continue its present inadequate 
programming. 

41. In its amendment KGGM-TV pro¬ 
posed the following programs to respond 
to the problems xmcovered in its ascer¬ 
tainment of community problems: “The 
Inside Story”, a five-minute interview 
program, to be broadcast Monday 
through Friday, featuring persons in¬ 
volved in “• • • combatting the major 
problems discovered in the surveys”; 
“Spotlight on Now” a thirty-minute in¬ 
terview and discussion program, to be 
broadcast at least twice monthly, focus¬ 
sing on the major problems in the sur¬ 
vey list: and “On the Scene” a thirty- 
minute interview program to be broad¬ 
cast twice a month with important visi¬ 
tors and local and state organizations. 
Other proposals include extensive cover¬ 
age of all state and election campaigns 
and returns; local news broadcasts with 
emphasis on matters discovered in the 
stations ascertainment; four hours each 
week of religious programming; and 
public affairs programs from the CBS 
Television Network including “Face the 
Nation,” “Sixty Minutes,” “CBS Re¬ 
ports,” “CBS Special Reports,” etc. 
Children’s programs proposed Include 
“Captain Billy” which is characterized as 
“* • ’a thirty-minute station-produced 
Instructional program, Mcmday through 
Friday, representing Albuquerque’s (mly 
local children’s program . . .”; “Chll- 
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dren’s Film Festival,” an hour-long 
weekly program of motion pictures; “In 
the News,” eight three-minute instruc¬ 
tional vignettes presented every half- 
hour on Saturday mornings; National 
Geographic specials, and New York 
Philharmonic Young People’s Concerts. 
The station submits that these proposals 
compare favorably with those of the 
other New Mexico stations, and lists com¬ 
parative figures for each. 

42. In reply, Alianza claims that the 
faulty ascertainment surveys of KGGM- 
TV led it to the conclusion toat the prob¬ 
lems and needs of the Mexican-American 
community are identical to those of the 
rest of the overall Albuquerque commu¬ 
nity, and that if the station continues to 
operate on this mistaken basis, it will 
not adequately serve the Mexican- 
American community and any proposals 
are, therefore, faulty. CEETRUTH as¬ 
serts that the promises of KGGM-TV 
In the amended application must be read 
In light of the failure of station to meet 
past promises regarding programming, as 
well as the “questionable nature” of the 
representations made throughout the re¬ 
newal application. Caution is also sug¬ 
gested in assessing the representations 
of the amended application, as these are 
made after the allegations presented in 
the petition to deny have been made 
known to the station, and should, there¬ 
fore, be ccmsidered to be self-serving and 
defensive. Petitioners note that in the 
amended application, there is no state¬ 
ment (as contained in the original appli¬ 
cation) that the station will make time 
available for the discussion of local public 
affairs issues, and that also omitted from 
the amended application are references 
to equal time policies, “man on the 
street” interviews, and the “Spotlight on 
Now” series, all mentioned in ^e original 
application. There is also said to be less 
“vigorous” commitment in the applica¬ 
tion to news interviews and discussicm 
programs of local interest. In siun, 
CEETRUTH says that the station has 
broken prior promises, and now makes 
even more promises, while failing to re¬ 
spond to the specific allegations of the 
petition to deny. CEETRUTH also points 
out, as did Alianza, that the program pro¬ 
posals, such as they are, extend from 
biased and insulequate ascertainment 
surveys which cause KGGM-TV to con¬ 
clude that the problems and needs of the 
Mexican American community are iden¬ 
tical to the Anglo commimity, and from 
this, no programming which will ade¬ 
quately meet the problems and needs of 
the Mexican American conunimity can 
be expected. 

43. As noted above, we have deter¬ 
mined that KOGM-TV’s survey efforts 
comply fully with the requirements of the 
Primer, and that petitioners’ allegations 
to the contrary are inadequate and with¬ 
out merit. Thus, KGGM-TV’s proposed 
programming was not based on faulty 
survey efforts as alleged by petitioners. 
In addition, we find that the proposals 
themselves are reasonably attuned to the 
findings of the ascertainment survey so 
as to meet the problems and needs of the 

service area. (See Exhibit VI to KGGM- 
TV’s amended renewal application). 
Finally, because of the fact that the 
license period for which the proposals 
were to have gone into effect (1971-1974) 
has lapsed, and a supplemental applica¬ 
tion filed for this period, we are able to 
make a determination based upon an 
examination of the past programming in 
this supplemental application, that the 
station has in fact provided most of the 
programming promised in the 1971 re¬ 
newal application, although not neces¬ 
sarily imder the same titles, nor in the 
precise form as had been represented. In¬ 
deed, the programming proposed in the 
1971 application to deal with community 
problems and needs is exceeded, accord¬ 
ing to the past programming set forth 
in the 1974 supplemental application. 
Accordingly, no further action on these 
allegations is warranted. 

44. One final matter requiring our at¬ 
tention is the letter on behalf of La 
Escuela del Norte de Nuevo Mejico re¬ 
ferred to in note 1, supra. The organiza¬ 
tion states that it wishes to support the 
pending petitions to deny, and requests 
that it be considered a co-party should 
the application be designate for hear¬ 
ing. As noted by KCKJM-TV, the letter 
is premature in that the proceeding was 
not in hearing when the letter was filed 
and, in any event, is not in conformity 
with Section 1.223 of the Rules which 
states that any person who qualifies as 
a party in interest may become a party 
to the proceeding by filing a petition for 
intervention within 30 days of the pub¬ 
lication of the hearing issues in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. Accordingly, the request 
must be rejected at this time. In doing 
so, however, we do not intend to preju¬ 
dice the right of this organization to file 
a proper petition to intervene in con¬ 
formity with Section 1.223 within 30 days 
of the publication of this Order in the 
Federal Register properly supported as 
required by Section 1.223(d). 

45. Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED, 
That pursuant to Section 309(e) of the 
Commimlcatlons Act of 1934, as amend¬ 
ed, the above-captioned license renewal 
application, IS DESIGNATED FOR 
HEARING at a time and place to be 
specified in a subsequent Order, upon 
the following issues: 

(1) To determine whether, during the 
license term 1968-1971, KGGM-’TV 
broadcast programming which was rea¬ 
sonably responsive to the problems and 
needs of its service area. Including pro¬ 
gramming of relevance to the Mexican 
American community in its service area. 

(2) To determine whether KGGM-TV 
made misrepresentations or was lacking 
in candor in the statement in its 1971 
renewal application regarding the per¬ 
centage of local and regional news broad¬ 
cast during the past license period. 

(3) To determine whether KGGM-TV 
has met the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s equal employment opportunity 
rules and policies in the formulation and 
Implementation of its nondiscrimination 
and afBrmatlve action programs. 

(4) To determine whether, in the light 
of the evidence adduced pursuant to the 

foregoing Issues, a grant of the subject 
license renewal application would serve 
the public interest, convenience, and 
necessity. 

46. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That 
the petition to deny the above-captioned 
license renewal application, filed by Ali¬ 
anza Federal de Pueblos Libres and 
William L. Higgs, individually, IS 
GRANTED to the extent indicated 
above, and IS DENIED in all other 
respects. 

47. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That 
the petition to deny the above-captioned 
license renewal application, filed by the 
Coalition for the E^orcement of Equal¬ 
ity in Television and Radio Utilization 
of Time and Hours (CEETRUTH), IS 
GRANTED to the extent indicated above, 
and IS DENIED in all other respects. 

48. ms FURTHER ORDERED, That 
the request on behalf of La Escuela del 
Norte de Nuevo Mejico to be considered 
a co-party to the hearing, IS DENIED, 
without prejudice to the filing of a peti¬ 
tion to intervene pursuant to Section 
1.223 of the Commission’s Rules. 

49. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ’That 
the following are made parties to the 
hearing ordered herein: Alianza Federal 
de Pueblos Libres, William L. Higgs, and 
Coalition for the Enforcement of Equal¬ 
ity in Television and Radio Utilization 
of Time and Hours (CEETRUTH), 

50. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That 
in accordance with Section 309(e) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, the burden of proceeding with 
the introduction of evidence upon issues 
(1) -(3) shall be upon the petitioners, Ali¬ 
anza, Higgs and CEETRUTH, and the 
burden of proof shall be on tiie applicant, 
KGGM-TV, with respect to all Issues 
herein. 

51. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That 
to avail tiiem^lves of the opportimity to 
be heard, applicant and petitioners shall, 
pursuant to Section 1.221(c) of the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules, in person or by attorney, 
within twenty (20) days of the mailing 
of this Order, file with the Commission 
in triplicate, a written appearance stat¬ 
ing an Intention to appear on the date 
fixed for the hearing and present evi¬ 
dence on the issues specified in the 
Order. 

52. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That 
KGGM-TV shall, purs\iant to Section 
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and Section 1.594 
of the Commission’s Rules, give notice 
of the hearing within the time and in 
the manner prescribed in such rules, and 
shall advise the C(»nmlsslon of the pub¬ 
lication of such notice as required by 
Section 1.594(g) of the Rules. 

Ad(^ted: July 2,1975. 

Released: July 14,1975. 

Federal CoionmicATioNS 
Coionssioir, 

[seal] VmCENT J. Mxtlliks, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.76-18667 Piled 7-17-76;8:46 am] 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

PACinC STRAITS CONFERENCE 

Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice Is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for ac^iroval pursuant to 
section 15 of the (dipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may Inspect and 
obtain a o^y of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W,, 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan. 
Puerto Rico. Cwnments on such agree¬ 
ments including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, within 20 days after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
ui>on which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or imfaimess with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circiunstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 
H. R. RoUlns, Secretary, Pacific Straits Con¬ 

ference, 636 Sacramento Street, San Fran¬ 
cisco, California 94111. 

Agreement No. 5680-17, entered into 
by the member lines of the Pacific Straits 
Conference (1) amends Article 8(a) of 
the conference agreement to provide a 
basis for obtaining affirmative decisions 
at meetings where there is a quorum but 
less than the full membership present; 
(2) changes the designation of Articles 
8(e) and 8(f) of said agreement to Arti¬ 
cles 8(f) and 8(g), respectively, and adds 
a new Article 8(e) thereto which pro¬ 
hibits member lines from divulging in¬ 
formation on matters considered or 
adopted at meetings, subject to a fine of 
$1,000.00; and (3) deletes paragraph 7 
of Appendix No. 1 in its entirety and adds 
a new paragraph 7 naming rules under 
which member lines may disclose actlcms 
taken in connection with rate changes. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

Dated: July 15.1975. 
[PR Doc.76-18703 PUod 7-17-76;8:46 am) 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

ALLIED BANCSHARES, INC. 

Ofder Approving Acquisition of Allied Life 
Insurance Company of Texas 

Allied Bancshares, Inc., Houston, 
Texas, a bank holding comimny within 
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany Act, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval, under S 4(c) (8) of the Act and 
$ 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation 
Y, to acquire all of the voting shares of 
Allied Life Insurance Company of Texas 
(“Allied Life”), Houston, Texas, a com¬ 
pany that would engage de novo in the 
activity of underwriting credit life and 
credit accident and health insurance di¬ 
rectly related to extensions of credit by 
Applicant’s credit-granting subsidiaries. 
Such activity has been determined by 
the Board to be closely related to bank¬ 
ing (12 CFR § 225.4(a) (10)). 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views on the public 
interest factors, has been duly published 
(40 Federal Register 20138). The time 
for filing comments and views has ex¬ 
pired, and the Board has considered the 
application and all comments received in 
the light of the public Interest factors 
set forth in $ 4(c) (8) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. S 1843(c) (8)). 

Applicant, the ninth largest banking 
organizaticm in Texas, controls 13 sub¬ 
sidiary banks with aggregate deposits of 
approximately $810 million, represent¬ 
ing ap>proximately 2 per cent of the total 
deposits In commercial banks in the 
State.^ Applicant does not presently have 
any nonbank credit-granting subsidi¬ 
aries. 

Allied Life will engage de novo in the 
activity of underwriting credit life and 
credit accident and health Insurance 
directly related to extensions of credit 
by Applicant’s subsidiary banks. Since 
this proposal represents a de novo ac¬ 
quisition, it does not appear that con¬ 
summation of the transaction would 
have any adverse effects on existing or 
potential competition in any relevant 
market. 

(Credit life and credit accident and 
health insurance is generally made avail¬ 
able by banks and other lenders and 
is designed to assure repasmient of a loan 
in the event of death or disability of the 
borrower. In connection with the ad¬ 
dition of underwriting of such Insurance 
to the list of permissible activities for 
bank holding companies, the Board has 
stated: 

To assure that engaging in the vmder- 
wrlting of credit life and credit accident 
and health Insurance can reasonably be 
expected to be in the public interest, the 
Board will only approve applications in 
which the applicant demonstrates that 
approval will benefit the consumer or re¬ 
sult in other public benefits. Normally, 
such a showing would be made by pro- 

* Banking data are as of December 31, 1974. 

jected reductions in rates or increase in 
policy benefits due to bank holding com¬ 
pany performance of this service. 

Applicant has stated that It would 
provide reducing term credit life in¬ 
surance at premiums which are 3.4 per 
cent below the maximum permitted by 
State regulations and level term credit 
life Insurance on single payment loans at 
premiums which are 3.7 per cent below 
the permissible maximum. Credit acci¬ 
dent and health Insurance would be pro¬ 
vided at rates which will be 3.4 per cent 
below the maximum that could be 
charged under Texas insurance regula¬ 
tions. ’The Board views the proposed re¬ 
ductions in premiums charged for such 
Insurance as a consideration favorable to 
the public interest. ’The Board concludes, 
therefore, that Applicant’s proposal is 
procompetitive and in the public interest. 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected in the record, the 
Board has determined, in accordance 
with the provisions of 5 4(c)(8), that 
consummation of this proposal can 
reasonably be expected to produce bene¬ 
fits to the public that outweigh possible 
adverse effects. Accordingly, the applica¬ 
tion is hereby approved. This deter¬ 
mination is subject to the conditions set 
forth in § 225.4(c) of Regulation Y and 
to the Board’s authority to require such 
modification or termination of the ac¬ 
tivities of a holding company or any 
of its subsidiaries as the Board finds 
necessary to assure compliance with the 
provisions and purposes of the Act and 
the Board’s relations and orders is¬ 
sued thereunder, or to prevent evasion 
thereof. 

The transaction shall be made not 
later than three months after the effec¬ 
tive date of this Order, imless such 
period is extended for good cause by the 
Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Dallas, pursuant to authority hereby 
delegated. 

By order of the Board of Governors,’ 
effective July 9,1975. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.75-18678 Filed 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

DOWNS BANCSHARES. INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Downs Bancshares. Inc.. Downs, Kan¬ 
sas, has applied for the Board’s approval 
under 5 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to 
become a bank holding company through 
acquisition of 97.5 per cent or more of 
the voting shares of Downs National 
Bank, Downs, Kansas. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the applica¬ 
tion are set forth in § 3(c) of the Act (12 
UJS.C. 1842(c)). 

■Voting for this action: Vice Chalrmaa 
Mitchell and OoTemon Bucher, Holland. 
WalUch and ColdweU. Absent and not voting: 
Chairman Burns. 
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Downs Bancshares, Inc. has also ap¬ 
plied, pursuant to S 4(c) (8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c) 
(8)) and S 226.4(b) (2) of the Board’s 
Regulation Y, for permission to acquire 
the assets of Cushing Insurance Agency. 
Downs. Kansas. Notice of the application 
wais published on May 1, 1975 in The 
Downs News and Times a newspaper cir¬ 
culated in Downs, Kansas. Applicant 
states that it would engage in the activi¬ 
ties of a general Insurance agency in a 
town of less than 5,000 population. Such 
activities have been specified by the 
Board in S 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as 
permissible for bank holding companies, 
subject to Board approval of individual 
proposals in accordance with the proce¬ 
dures of 9 225.4(b). Interested persons 
may express their views on the question 
whether consmnmation of the proposal 
can “reasonably be expected to produce 
benefits to the public, such as greater 
convenience, Increased comp>etition. or 
gains in efficiency, that outweigh pos¬ 
sible adverse effects, such as undue con¬ 
centration of resources, decreased or un¬ 
fair competition, conflicts of interests, or 
unsound banking practices.” Any request 
for a hearing on this question ^ould be 
accompanied by a statement summariz¬ 
ing the evidence the person requesting 
the hearing proposes to submit or to 
elicit at the hearing and a statement of 
the reasons why this matter should not 
be resolved without a hearing. 

The aiH>licatlon may be Inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gover¬ 
nors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
August 12, 1975. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, July 10, 1975. 

[seal] Griffith L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary 

of the Board. 
[PR Doc.75-18679 PUed 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

TEXAS COMMERCE BANCSHARES, INC. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Texas Commerce Bancshares, Inc., 
Houston, Texas, has applied' for the 
Board’s approval under 9 3(a) (5) of the 
Bank Holding CcMnpany Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(5)) to acquire 100 per cent of 
the voting shares of First Texas Banc¬ 
shares Corporation, Houston, Texas, a 
registered bank holding company, by 
virtue of its ownership of 100 per cent of 
the voting shares (less directors’ qualify¬ 
ing shares) of Longview National Bank, 
Longview, Texas. ’The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in 9 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.G 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 

at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20551, to be received not 
later than August 12, 1975. 

Board of (Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, July 10, 1975. 

[seal] Griffith L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary 

of the Board. 
[PR Doc.75-18680 PUed 7-17-76:8:45 am] 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 

Receipt of Report Proposal 

The following request for clearance of 
a report intended for use in collecting in¬ 
formation from the public was received 
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff, 
GAO, on July 10,1975. See 44 UJ3.C. 3512 
(c) and (d). The purpose of publishing 
this notice in the Federal Register is to 
inform the puUlc of such receipt. 

The notice includes the title erf the re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number; and 
the frequency vrith which the informa¬ 
tion is proposed to be collected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
FTC 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 
(in triplicate) must be received on or 
before August 5, 1975, and should be 
addressed to Mr. Carl F. Bogar, Assist¬ 
ant Director, Office of Special Programs, 
United States General Accounting Office, 
Room 5216, 425 I Street, N.W., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20548. 

Further information may be obtained 
from the Regulatory Reports Review Of¬ 
ficer, 202-376-5425. 

F’ederal Power Commission 

The Federal Power Commission (FPC) 
proposes to discontinue the present 
monthly Form No. 23 and consolidate 
data from this form, and from the pres¬ 
ent quarterly Form No. 23A into a re¬ 
vised quarterly report designated as 
F\}rm No. 23B, Quarterly FHectric Utility 
Generation and Fuel Planning Report. 
Collection of certain data no longer 
needed is being eliminated. Form 23B 
meets the current data requirements of 
both the Federal Fkiergy Administration 
and the Federal Power Commission relat¬ 
ing to projected electric utility genera¬ 
tion and fuel requirements. There will be 
approximately 990 to 1,000 respondents 
and it is estimated that an avo'age cd 12 
manhours will be required per response. 

Norman F. Heye, 
RegtUatory Reports. 

Review Officer- 
[PR Doc.76-18881 Piled 7-17-75;8:45 wn] 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice 76-46] 

ATMOSPHERIC SCIENCES ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The Atmospheric Sciences Advisory 
Committee will meet at NASA Headquar¬ 
ters, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Wash¬ 
ington, DC on July 31 and August 1,1975. 
The meeting will be held in Room 6004 
from 9:00 am. to 3:30 p.m. on both 
days. The meeting must be held at this 
time because of the NASA requirement to 
programmatically initiate stratospheric 
research with cognizance of sklvlce from 
the Committee. Other activities of the 
members preclude holding a later meet¬ 
ing any sooner than late September. 

On July 31, the Cennmittee will be 
briefed on the current NASA Strato¬ 
spheric Research Program. On the morn¬ 
ing of August 1, there will be a roimd 
table discussion of the contents and di¬ 
rection of the overall NASA Stratospher¬ 
ic Research Program. In the afternoon, 
the members will formulate the schedule 
and future activities of the Committee. 

Duward L. Crow, 
Assistant Administrator for 

DOD and Interagency Affairs, 
National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. 

[PR Doc.75-18846 Piled 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 

Nominations for Membership 

’The National Science Board is the 
policy-making body of the National Sci¬ 
ence FVitmdation. The Board consists of 
the following 24 Members appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and of the 
Director, National Science Foundation, 
ex officio: 

Tixms Expire Mat 10, 1976 

Dr. H. E. Carter, Coordinator of Interdiscipli¬ 
nary Programs, 512C Administration Build¬ 
ing, University of Arizona, Tucson, Arizona 
86721. 

Dr. Rolsert A. Charple, President, Cabot Cor¬ 
poration, 125 High Street, Boston, Massa¬ 
chusetts 02110. 

Dr. Lloyd M. Cooke, Director of Urban Affairs 
and University Relations, Union Carbide 
Corporation, 270 Park Avenue, New York, 
New York 10017. 

Dr. Robert H. Dlcke, Albert Einstein Profes¬ 
sor of Science, Department of Physios, 
Princeton University, Princeton, New Jer¬ 
sey 08640. 

Dr. David M. Oates, Professor of Botany and 
Director, Biologlciu Station, Department of 
Botfmy, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, 
Michigan 48104. 

Dr. Roger W. Heyns, President, American 
Coimcll on Education. One Dupont Circle^ 
N.W., Washington, DO. 20036i. 

Dr. Prank Press, Chairman, Department of 
Earm and Planetary Sciencea, Massaohn- 
setts Institute of Technology, OambridgSb 
Massachusetts 02139. 
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Dr. P. P. Thleme, Professor of Anthropology. 
1006 JUjA Tower, University of Colorado, 
Boulder, Colorado 80302. 

Terms Expire Mat 10. 1978 

Dr. W. Olenn Campbell, Director, Hoover 
Institution on War, Revolution, and Peace, 
Stanford University, Stanford. California 
94305. 

Dr. T. ir<».r«hAii Hahn. Jr.. Executive Vice 
President, Georgia-Pacific Corporation, 900 
S.W. Plfth Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97204. 

Dr. Anna J. Harrison, Professor of Chemistry, 
Mount Holyoke College, Soutb Hadley. 
Massachusetts 01075. 

Mr. WllUan H. Meckllng, Dean. The Graduate 
School of Management, The University of 
Boohester, Rochester, New York 14627. 

Dr. William A. Nlerenberg, Director, Scrlpps 
Institution of Oceanography. University of 
CaltfcHnIa at San Diego, La Jolla, Cali¬ 
fornia 92037. 

Dr. Bussell D. O’Neal, (Vice Chairman. Na¬ 
tional Science Board), Chairman of the 
Board and Chief Executive Officer, KMS 
Industries, Inc., and KMS Fusion, Inc., Ann 
Arbor, Michigan 48106. 

Dr. Joseph M. Reynolds, Boyd Professor of 
Physics and Vice President for Instruction 
and Research, Louisiana State University, 
P.O. Box 16070, University Statlcm, Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana 70803. 

(One Vacancy.) 

Terms Expire Mat 10, 1980 

Dr. Jew^ Plummer Cobb, Dean and Professor 
of Zoology, Connecticut College, New Lon¬ 
don. Connecticut 06320. 

Dr. Norman Hackerman (Chairman, National 
Science Board), President, Rice University. 
P.O. Box 1892, Houston, Texas 77001. 

Dr. W. N. Hubbard, Jr.. President, The Up¬ 
john Company, Kalamazoo, Michigan 
49001. 

Dr. Saunders Mac Lane, Max Mason Dis¬ 
tinguished Service Professor of Mathe¬ 
matics. University of Chicago, Chicago, 
minols 60637. 

Dr. Grover E. Murray. President, Texas Tech 
University and Texas Tech University 
School of Medicine. P.O. Box 4349, Lubbock. 
Texas 79409. 

Dr. Donald B. Rice, Jr., President, The Rand 
Corporation. 1700 Main Street, Santa 
Monica, California 90406. 

Dr. L. Donald Shields, President, California 
State University at Fullerton, Fullerton, 
California 92634. 

Dr. James H. Zumberge, Chancellor, Uni¬ 
versity of Nebraska at Lincoln, Lincoln, 
Nebraska 68506. 

Member Ex Officio 

Dr. H. Ouyford Stever, Dlrectw, National 
Science Foundation, Washington, D.C. 
20550. 

The National Science Foundation Act 
of 1950 states that: “The persons nomi¬ 
nated for appointment as members of 
Oie Board (1) shall be eminent In the 
fields of the basic, medical, or social 
sciences, engineering, agriculture, educa¬ 
tion, research management or public af¬ 
fairs: (2) shall be selected solely on the 
basis of established records of distin¬ 
guished service, and (3) shall be so 
selected as to provide representation of 
file views of scientific leaders In an areas 
of the Nation.” 

The terms of eight Members of the 
National Science Board win expire on 
May 10. 1976. The Director solicits and 
evaluate nomlnatioos for submission 
to the President. Nominations accom¬ 
panied by blograi^ilcal Information may 

be forwarded to the Director, National 
Science Foundation. Washington, D.C. 
20550, no later than August 15, 1975. 

H. OiTTFORD Stiver, 
Director, 

National Science Foundation. 

July 11. 1975. 
(PR Doc.75-18683 Plied 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Dockets Nos. 50-250, 50-251] 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 
Issuance of Amendments to Facility 

Operating Licenses 

Notice Is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendments 
Nos. 8 and 7, respectively, to Facility 
Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-31 and 
DPRr-41 Issued to Florida Power and 
Light Company for operation of the Tur¬ 
key Point Nuclear Generating Units 3 
and 4, located in Dade County. Florida. 
The amendments are effective as of the 
date of issuance. 

The amendments change the Facility 
Licenses and the Technical Specifica¬ 
tions to permit generalized provisions 
for the receipt, possession, and use of 
byproduct, source, and special nuclear 
materlaL The license amendments do not 
authorize the licensee to receive, use or 
possess reactor fuel In an amount or 
type significantly different from that 
currently described In the Final Safety 
Analysis Report for Turkey Point Nu¬ 
clear Generating Units 3 and 4. 

The application for the amendments 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Gommlsslon's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate find¬ 
ings as required by the Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CPR Cfii. I, which are set forth in the 
license amendments. Prior public notice 
of these amendments is not required 
since the amendments do not involve 
a significant hazards consideration. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendments dated September 19, 1974, 
and supplemental letters dated Septem¬ 
ber 19 and December 23, 1974, (2) 
Amendment No. 8 to License No. DPR-31 
and Amendment No. 7 to License No. 
DPR-41, with Change No. 20, and (3) 
the Commission’s related Safety Evalua¬ 
tion. All of these items are available for 
public Inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Dociunent Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW„ Washington, D.C. and at the En¬ 
vironmental k Urban Affairs Library, 
Florida International University, Miami, 
Florida. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained uixm request addressed to the 
UB. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washlngtcm. D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Reactor Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md.. this 10th day 
of July. 1975. 

For Uie Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

George Lear, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 

Branch #3, Division of Reac¬ 
tor Licensing. 

[PR Doc.75-18621 PUed 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

(Docket No. 50-171; Arndt. 6] 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO.; PEACH 
BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATION, 
UNIT 1 

Provisional Operating License; Negative 
Declaration 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion (the Commission) has considered, 
pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51, the Issuance 
of Amendment No. 6 to Provisional Op¬ 
erating License DPR-12, and the Issu¬ 
ance of a Part 50, Possession Only Li¬ 
cense, to implement the decommission¬ 
ing of PBAPS, Unit 1, according to a 
plan submitted by Philadelphia Electric 
CJompany. 

The Commission’s Division of Reactor 
Licensing has prepared an environmen¬ 
tal impact appraisal of the proposed de¬ 
commissioning operations. On the basis 
of this appraisal, we have concluded that 
a detailed environmental Impact state¬ 
ment for the proposed actions is not war¬ 
ranted, because there will be no signifi¬ 
cant evironmental Impact attribu'table 
to the proposed actions and the environ¬ 
mental effects will be within the scope of 
those resulting from the operation of the 
Station. The environmental Impact ap¬ 
praisal Is available for public Inspection 
at the Commission’s Public Document 
Room at 1717 H Street, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, and the Martin Memo¬ 
rial Libraiy, 159 E. Market Street, York, 
Pennsylvania 17601, 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 14th day 
of July 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commi.s- 
sion. 

B. J. Youngblood, 
Chief, Environmental Projects 

Branch #3, Division of Re¬ 
actor Licensing. 

[PR Doc.75-18620 PUod 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

[Docket No. 50-171] 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO. 
Issuance of Amendment to Provisional 

Operating License 
Notice Is hereby given that the U.S. 

Nuclear Regulatory Commissiwi (the 
CJommission) has issued Amendment 
No. 6 to Provisional Operating License 
No, DPR^12 issued to Phlladelpliia Elec¬ 
tric Company (the licensee) for the 
Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station (the 
facility), located in Yoik County, Penn¬ 
sylvania. The amendment is effective as 
of Its date of Issuance. 

The amendment authorizes the li¬ 
censee to possess, but not operate the fa¬ 
cility. and Incorporates revised Techni¬ 
cal Speclficatlcms which provide for the 
maintenance of the retired facility. 
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The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (the Act), and Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commis8l(Hi has made appropriate find¬ 
ings as required by the Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CPR CJh. I, which are set forth in the li¬ 
cense amendment. Notice of Proposed Is¬ 
suance of Amendment to Provisional Op¬ 
erating License in connection with this 
action was published in the F’ederal 
Register on March 12, 1975 (40 FR 
11651). No request for a hearing or peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene was filed fol¬ 
lowing notice of the proposed action. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the aw>lication for 
amendment dated August 29, 1974 and 
amendment dated May 15, 1975, (2) 
Amendment No. 6 to License No. DPR- 
12, with Change No. 19, (3) the Commis¬ 
sion’s related Safety Evaluation, and (4) 
the Commission’s Negative Declaration 
dated July 14, 1975 (which is also being 
published in the Federal Register) and 
associated Environmental Impact Ap¬ 
praisal. All of these items are available 
for public Inspection at the Commission’s 
Public D(x;ument Rnom, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. and at the Mar¬ 
tin Memorial Library, 159 E. Market 
Street. York, Pennsylvania. 

A copy of items (2), (3) and (4) may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention; 
Director, Division of Reactor Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md.. this 14th day 
of July 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory CommlS' 
Sion. 

George Lear, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 

Branch #3, Division of Reac¬ 
tor Licensing. 

IFR Doc.76-18619 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.). the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards Subcommittee on Washington 
Public Power Supply Systems, Nuclear 
Projects 3 and 5, will hold a meeting on 
August 4,1975 at the Oaks Ridge Country 
Club, Elma, Washington 98541. The pur¬ 
pose of the meeting will be to develop in¬ 
formation for consideration by the ACRS 
In its review of the application of the 
Washington Public Power Supply Sys¬ 
tems, et aL, for a permit to construct 
Nuclear Projects 3 and 5, The plant Is 
approximately three miles south of Sat- 
sop. Grays Harbor County, which Is 
about 26 miles southwest of Olympia, 
Washlngttm. 

Ihe agenda for the subject meeting 
shall be as follows: Monday, August 4. 
1975. 1:30 p.m, until the conclusion of 

business. ’The Sidx:ommittee wiU hear 
presentations by representatives of the 
NRC Staff and the Washington Public 
Power Supply Systems and will hold dis¬ 
cussions •^th these groups pertinent to 
its review of the application of Washing¬ 
ton Public Power Supply Systems, et al., 
for a permit to construct the Nuclear 
Projects 3 and 5. 

In connection with the above agenda 
item, the Subcommittee will hold Exec¬ 
utive Sessions, not open to the public, at 
1:00 p.m. and at the end of the day to 
consider matters relating to the above 
application. These sessions will involve 
an exchange of opinions and discussion 
of preliminary views and recommenda¬ 
tions of Subcommittee Members and In¬ 
ternal deliberations for the purpose of 
formulating recommendations to the 
ACRS. 

In addition to the Executive Sessions, 
the Subcommittee may hold closed ses¬ 
sions with representatives of the NRC 
Staff and Applicant for the purpose of 
discussing privileged information con¬ 
cerning plant physical security and other 
matters related to plant design, construc¬ 
tion, and operation. If necessary. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that the above-noted Executive Sessions 
will consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, 
the discussion of which, if written, would 
fall within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b) and that a closed session may be 
held, if necessary, to discuss certain 
documents and Information which are 
privileged and fall within exemption (4) 
of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). Further, any non¬ 
exempt material that will be discussed 
dui^g the above closed sessions will be 
inextricably Intertwined with exempt 
material, and no further separation of 
this material is considered practical. It 
is essential to close such portions of the 
meeting to protect the free interchange 
of Internal views, to avoid undue inter¬ 
ference with agency or Subcommittee 
operation, and to avoid public disclosure 
of proprietary information. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
manner that, in his Judgment, will facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business, in¬ 
cluding provisions to carry over an in- 
completed upon session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation 
in the open portion of the meeting, the 
following requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda items 
may do so by mailing a readily reproduc¬ 
ible copy thereof, postmarked no later 
than July 28, 1975, to the Executive Sec¬ 
retary, Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555, ATTN: 
Mr. G. R. Qulttschreiber. Background in¬ 
formation concerning items to be dis¬ 
cussed at the meeting can be found in 
the Preliminary Safety Analysis Report 
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for this facility and related documents 
on file and available for pubhc inspec¬ 
tion at the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room. 1717 H 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20555 and 
at the Richland Public Library, Swift and 
Northgate Streets, Richland, Washing¬ 
ton 99352. Comments which fail to meet 
the specified mailing date noted above 
will be considered to the extent practica¬ 
ble. 

(b) Those persons submitting a writ¬ 
ten statement in accordance with para¬ 
graph (a) above may request an oppor¬ 
tunity to make oral statements concern¬ 
ing the written statement. Such requests 
shall accompany the written statement 
so that appropriate arrangements can 
be made. To the extent that the time 
available for the meeting permits, the 
Subcommittee will receive oral state¬ 
ments at an appropriate time chosen by 
the Chairman of the Subcommittee. 

(c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing has been cancelled or rescheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for 
opportunity to present oral statements, 
and the time allotted can be obtained 
by a prepaid telephone call on Augrust 1, 
1975 to the Office of the Executive Sec¬ 
retary of the Committee (telephone 202/ 
634-1374, Attn; Mr. G. R. Qulttschreiber) 
between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.. East¬ 
ern Daylight Time. 

(d) Questions may be propounded 
only by members of the Subcommittee 
and its consultants. 

(e) Seating for the public will be avail¬ 
able on a first-come, first-served basis. 

(f) The use of still, motion picture, and 
television cameras, the physical Instal¬ 
lation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any re¬ 
cess. The use of such equipment will nqt, 
however, be allow'ed while the meeting 
is in session. 

(g) Persons desiring to attend por¬ 
tions of the meeting where proprietary 
information, other than plant security 
Information, is to be discussed may do so 
by providing to the Executive Secretary, 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, seven days prior to the 
meeting, a copy of an executed agree¬ 
ment with the owner of the proprietary 
information to safeguard this material. 

(h) A copy of the transcript of the open 
portion of the meeting will be available 
for inspection on or after August 11, 
1975 at the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room. 1717 H 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20555 
and within approximately nine days at 
the Richland Public Library, Swift and 
Northgate Streets, Richland, Washing¬ 
ton 99352. Copies of the transcript may 
be reproduced in the Public Document 
Room or may be obtained from Ace Fed¬ 
eral Reporters, Inc., 415 Second Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002 (telephone 
202/547-6222) upon payment of appro¬ 
priate charges. 

, 1975 
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(i) On request. c(^ies of the minutes 
of the meeting will be made available for 
Inspection at the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street. N.W., Washington. D.C. 
20555 after November 4.1975. Copies may 
be obtained upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

Dated; July 16. 1975. 
Samuel J. Chilk, 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer. 
[FB Doc.7&~18873 Piled 7-17-76;9:17 amj 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[PU© No. 600-1] 

BBI, INC. 

Suspension of Trading 

July 11, 1975. 
TTie common stock of BBI, Inc., being 

traded on the American, and the Phila- 
delphia-Baltimore Washington Stock 
Exchanges pursuant to provisions of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and all 
other securities of BBI, Inc. being traded 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchanges and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange Is re¬ 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities on the above 
mentioned exchanges and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is sus¬ 
pended, for the period from July 13, 
1975 through July 22, 1975. 

By the CMnmission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR Doc.75-18626 PUed 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

ROYAL PROPERTIES INC. 

[PUe No. 600-1] 

Suspension of Trading 

July 11, 1975. 
It tqipearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 

change C(xnmission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Royal Pn^rties Incorporated 
being traded otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange is required In the 
pubUc interest and for the protectlim of 
Investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12 (k) 
of the Secuilties Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities otherwise than 
cm a naticmal securities exchange is sus¬ 
pended, for the period from July 12,1975 
through July 21,1975. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] George A. Fttzsiicmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-18637 PUed 7-17-76;8:45 am] 

[File Noe. 2-14108 (22-2361), 2-39636 (22- 
6642)] 

OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC. 

Application and Opportunity for Hearing 

July 11, 1975. 
Notice is hereby given that Owens-Illi¬ 

nois. Inc. (the “Company”) has filed an 
application under clause (ii) of Section 
310(b) (1) of the Trust Indenture Act of 
1939 (the “Act”) for a finding that the 
trusteeship of The Chase Manhattan 
Bank (National Association) (“Chase”) 
under two indentures heretofore quali¬ 
fied under the Act, is not so likely to in¬ 
volve a material conflict of interest as to 
make it necessary in the public interest 
or for the protection of investors to dis¬ 
qualify Chase from acting as Trustee im- 
der any such indenture. 

Section 31()(b) of the Act provides in 
part that if a trustee under sin Indenture 
qualified under the Act has or shall ac¬ 
quire any confiicting interest it shall 
within ninety days after ascertaining 
that it has such confiicting interest, 
either eliminate such confiicting interest 
or resign. Subsection (1) of such Section 
provides, in effect, with certain excep¬ 
tions that a trustee under a qualified in¬ 
denture shall be deemed to have a con¬ 
fiicting interest if such trustee is trustee 
under another indenture under which 
any other securities of the same issuer 
are outstanding. However, under clause 
(ii) of subsection (1), there may be ex¬ 
cluded fnxn the operation of this pro¬ 
vision another indenture imder which 
other securities of the issuer are out¬ 
standing, if the Issuer shall have sus¬ 
tained the burden of proving, on applica¬ 
tion to the Commission and after oppor¬ 
tunity for hearing thereon, that trustee¬ 
ship imder such qualified indenture and 
such other indenture is not so likely to 
involve a material conflict of Interest as 
to make it necessary in the public inter¬ 
est or for the prot^tion of Investors to 
disqualify such trustee from acting as 
trustee under either of such Indentures. 

The Company alleges that: 
(1) The Company entered into an In¬ 

denture (the “1958 Indenture”) dated as 
of June 1, 1958 with Chase, as trustee. 
There is currently outstanding under the 
1958 Indenture $33,616,000 principal 
amount of 3%% Sinking Fund Deben¬ 
tures due June 1,1988. 

The Company entered into an Inden¬ 
ture (the “1971 Indenture”) dated as of 
April 1, 1971 with First National City 
Bank (“Citibank”), as trustee. There is 
currently outstanding under the 1971 
Indenture $100,000,000 principal amount 
of 7%% Debentures due April 1, 2001. 
Cititonk has resigned as Trustee under 
the 1971 Indenture and the Company has 
aiHxiinted Chase to act as Successor 
Trustee under the 1971 Indenture. 

(2) The 1958 Indenture and the 1971 
Indenture were qualified under the Trust 
Indenture Act. 

(3) The obligations under the 1958 
Indenture and the 1971 Indenture are 
wholly unsecured and each obligation 
ranks equally with the other. There is no 
default under the Indentures. 

(4) No differences exist between the 
1958 Indenture and the 1971 Indenture 
which are likely to involve a material 
conflict of interest as to make it neces¬ 
sary in the public interest or for the pro¬ 
tection of investors to disqualify Chase 
from acting as Trustee under one of the 
Indentures. 

The Company has waived notice of 
hearing and waives hearing in connection 
with matters referred to in this applica¬ 
tion, and also waives any and all rights 
to specify procedures imder the Rules of 
Practice of the Commission in connec¬ 
tion with this matter. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all per¬ 
sons are referred to said application, 
which is a public document on ^e in the 
Commission’s Public Reference Section 
at 1100 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20549. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than August 
5, 1975, request in writing that a hear¬ 
ing be held on such matter, stating the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by said application which he 
desires to controvert, or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed; Sec¬ 
retary, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20549. At any 
time after said date, the Commission may 
issue an order granting the application, 
upon such terms and conditions as the 
Commission may deem necessary or ap¬ 
propriate in the public Interest and the 
interest of investors, unless a hearing is 
ordered by the Commission. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporation Finance, pursuant to del¬ 
egated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR DOC.7S-18628 Piled 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

[Rel. No. 34^11600] 

NOTICE OF AMENDMENT TO SECTION 
15(b) OF THE SECURITIES EXCHANGE 
ACT OF 1934 AND ORDER INVITING 
BRIEFS 

On June 27, 1975, the Securities and 
Exchange Commission Issued the follow¬ 
ing order, which acknowledges an 
amendment to Section 15(b) of the Secu¬ 
rities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. 
78o(b), and invites briefs from any inter¬ 
ested person on the implications of this 
amendment. As stated in the Order, all 
briefs are to be submitted to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Commission on or before 
August 4,1975. 

Securities Exchange Act of 1934, Rel. 
No. 11500, June 27, 1975; Admin. Proc. 
File Nos. 3-3719, 3-3916, 3-4403, 3-4424, 
3-4466, 3-4506, 3-4547. 

In the matter of A. P. Montgomery ft 
Co., Inc., (8-10397), Sequoia Partners, 
Sierra Associates, Clyde W. Engle, Roger 
Weston, Eugene Phelan, Taurus, Ine., 
Taurus ManagMnent Corp. 

In the matter of Milton J. Wallace and 
Joshua L. Becker. 

FEDEtAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 139—FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1975 



NOTICES 30331 

In the matter of Laidlaw & Co., Inc. 
(8-15798), Leo E. Bromberg. 

In the matter of Albert Heglund, Jr. 
In the matter of William Norton ti Co., 

Inc. (8-11821), Norman Poltorack, Irene 
Morgan. 

In the matter of Park Securities, Inc. 
(8-16656), N. Carroll Mallow. 

In the matter of Associated Under¬ 
writers, Inc. (8-15906), Carl Wesley Mar¬ 
tin, David Rex Yeaman, Michael William 
Strand. 

Order Inviting Briefs 

Each of these cases is a remedial ad¬ 
ministrative proceeding under Section 
15(b) of the Securities Exchange Act. 
The cases are wholly unrelated to each 
other. But they have one thing in com¬ 
mon. 

Each involves a respondent or re¬ 
spondents who is not alleged to have 
been a broker, or a dealer, or a person 
associated with a broker or a dealer, or 
a person seeking to become so associ¬ 
ated.* When the cases were initiated, 
that was of no moment. At that time 
Section 15(b)(7) of the Exchange Act* 
authorized proceedings of this character 
against “any person.” * 

However, the statute has now been 
modified. The words "any person” have 
been replaced by the phrase "any per¬ 
son associated, or seeking to become as¬ 
sociated, voith a broker or dealer” * Hiat 
recent change in the Act has led to mo¬ 
tions in three of these cases in which 
the movants pray for dismissal on the 
ground that they are now immune from 
further proceedings.* 

Those motions raise significant ques¬ 
tions. And quite apart from the pending 
motions, we have no wish to proceed with 
steps that we have no power to take. 
Hence the impact, if any, of the new 
statute on the instant cases calls for 
careful study. To assist us in that study, 
we hereby Invite briefs from the inter¬ 
ested respondents (including those who 
have made the pending motions, for they 
may wish to supplement the papers that 
they have thus far filed), from our Divi¬ 
sion of Enforcement, and from others 
who wish to state views on the questions 
presented. 

Such briefs may avert to any consider¬ 
ations that their authors deem pertinent. 

> These persons’ names appear In the cap¬ 
tion of this document. 

* Added to the Act by Public Law No. 88- 
467, approved August aO, 1964, 78 Stst. 565. 

* See Milton J. Wallace, Securities Exchange 
Act Release No. 11252 (February 14, 1976), 
6 SEC Docket 300; Norman PoUisky, 43 S.E.C. 
862, 854 (1968); R. Baruch & Company, 43 
SJI.C. 13,20-21 (1966). 

* That change was effected by the Securi¬ 
ties Amendments Act of 1975. Public Law No. 
94-29, approved June 4, 1975. Section 11 of 
that statute repealed former { 16(b) (7) and 
replaced it by present 116(b) (6). 

■Irene Morgan has made such a motion 
in the Norton proceeding. A similar motion 
has been made in the Montgomery proceed¬ 
ing by Sequoia Partners, Sierra Associates, 
Clyde W. Engle and Roger Weston. And Mil- 
ton J. Wallace and Joshua L. Becker have 
made such motions in their proceeding. 

But comments on the questions listed 
below would be especially appreciated: 

(1) In view of new Section 19(h) (3) of 
the Exchange Act, does the repeal of old 
Section 15(b) (7) have any real effect on 
these proceedings? Note that Senate Re¬ 
port 94-175 says of this new section ^( at 
page 134); “Paragraph (3) would au¬ 
thorize the Commission to suspend or 
bar any person (emphasis added) from 
being associated with a member of a 
national securities exchange or regis¬ 
tered securities association for a specified 
violation.” 

(2) Is there any reason to believe that 
any of the respondents in these cases 
were or are either: 

(a) “Dealers” in securities within the 
meaning of that term as defined in Sec¬ 
tion 3(a)(5) of the Exchange Act?; or 

(b) Persons associated with such 
“dealers”? 

(3) Is there any respondent in any of 
these matters who is seeking or who has 
sought to become associated with a 
broker or a dealer? And if there is, what 
is the legal significance of that? 

(In this regard counsel in the Heglund 
proceeding should address themselves to 
the implications, if any, of Mr. Heglund’s 
former affiliation with Scholarship In¬ 
vestment Qorporation of Seattle, Wash¬ 
ington. And in the Norton proceeding it 
may be well for counsel to consider the 
import for present purposes of the alle¬ 
gation in the order for proceedings that 
respondent Irene Morgan was once a reg¬ 
istered representative for the broker- 
dealer firm there involved but that she 
had ceased to be such some years before 
the date on which the allegedly violative 
conduct in which she is claimed to have 
participated began.) 

(4) Assume that the 1975 amendments 
to SectifHi 15(b) of the Exchange Act pre¬ 
clude the initiation of new proceedings 
thereunder against persons who were 
never in the securities business and who 
have no present intention of going into 
it. Does it follow that the instant pro¬ 
ceedings which were validly instituted 
prior to June 4, 1975 must now abort? 
Note in this regard that evidentiary rec¬ 
ords have been made in some of these 
cases and that they remain to be made 
in others. Does that affect the answer to 
the questiim? 

(5) Are provisions of the securities 
statutes other than Sections 15(b) and 
19(h) (3) of the Exchange Act pertinent 
to the questions propounded In the pre¬ 
ceding paragraph? Consider the effect, 
if any, of: 

(I) Section 21 (a) of the Exchange Act, 
which authorizes “The Commission • • • 
in its discretion • • • to publish informa¬ 
tion • • • concerning violations”; 

(II) Section 9(b) of the Investment 
CTompany Act, which continues to au¬ 
thorize tJie Commission to prohibit "any 
person” from serving registered invest¬ 
ment c(»npanle8 in specified capacities 
and which does not require that the per¬ 
son so sanctioned have any link of any 
sort to the Investment company business; 
and 

(iii) The applicability to this situation 
of Massachusetts Trustees of Eastern Gas 
& Fuel Associates v. United States, 377 
U.S. 235 (1964) where a unanimous Su¬ 
preme Court held that when an admin¬ 
istrative agency has power to act it may 
validly do so and that the agency’s “fail¬ 
ure to indicate explicitly or implicitly 
• • • the source of its power is without 
legal significance.”" 

(6) Assume that the Commission is 
precluded as a matter of law from en¬ 
tering orders against the moving re¬ 
spondents and other similarly situated 
persons or in the alternative that even if 
not so precluded, the Commission should 
in the exercise of its administrative dis¬ 
cretion refrain from censuring such per¬ 
sons or from acting at once to affect their 
capacity to associate themselves with 
brokers or dealers. Does it follow that 
the Commission should deem itself pre¬ 
cluded from making findings in; 

(a) cases in which records have al¬ 
ready been made?* 

(b) cases instituted before June 4, 
1975, in which no evidentiary hearings 
have yet been held? 

Accordingly, it is ordered that: 
(A) Any person who wishes to do so 

may file a memorandum stating his views 
on the questions hereinabove posed and 
on other considerations that he deems 
pertinent to the proper resolution of the 
issues involved in this group of cases. 

(B) All such memoranda must be 
served on the Commission’s Division of 
Enforcement and filed with its Secretary 
on or before August 4,1975. 

(C) If such a memorandum is filed by 
a respondent in a specific proceeding, it 
should bear the caption of that 
proceeding. 

(D) If the person filing the memoran¬ 
dum is not a respondent in a pending 
proceeding, he may caption his mem¬ 
orandum “In the Matter of A. P. Mont¬ 
gomery & Co., Inc., et al.. Administrative 
Proceeding File No. 3-4424." 

(E) ’The Division of Enforcement is 
directed to file a memorandum setting 
forth Its views on the questions presented. 
Such memorandum shall be served on 
all affected respondents and filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission on or 
before August 4,1975. 

(P) Although the Division may file 
separate memoranda in each of the seven 
cases enumerated in the caption hereof, 
it need not do so. It may in its discretion 
file a single, consolidated memorandum. 

• 377 U.S. at 248. 
»Compare R. Baruch A Company, 43 SR.C. 

13. 20-21 (1966): ~[W]e find, [emphasis 
added] as did the hearing examiner that 
Hammet's activities i^ayed an Important 
part In such unlawful distribution • • • 
There Is no Indication that Hammet has any 
present Intention to engage in the securities 
business and under the circumstances these 
proceedings may be discontinued as to him. 
Should he, however, seek to engage In such 
business In the future, proceedings may be 
Instituted against him pursuant to Sectiati 
16(b) * * * on the basis of the conduct we 
have found In the Instant case.** 
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(G) Reply memoranda with proof of 
service on the Commission’s Division of 
Enforcement may be filed on or before 
September 5. 1975. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-18629 PUed 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

[Release No. 11521, FUe No. S7-543] 

RULES OF NATIONAL SECURITIES 
EXCHANGES 

Request for Public Comment 

On June 4, 1975, the Securities Acts 
Amendments of 1975 (the “1975 Amend¬ 
ments’’),* amending the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 (the “Act’’), were 
signed into law. Section llA(c) (4) (A) of 
the Act, as added by the 1975 Amend¬ 
ments, directs the Commission to review 
any and all rules * of national securities 
exchanges which limit or condition the 
ability of members to effect transactions 
in securities otherwise than on such ex¬ 
changes.* The legislative history of Sec¬ 
tion llA(c) (4) (A)* indicates that the 
Commission must review such rules de 
novo and must evaluate them in light of 
the purposes of the Act and in considera¬ 
tion of certain competitive standards 
made explicit by the 1975 Amendments. 
Section llA(c) (4) provides that the re¬ 
sults of this review must be reported to 
the Congress not later than 90 days fol¬ 
lowing enactment of the 1975 Amend¬ 
ments (i.e., by September 2, 1975). The 
Section also provides that the Commis¬ 
sion must “commence a proceeding in 
accordance with Section 19(c) of this 
title to amend any such rule imposing a 
biu*den on competition which does not 
appear necessary or appropriate in fur¬ 
therance of the purposes of this title,” * 
and must complete any such proceeding 
within 90 days after publication of no¬ 
tice of its commencement. 

In order to assist the Commission in 
its study and evaluation, the Commission 

» Pub. L. No. 94-29 (June 4,1975). 
*As defined by Section 3(a) (27), the term 

**rtae6 of an exchange” includes the constitu¬ 
tion, articles of incorpcn-ation, bylaws and 
rules of such exchange “. . . and such of the 
stated polices, practices, and interpretations 
of such exchange, ... as the Commission, by 
rule, may determine to be necessary or im¬ 
propriate in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors to be deemed to be 
rules of such exchange. . . ." Commentators 
are tirged to address the stated policies, prac¬ 
tices, and Interpretations of exchanges to the 
extent they limit or condition the ability of 
members to effect transactions in seciiritles 
otherwise than on such exchanges. 

* For example. Rules 107, 394, 395, 396, and 
438 of the New York Stock Exchange, Inc., 
and Article XIV, Section 8 of its Constitution, 
Rule 5 of the American Stock Exchange, Inc., 
and Article V. Section 4 of its Constitution, 
and Rule 6.49 of the Chicago Board Options 
Exchange, Inc., may be considered to have 
such an effect. 

* Committee on Conference, Conference Re¬ 
port to Accompany S. 249, H.R. Rep. No. 94- 
329, 94th Ck>ng., 1st Sess. 95 (1875). 

•Section llA(c) (4) (A) of the Act. 

has determined to solicit the comments 
of interested persons as to those rules of 
national securities exchanges which are 
considered by commentators to limit or 
condition a member’s ability to effect 
transactions otherwise than on such ex¬ 
changes. Commentators are requested to 
give particular attention to whether such 
rules impose or have the effect of impos¬ 
ing burdens on competition, and whether 
any such rule is necessary or appropriate 
in furtherance of the purposes of the Act. 

Finally, commentators should analirze * 
whether any exchange rule which limits 
or otherwise conditions the ability of an 
exchange member to effect transactions 
otherwise than on that exchange is nec¬ 
essary or appr(H>riate to assure: 

(1) the protection of investors;* 
(2) the maintenance of fair and or¬ 

derly markets;* 
(3) the removal of impediments to, 

and the perfection of the mechanism of, 
a national market system for securi¬ 
ties;* 

(4) fair competition among brokers 
and dealers, among exchange markets, 
and between exchange markets and mar¬ 
kets other than exchange markets;** 

(5) the practicability of brokers exe¬ 
cuting investors’ orders in the best 
market;** 

(6) economically efiBcient execution of 
securities transacUons;** and 

(7) an opportunity, consistent with the 
standards indicated in subparagraphs 
(5) and (6) above, for investors’ orders 
to be executed without the participation 
of a dealer.** 

The Commission has determined not 
to hold oral hearings at the present time 
in connection with its study and evalua¬ 
tion; however, should a review of public 
comments indicate that such hearings 
would assist the Commission in its study, 
the Commission may order that oral 
hearings be instituted. 

Three copies of any written submission 
should be submitted to George A. Fitz¬ 
simmons. Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 20549, no later 
than July 31, 1975. Reference should be 
made to File No. S7-543. All Comments 
received will be subject to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

July 2, 1975. 
[FR Doc.75-18928 Filed 7-17-75; 11:57 am] 

• Commentators are encouraged to support 
their analysis with reference to factual evi¬ 
dence relating to execution of orders and the 
operation of exchange markets and non-ex¬ 
change markets for securities listed or traded 
upon exchanges, and, where appropriate, 
with citations to legal or other authorities. 
Set forth below is a list of some of the source 
material relating to the subject matter of the 
Commission’s review. WhUe the list should 
not be assumed to be complete or exhaustive. 
It may prove useful to interested persons who 
wish to submit written comments to consider 
these materials in connection with their 
comments: 

Committee on Conference, Conference Re¬ 
port to Accompany S.249, H.R. Rep. No. 94- 

[Llcense Application No. 09/09-5185] 

SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

CONSTRUCTA INVESTMENT INC. 

Application for License 

An application for a license to oper¬ 
ate as a small business investment com¬ 
pany imder the provisions of Section 
301(d) of the Small Business Invest¬ 
ment Act of 1958, as amended (15 U.S.C. 
661 et seq.), has been filed by Constructa 
Investment Inc. (applicant), with the 
Small Business Administration (SBA) 
pursuant to 13 C.F.R. 107.102 (1975), 

The officers, directors and stockhold¬ 
ers of the applicant are as follows: 

Roberto Iglesias. 1712 North Kingsley 
Drive, Los Angeles, Calif. 90029, President, 
Treasurer, and Director. 

Howard A. Novak, 4471 Ventura Canyon 
Avenue, Sherman Oaks, Calif. 91403, Secre¬ 
tary and Director, 9.5% Stockholder. 

Trtn additional stockholders, 90.5%. 

The applicant, a California corpora¬ 
tion, with its principal place of business 
located at 6430 Sunset Boulevard, Holly¬ 
wood, California 90028, will begin oper- 

229, 94th Cong., 1st Sess. (1976): Senate 
Comm, on Banking, Housing and Urban Af¬ 
fairs, Report to Accompany S.249, S. Rep. No. 
94-76, 94th Cong., 1st Sess. (1976); House 
Comm, on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Report to Accompany H.R. 4111, H.R. Rep. 
No. 94-122, 94th Cong., Ist Sess. (1976); 
Hearings Before the Subcomm. on Securities 
of the Senate Comm, on Banking, Housing 
and Urban Affairs on S.2519, 93d Cong., let 
Sess. (1973); Subcomm. on Securities of the 
Senate Comm., on Banking, Housing and 
Urban Affairs, Report on the Securities In¬ 
dustry Study, S. Doc. No. 93-13, 93d Cong., 
Ist Sess. (1973): Staff of the Subcomm. on 
Commerce and Finance of the House Comm, 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 92d 
Cong., 2d Sess., Report on the Securities In¬ 
dustry Study (Subcomm. Print 1972); Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission Staff Study, 
Report: Rule 394 (September 14, 1965), in 
Study of the Securities Industry, pt. 6, Hear¬ 
ings Before the Subcomm. on Commerce and 
Finance of the House Comm, on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, H.R. Serial No. 92- 
37e, 92nd Cong., 2d Sess. 3293 (1972); Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Policy State¬ 
ment on the S^ucture of a Central Market 
System (March 29, 1973); Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Statement on the Fu¬ 
ture Structure of the Securities Markets 
(February 2, 1972); Securities Exchange Act 
Release No. 11151 (December 24, 1974); 
Securities Exchange Act Release No. 7964 
(September 16, 1966); New York Stock Ex¬ 
change, Incentives to Exchange Membership 
in a Central Market System (November 12, 
1973); New York Stock Exchange, A Staff 
Analysis of Issues Affecting the Structure of 
a Central Exchange Market for Listed Securi¬ 
ties (July, 1973); In re Rules of the New York 
Stock Exchange, 10 SEC 270 (1941); In re 
Edison Elec. Illuminating Co. of Boston, 
1 SEC 909 (1936). 

TSections e(b)(5) and llA(a)(l)(C) of 
the Act. 

•Sections 2 and llA(a)(l)(C) of the Act. 
•Sections 2, 6(b) (5) and llA(a) (2) of the 

Act. 
Section llA(a)(l)(C)(ll) of the Act. 

M Section llA(a) (1) (C) (iv) of the Act. 
’•Section llA(a) (1) (C) (1) of the Act. 
“Section llA(a)(l)(C)(v) of the Act. 
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atlons with $606,000 of paid-in capital* 
and paid-in surplus, derived from the 
sale of 60,600 shares of common stock to 
eleven shareholders, none of whom 
owns 10 percent of Applicant’s stock. 

As a small business investment com¬ 
pany under Section 301(d) of the Act, 
the applicant has been organized and 
chartered solely for the purpose of per¬ 
forming the functions and conducting 
the activities contemplated under the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
as amended from time to time, and will 
provide assistance solely to small busi¬ 
ness concerns which will contribute to a 
well-balanced national economy by fa¬ 
cilitating ownership in such concerns by 
persons whose participation in the free 
enterprise system is hampered because 
of social or economic disadvantages. 

Matters Involved in SBA’s considera¬ 
tion of the applicant include the general 
business reputation and character of the 
proposed management, and the proba¬ 
bility of successful operation of the ap¬ 
plicant under their management, in¬ 
cluding adequate profitability and fi¬ 
nancial soundness, in accordance with 
the Small Business Investment Act and 
SBA Rules and Regulations. 

Any person may, not later than 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice, submit to SBA written comments 
on the proposed applicant. Any such 
conunimication should be addressed to 
the Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment, Small Business Administra¬ 
tion, 1441 L Street. N.W.. Washington, 
D.C. 20416. 

A copy of this notice shall be published 
In a newspaper of general circulation 
in Hollywood, California. 

Dated: July 10,1975. 

James Thomas Phelan, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 

for Investment. 
(PR Doc.75-18688 Filed 7-17-75;8:45 ami 

ATLANTA DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Retraction of Public Meeting 

Notice of the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration Atlanta District Advisory Council 
Meeting on July 23. 1975 at Fort Mc¬ 
Pherson, Georgia, as contained in 40 FR 
129137. published July 10. 1975. Is in 
error. The Atlanta District Advisory 
Coimcil is not scheduled to meet on that 
date. 

Dated: July 14.1975. 

Anthony S. Stasio, 
Chief Counsel for Advocacy, 
Small Business Administration. 

[FB Doc.76-18622 FUod 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Manpower Administration 

EMPLOYMENT TRANSFER AND BUSI¬ 
NESS COMPETITION DETERMINATIONS 
UNDER THE RURAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 

Applications 

mie organlzatione listed in the attach¬ 
ment have applied to the Secretary of 

Agriculture for financial assistance in 
the form of grants, loans, or loan guar¬ 
antees in order to establish or improve 
facilities at the locations listed for the 
purposes given in the attached list. The 
financial assistance would be authorized 
by the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act, as amended, 7 USC 1924 
(b). 1932, or 1942(b). 

The Act requires the Secretary of La¬ 
bor to determine whether such Federal 
assistance is calculated to or is likely to 
result in the transfer from one area to 
another of any employment or business 
activity provided by oijerations of the 
aiH>licant. It is permissible to assist the 
establishment of a new branch, affiliate 
or subsidiary, only if this will not result 
in increased unemployment in the place 
of present operations and there is no rea¬ 
son to believe the new facility is being 
established with the intention of closing 
down an operating facility. 

The Act also prohibits such assistance 
if the Secretary of Labor determines that 
it is calculated to or is likely to result 
in an increase in the production of goods, 
materials, or commodities, or the avail¬ 
ability of services or faciUties in the area, 
when there is not sufficient demand for 
such goods, materials, commodities, 
services, or facilities to employ the effi¬ 
cient capacity of existing competitive 
commercial or industrial enterprises, un¬ 
less such financial or other assistance 
will not have an adverse effect upon ex¬ 
isting competitive enterprises in the area. 

The Secretary of Labor’s review and 
certification procedures are set forth at 
29 CFR Part 75, published January 29, 

1975 (40 FR 4393). In determining 
whether the applications should be ap¬ 
proved or denied, the Secretary will take 
into consideration the following factors: 

1. The overall employment and un¬ 
employment situation in the local area 
in which the proposed facility will be 
located. 

2. Employment trends in the same in¬ 
dustry in the local area. 

3. The potential effect of the new fa¬ 
cility upon the local labor market, with 
particular emphasis upon its potential 
impact upon competitive enterprises in 
the same area. 

4. The competitive effect upon other 
facilities in the same industry located in 
other areas (where such competition is 
a factor). 

5. In the case of applications involving 
the establishment of branch plants or 
facilities, the potential effect of such 
new facilities on other existing plants or 
facilities operated by the applicant. 

All persons wishing to bring to the 
attention of the Secretary of Labor any 
information pertinent to the determi¬ 
nations which must be made regarding 
these applications are invited to submit 
such information in writing within two 
weeks of publication of this notice to: 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Man- 
pewer, 601 D Street, NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20213. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 14th 
day of July, 1975. 

Ben Burdetsky, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Manpower. 

APi-i.ir.\TioN8 Repkived During the Week Knhinc. Jit.y 11,1975 

Nuiiie of appUcuiit Location of enterprise rrincipal product or activity 

National Footwear Corp. Eppinc, N.H.Manufacture of children’s shoes. 
Western Ocean Resources, Inc.New Bedford, Mass_Deep sea lobster and crab fishing. ^ 
Tasco Industries, Inc.Abbeville, S.C.Textured woven fabrics. 
Seth Lumber Co., Inc. Lincolnton, N.C.Manufacture of single- and multi-family 

housing. 
Superior Peat and Soil Co., Inc.Sebring, Fla.Mining and soil. 
Picayune Memorial Funei^ Chapel, Inc.Picayune, Miss.Funeral arrangements and services. 

[FR Doc.75-19»82 Filed 7-17-75 :8 :45 am] 

Office of the Secretary 
ITA-W-77] 

BORG-WARNER CORP. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of □!- 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On June 30, 1975, the Department of 
Labor received a pietition filed imder Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the 
Act’’) by the United Automobile, Aero¬ 
space and A^icultural Implement Work¬ 
ers of America on behalf of the workers 
and former workers of Marvel-Scheibler 
’Tillotson Division of Borg-Wamer Cor- 
pxiration, Toledo, Ohio (TA-W-77). Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bureau of 
International Labor Affairs, has insti¬ 
tuted an investigation as provided in sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpiose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of impiorts of articles like or 

directly compietitive wiUi carburetors for 
chain saws produced by Borg-Wamer 
Corpioration, or an appropriate subdi¬ 
vision thereof have contributed impior- 
tantly to an absolute decline in sales or 
production, or both, of such firm or sub¬ 
division and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a significant 
number or proportion of the workers of 
such firm or subdivision. The investiga¬ 
tion will further relate, as appropriate, 
to the determination of Uie date on which 
total or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. A group meeting 
the eligibility requirements of lotion 222 
of the Act will be certified as eligible to 
apply for adjustment assistance under 
Title n. Chapter 2, of Uie Act in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of Subpart B 
of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a sub¬ 
stantial interest in the subject matter of 

FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 40. NO. 139—FRIDAY. JULY 18, 1975 



30334 NOTICES 

the Investigation may request a public 
hearing, provided such request is filed in 
writing with the Acting Ihrector. Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the ad¬ 
dress shown below, on or before July 28. 
1975. 

The petitlcHi filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director. Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W.. 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director, OHice of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
[PR DOC.75-18S40 Piled 7-17-75:8:45 »ml 

[TA-W-791 

ELECTRO-MOTIVE CORP. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On July 9, 1975, the Department of 
Labor received a petition filed under Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act”) on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of Electro-Motive Cor¬ 
poration, WlUimantic, Connecticut (TA¬ 
W-79) . Accordingly, the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation as pro¬ 
vided in Section 221(a) of the Act and 
29 CFR 9012. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with variable mica 
capacitors produced by Electro-Motive 
Corporation, or an appropriate subdivi¬ 
sion thereof have contributed impor¬ 
tantly to an absolute decline in sales or 
production, or both, of such firm or sub¬ 
division and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a significant 
number or proportion of the workers of 
such firm or subdivision. The investiga¬ 
tion will further relate, as appropriate, to 
the determination of the date on which 
total or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. A group meeting the 
eligibility requirements of Section 222 of 
the Act will be certified as eligible to ap¬ 
ply for adjustment assistance under Title 
n. Chapter 2, of the Act in accordance 
with the provisions of Subpart B of 29 
(TPR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at 
the address shown below, on or before 
July 28,1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust- 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 

3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

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

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director, OiJlce of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
|FR 000.75-18641 Piled 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

(TA-W-72J 

HARLEY-DAVIDSON, INC. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Ap^y for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On July 3, 1975 the Department of 
Labor received a petition filed imder 
Section 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act”) by the International Union 
Allied Industrial Workers, APL-CIO, on 
behalf of the wortiers and former work¬ 
ers of Harley-Davidson Incorporated 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, a subsidiary of 
AMF Corporation, White Plains, N.Y. 
(TA-W-72), Accordingly, the Acting 
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment As¬ 
sistance, Bureau of International Labor 
Affairs, has instituted an Investigation 
as provided in Section 221(a) of the Act 
and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with motorcycles 
and snowmobiles, produced by Harley- 
Davidson, Incorporated, or an appro¬ 
priate subdivision thereof have con¬ 
tributed importantly to an absolute 
decline in sales or production, or both, of 
such firm or subdivision and to the actual 
or threatened total or partial separation 
of a significant number or proportion of 
the workers of such firm or subdivision. 
The investigation will further relate, as 
appropriate, to the determination of the 
date on which total or partial separations 
began or threatened to begin and the 
subdivision of the firm involved. A group 
meeting the eligibility requirements of 
Section 222 of the Act will be certified as 
eligible to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance imder Title II, Chapter 2, of the 
Act in accordance with the provisions of 
Subpart B of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at 
the address shown below, on or before 
July 28,1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director. Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. 'this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. F(X)ks, 
Acting Director, Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
[TR Doc.75-18643 Filed 7-17-76:8:45 am) 

[TA-W-73] 

ION CAPACITOR CORP. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On July 3, 1975 the Department of 
Labor received a petition filed under 
Section 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act”) on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of Ion Capacitor Cor- 
portation, Columbia City, Indiana (TA¬ 
W-73) . Accordingly, the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation as pro¬ 
vided in Section 221(a) of the Act and 
29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
Increases of Imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with aluminum elec¬ 
trolytic capacitors produced by Ion Cor¬ 
poration or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof have contributed Importantly to 
an absolute decline in sales or produc¬ 
tion, or both, of such firm or subdivision 
and to the actual or threatened total or 
partial separation of a significant num¬ 
ber or proportion of the workers of such 
firm or subdivision. The investigation will 
further relate, as appropriate, to the 
determination of the date on which total 
or partial separations began or threat¬ 
ened to begin and the subdivision of the 
firm involved. A group meeting the 
eligibility requirements of Section 222 
of the Act will be certified as eligible to 
apply for adjustment assistance under 
Title n. Chapter 2, of the Act in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of Subpart 
B of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 C?FR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a sub¬ 
stantial Interest in the subject matter 
of the investigation may request a pub¬ 
lic hearing, provided such request is filed 
in writing with the Acting Director, Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the 
address shown below, on or before July 
28, 1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs. U.S. Department of Labor, 
3nr St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director, Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
|FR Doc.75-18644 Plied 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

[TA-W-781 

MARTIN MARIETTA AEROSPACE 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli- 
^bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Mslstance 

On June 30, 1975, the Department of 
Labor received a petition:filed under Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act”) on behalf of the woricers and 
former workers of Martin Marietta Aero¬ 
space, Denver, Colorado (TA-W-78). Ac- 
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cordiugly, the Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. Bureau of 
International Labor Affairs, has Insti¬ 
tuted an Investigation as provided in Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with space hardware 
produced by Martin Marietta Aerospace, 
or an appropriate subdivision thereof 
have contributed importantly to an ab¬ 
solute decline in sales or production, or 
both, of such firm or subdivision and to 
the actual or threatened total or partial 
separaticxi of a significant number or 
proporti(m at the workers of such firm 
or subdivision. The investigation will 
further relate, as appropriate, to the de- 
termlnati<» of the date on which total or 
partial separations began or threatened 
to begin and the subdivision of the firm 
Involved. A group meeting the eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Act 
will be certified as eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance imder Title 11, 
CTiapter 2, of the Act in accordance with 
the provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFTt 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 C7FR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a sub¬ 
stantial Interest in the subject matter 
of the investigation may request a public 
hearing, provided such request is filed in 
writing with the Acting Director, Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the 
address shown below, on or before July 
28. 1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avall- 
aUe for Inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assstance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affaln, U JS. D^>artment of Labor, 
Srd St. and C<mstltuti(« Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. FV}Oks, 
'Acting Director, Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
I PR Doc.75-18645 PUed 7-17-76:8:45 amj 

ROSIA SHOE CORP., PORTAGE. 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Determination Regarding Certification of 
Eligibility To Apply for Worker Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA¬ 
W-31: investigation regarding cerUfica- 
tton of dlglblllty to apply for worker ad¬ 
justment assistance as prescribed in Sec¬ 
tion 222 of the Act. 

The Investlgatlcm was initiated on 
May 28, 1975 in response to a woiiier 
petition received on May 27, 1975 adiich 
was filed by the Boot and Shoe Workers' 
Union on behalf of workers formerly in¬ 
ducing footwear for womoi at Roda Shoe 
Corporation. Portage, Pennsylvania. 

The notice at Investlgatlmi was pub- 
Bshed in Itm Ffepsasi. Rmustbs (40 FR 
M068>> on June 4.1971. No pnbUc hearing 
was requested and none was hdd. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained prin¬ 
cipally from officials of Rosla Shoe Cor¬ 
poration, its customers, the U.S. Inter¬ 
national Trade Commission, industry 
analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of eli¬ 
gibility to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance, each of the group eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974; 

(1) That a significant number or propor¬ 

tion of the workers in such workers' firm or 

an appropriate subdivision of the firm have 

become totally or partiaUy separated, or are 

threatened to become totally or partially 

separated, 
(2) That sales or production, or both, of 

such firm or subdivision have decreased ab¬ 

solutely, and 
(3) That increases of imports of articles 

like or directly competitive with articles pro¬ 

duced by such workers’ firm or an appro¬ 

priate subdivision thereof contributed im¬ 

portantly to such total or partial separation, 
or threat thereof, and to such decline in 

sales or production. 

For purposes of paragraph (3), the term 
"contributed importantly” means a cause 

which ie Important but not necessarily more 

important than any other cause. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tion. A siEmificant number or proportion 
of the hourly, piecework, and salaried 
workers of Rosia Shoe Corporation be¬ 
came totally or partially separated in 
the fourth quarter of 1974 when employ¬ 
ment declined 37 percent. An employ¬ 
ment was terminated at the plant by the 
end of May 1975. 

Sales or Production, or Both. Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Sales and produc¬ 
tion at Rosia Shoe Corporation declined 
steadily throughout 1974. Afi production 
of footwear was ceased at the company 
in March 1975. 

Increased Imports Contributed Im¬ 
portantly. Imports of articles like or di¬ 
rectly competitive with women’s footwear 
produced by Rosia Shoe increased both 
absolutely and relatively in recent years. 
Imports of women's non-rubber footwear 
Increased from 165 mlUlon pairs com¬ 
prising 39 percent of the d(xnestlc mar¬ 
ket in 1970 to 216 miUion pairs compris¬ 
ing 52 percent of the domestic mariiet In 
1973. Imports Increased their share of 
domestic cmisumptlMi and production 
fractionally in 1974. 

The evidence developed In the Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation Indicates that In¬ 
creased Import competition contributed 
Importantly to the closing of Rosia Shoe 
Corporation. In recent years Imports of 
women’s footwear In the price range of 
footwear sold by Rosla Shoe have steadily 
Increased their share of the domestic 
market. As a result, several of Rosla’s 
major citstomers increasingly reduced 
their purchases from Rosla Shoe and in¬ 
creased their purchases of lower-priced 
imported footwear. The co-owners of 
Rosia Shoe, who also w(xi a cMnpany in 
Mt Unlcm which produces wcxnen’s foot¬ 
wear, decided that the continued (Hier- 
aUon of two footwear plants wKh signi¬ 
ficant excess capacity was not economi¬ 
cally feasible. Company officiate decided 

to cease all production of footwear at 
Rosia Shoe. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained In the Investigation, I 
conclude that increases of Imports like 
or directly competitive with women’s 
footwear product by Rosla Shoe Cor¬ 
poration contributed importantly to the 
total or partial separation of the workers 
of that :Qrm. Section 223(b)(2) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 provides that a certi¬ 
fication of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance may not apply to 
any worker last separated from the firm 
or subdivision more than six months be¬ 
fore April 3. 1975, the effective date of 
the new program. In accordance with 
this provision of the Act I make the fol¬ 
lowing certification: 

All hourly, piecework, and salaried em¬ 

ployees of Rosla Shoe Corporation, Portage, 

Pennsylvania, who became totally or par¬ 

tially separated from employment on or 

after October 3, 1974 and before June 9. 
1975, are eligible to apply for adjustment as¬ 

sistance under 'ntle H, Chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974. 

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

Herbert N. Blackman, 
Associate Deputy Under Secre¬ 

tary for Trade and Adjust¬ 
ment Policy. 

[PR Doc.75-18660 PUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

[TA-W-70] 

SINGER CO. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Ap^y for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On June 30, 1975, the Department of 
Ltdior received a petition filed imder Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act”) by the International Union 
of Electrical Radio and Machine Work¬ 
ers, APL-CIO, on behalf ot the workers 
and former workers at the Friden Busi¬ 
ness Machines Division, San Leandro, 
California of the Singer Compemy, New 
York, New York (TA-W-70). Accord¬ 
ingly, the Acting Director, Office of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance, Bureau of hiter- 
natlonal Labor Affairs, has Instituted an 
investigation as provided In Section 221 
(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the Investigation Is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of Imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with cable assemblies 
produced by the Singer Company, or an 
appropriate subdivision thereof have con¬ 
tributed Importantly to an absolute de¬ 
cline In sales or production, or both, of 
such firm or subdivision and to the ac¬ 
tual or threatened total or partial sep¬ 
aration of a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers of such firm or 
subdivision. The investigatlcm win fur¬ 
ther relate, as aimropriate, to the deter- 
mlnatloa of the date on which total or 
partial separatlmis began or threatened 
to begin and the subdivision of the firm 
Involved. A group meeting the eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Act 
win be certtfled as dlgfide to apply for 
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adjustment assistance under Title n. 
Chapter 2, of the Act In accordance with 
the provisions of Stibpart B of 29 CFR 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, on or be¬ 
fore July 28,1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of Interna¬ 
tional Labor Affairs, n.S. Department of 
Labor, 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., 
N.W, Washington, D.C, 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director. Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
IFR Doc.75-18646 Piled 7-17-75:8:46 am] 

[TA-W-751 

SKF INDUSTRIES, INC. 
Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 

gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 
On July 3,1975, the Department of La¬ 

bor received a petition filed under Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act’’) by the United Steelworkers 
of America on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of SKF Industries, Inc., 
Altoona, Pennsylvania (TA-W-75). Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bureau of 
International Labor Affairs, has insti¬ 
tuted an investigation as provided in Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with ball and roller 
bearing components produced by SKF 
Industries, Inc., or an appropriate subdi¬ 
vision thereof have contributed impor¬ 
tantly to an absolute decline in sales or 
production, or both, of such firm or sub¬ 
division and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a signifi¬ 
cant number or proportion of the workers 
of such firm or subdivision. The inves¬ 
tigation will further relate, as aiH>ropri- 
ate, to the determination of the date on 
which total or partial sei>arations began 
or threatened to begin and the subdivi¬ 
sion of the firm involved. A group meet¬ 
ing the eligibility requirements of Sec¬ 
tion 222 of the Act will be certified as 
eligible to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance under Title n. Chapter 2, of the 
Act in accordance with the provisions of 
SulH>art B of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a sub¬ 
stantial Interest in the subject matter 
of the investigation may request a pub¬ 
lic hearing, provided such request is filed 
in writing with the Acting Director, Office 

of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the 
address shown below, on or before July 28, 
1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for Inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of Interna¬ 
tional Labor Affairs, U.S. Department 
of Labor, 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., 
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director, Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
IFR Doc.76-18647 FUed 7-17-76:8:46 am] 

ITA-W-74] 

WARWICK ELECTRONIC, INC. 
Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 

gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 
On July 2, 1975, the Department of 

Labor received a petition filed under Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the TTade Act of 1974 
(“the Act’’) on behalf of the workers 
and former workers of Warwick Elec¬ 
tronics, Inc., Covington, Tennessee (TA¬ 
W-74). Accordingly, the Acting Direc¬ 
tor, Office of Trade Adjustment Assist¬ 
ance, Bureau of International Labor Af¬ 
fairs. has instituted an investigation as 
provided in Section 221(a) of the Act 
and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with color television 
receivers produced by Warwick Elec¬ 
tronics, Inc., or an appropriate subdivi¬ 
sion thereof have contributed impor¬ 
tantly to an absolute decline in sales or 
production, or both, of such firm or sub¬ 
division and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a significant 
number or proportion of the workers of 
such firm or subdivision. The investiga¬ 
tion will further relate, as appropriate, 
to the determination of the date on which 
total or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. A group meeting the 
eligibility requirements of Section 222 of 
the Act will be certified as eligible to 
apply for adjustment assistance imder 
Title n. Chapter 2,. of the Act in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of Subpart B 
of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti- 
ticmer or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of ’Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, on or before 
July 28,1975. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director. Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
LabiN* Affairs, n.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director, Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
(FR Doc.75-18648 Filed 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

ITA-W-71] 

V-M CORP. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On June 30, 1975, the Department of 
Labor received a petition filed under Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act’’) on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of V-M Corporation, 
Benton Harbor, Michigan (TA-W-71). 
Accordingly, the Acting Director. Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bu¬ 
reau of International Labor Affairs, has 
instituted an investigation as provided in 
Section 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 
90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with record chang¬ 
ers, tape recorders, and phonographs 
produced by V-M Corporation, or an ap¬ 
propriate subdivision thereof have con¬ 
tributed importantly to an absolute de¬ 
cline in sales or production, or both, of 
such firm or subdivision and to the ac¬ 
tual or threatened total or partial sepa¬ 
ration of a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers of such firm or 
subdivision. The investigation will fur¬ 
ther relate, as appropriate, to the deter¬ 
mination of the date on which total or 
partial separations began or threatened 
to begin and the subdivision of the firm 
involved. A group meeting the eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Act 
will be certified as eligible to apply fcH* 
adjustment assistance imder Title H, 
Chapter 2, of the Act in accordance with 
the provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFR 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed m writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, on or before 
July 28, 1975. 

’The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs. n.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this tih 
day of July 1975. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director, Office of 

Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
IPS Doc.76-18640 Piled 7-17-76;8:46 am] 
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NOTICES 3a3.37 

Wage and Hour Division 

ACME GARMENT CO., ET AL 

Certificates Authorizing the Employment 
of Learners at Special Minimum Wages 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 14 of the Pair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as amended, 
29 U.S.C. 201 et sea.), and Administrative 
Order No. 621 (39 F.R. 12819) the firms 
listed in this notice have been issued 
special certificates authorizing the em¬ 
ployment of learners at hourly wage rates 
lower than the minimum wage rates 
otherwise applicable under section 6 of 
the Act. For each certificate, the effec¬ 
tive and expiration dates, number or pro¬ 
portion of learners and the principal 
product manufactured by the establish¬ 
ment are as indicated. Conditions on oc¬ 
cupations, wage rates, and learning peri¬ 
ods which are provided in certificates 
issued under the supplemental Industry 
regulations cited in the captions below 
are as established in those regulations; 
such conditions in certificates not Issued 
under the supplemental Industry regula¬ 
tions are as listed. 

The following certificates were issued 
under the apparel industry learner reg¬ 
ulations (29 CJFR 522.1 to 522.9, as 
amended and 522.20 to 522.25, as 
amended). The following normal labor 
turnover certificates authorize 10 per¬ 
cent of the total number of factory 
production workers except as otherwise 
indicated. 

Acme Garment Co., Wentzvllle, MO; 4-16- 
75 to 4-15-76; 10 learners (women’s and 
misses’ shifts, tops and pants). 

Pass cau’lstian Industries, Inc., Pass Chris¬ 
tian, MS; 5-1-75 to 4-30-76. (ladles’ shirts 
and jeans). 

College Casuals Co., Sheppton, PA; 4-23- 
76 to 4-22-76; 10 learners (ladles’ slacks). 

Covington Industries, Inc., Florals, AL; 6- 
3-76 to 6-1-76; 10 learners (men’s and 
women’s Jeans). 

Covington Industries, Inc., Samson, AL; 
5- 19-75 to 5-18-76; 10 learners (men’s and 
women’s jeans). 

Crane Manufacturing Oo., Republic, MO; 
6- 5-75 to 6-4-76; 10 learners (men’s and 
boys’ pants). 

Dixie Apparel, Inc., St. George, tJT; 6-3- 
75 to 6-2-76; 10 learners (boys’, men’s and 
toddlers’ shirts). 

Freeland Sportswear Co., Inc., Freeland. PA; 
5-27-75 to 5-26-76; 10 learners (men’s 
jackets). 

Greenway Manufacturing Co., Wayneaburg, 
PA; 5-28-76 to 5-27-76 (boys’ and Infants’ 
shirts). 

Jonbil Manufacturing Oo., Inc., Chase City, 
VA; 6-16-75 to 6-15-76 (men’s and boys’ 
pants). 

Juniata Garment Co., Inc., Mifflin, PA; 6- 
25-76 to 6-24-76 (women’s dresses). 

Marcus Manufacturing Oo., Nowata, OK; 
5-26-76 to 5-26-76; 10 learners (men’s 
pants). 

Mlddleburg Sportswear. Inc.. Mlddleburg, 
PA; 6-25-76 to 6-24-76; 10 learners (women’s, 
misses’ and juniors* dresses). 

Mlddleburg Sportswear. Inc., New Berlin. 
PA; 6-19-76 to 5-18-76; 10 learners (women’s 
dresses). 

Mlddleburg Spm'tswear, Inc., Richfield, PA; 
5-19-76 to 5-18-70; 10 learners (women’s 
dresses). 

Mount Airy Pants Factory, Mount Airy, 
MD; 5-37-76 to 6-06-70; 10 learners (men’s 
pants). 

Petersburg Manufacturing Corp., Peters¬ 
burg, TN; 6-2-76 to 6-1-76 (ladies’ and girls’ 
pants). 

Rappahannock Sportswear Co., Inc., Fred¬ 
ericksburg. VA; 6-16-76 to 6-15-76 (men’s 
pants). 

Richfield Manufacturing Co., Richfield, 
PA; 5-1-75 to 4-30-76 (men’s and boys’ 
shirts). 

J. H. Rutter Rex Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
Franklinton, LA; 4-24-75 to 4-23-76 (men’s 
and boys’ work pants). 

J. H. Rutter Rex Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
Columbia, MS; 3-30-75 to 3-29-76 (men’s 
and boys’ shirts and pants). 

Salant & Salant, Obion, PN; 4-2-75 to 
4-1-76 (men’s and boys’ pants). 

Salant & Salant, Union City, TN; 4-13-75 
to 4-12-76 (men’s and boys’ pants). 

Sancar Corporation, Harrisonburg, VA; 
4- 22-75 to 4-21-75 (ladies’ underwear). 

Stitchcraft. Inc., Athens, GA; 6-10-75 to 
6-9-76; 10 learners (women’s dresses). 

Wilcox Garment Co., Inc., Rochelle, GA; 
5- 26-75 to 5-25-76 (men’s and boys’ shirts). 

The following certificates were issued 
under the glove industry learner regula¬ 
tions (29 CFR 522.1 to 522.9, as amended 
and 522.60 to 522.65, as amended.) 

Brookvllle Glove Mfg. Co., Inc., Brookvllle, 
PA; 4-26-75 to 4-25-76; 10 learners for nor¬ 
mal labor turnover purposes (work gloves). 

Galena Glove & Mitten Co.. Dubuque, lA; 
4-7-75 to 4-6-76; 10 learners for normal labor 
tiu'nover purposes (work gloves). 

The following certificates were issued 
under the knitted wear industry learner 
regulations (29 C7FR 522.1 to 522.9, as 
amended and 522.30 to 522.35, as 
amended.) 

Ellwood Knitting Mills, Inc., Ellwood City, 
PA; 4-21-76 to 4-20-76; 5 percent of the 
total number of factory production workers 
for normal labor turnover purposes (men’s 
and boys’ shirts and sweater shirts). 

Louis Oallet, Inc., Unlontown, PA; 6-13-75 
to 6-12-76; 6 learners for normal labor turn¬ 
over purposes (men’s sweaters). 

The following learner certificates were 
Issued in Puerto Rico to the companies 
hereinafter named. The effective and ex¬ 
piration dates, learner rates, occupations, 
learning pieriods, and the numbers of 
learners authorized to be employed, are 
indicated. 

dales Mfg. Corp., dales, PR; 4-16-76 to 
4-15-76; 10 learners for normal labor turn¬ 
over purposes In the occupation of sewing 
machine operator, for a learning period of 320 
hours at the rate of $1.54 an hour (31.69 after 
4-30-75) .women’s underwear) 

General Cigar de Utuado, 8A., Utuado, 
PR; 6-6-76 to 6-5-76; 20 learners for normal 
labor tiu-nover purposes In the occupation 
of cigar making machine operator, for a 
learning period of 320 hours at the rates of 
$1.77 an hour for the first 160 hours and 
$1.87 an hour for the remaining 160 hours 
(tobacco). 

Surtex-Divlslon Stretch Wear Mfg. Co., 
Inc., Coamo, PR; 3-31-76 to 3-30-76; 10 
learners for normal labor turnover purposes 
In the occupation of sewing machine op¬ 
erator, for a learning period of 480 hours 
at the rates of $1.43 an hour ($1.58 after 
4-30-75) for the first 340 hours and $1.66 
an hour ($l.’n after 4-30-75) for the remain¬ 
ing 240 hours (ladles’ nylon ^oves). 

Bach learner certificaite haa been Is¬ 
sued upon the representations of the 
employer which, aixKmg other things, 
were that employment of learners at spe¬ 

cial minimum rates is necessary in order 
to prevent curtailment of oiH>ortunities 
for employment, and that experienced 
workers for the learner occupatkms are 
not available. The certificate may be an¬ 
nulled or withdrawn as indicated therein, 
in the manner provided in 29 CFR, Part 
528. Any person aggrieved by the issu¬ 
ance of any of these certificates may 
seek a review or reconsideration thereof 
on or before August 4,1975. 

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

Arthur H. Korn, 
Authorized Representative 

of the Administrator. 
(FR Doc.75-18651 Filed 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA, ET AL 

Certificates Authorizing Institutions of 
Higher Education To Employ Their Full- 
Time Students at Subminimum Wages 

Notice is hereby given that pui-suant 
to section 14 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938, as amended, the regulation 
on employment of full-time students at 
subminimum wages (29 CFR 519), and 
Administrative Order No. 621 (36 FR 
12819). the Institutions of higher educa¬ 
tion listed in this notice have been 
granted authority to employ their full¬ 
time students outside of the individual 
student’s regularly scheduled hours of in¬ 
struction at hourly rates not less than 
85 percent of the applicable statutory 
minimum rate specified under section 6 
of the Act. 

The regulation provides for the au¬ 
thority to be effective on the date a prop¬ 
erly completed appllcaticm Is forwarded 
to the Wage and Hour Division provided 
applicable conditions of the regulation 
are met. After review by the Division, the 
authority may be continued in effect for 
up to one year from the date the applica¬ 
tion was forwarded to the Division. Since 
there was insufficient time before the 
effective date of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Amendments of 1974 for application 
forms to be distributed, completed, and 
acted on, a grace period through Au¬ 
gust 31, 1974, permitted authority to be 
effective May 1, 1974, provided the spe¬ 
cific conditions of the grace period were 
met and a proper amplication was made 
to the Division before the end of the 
grace period. The expiration date of the 
authority granted to a particular insti¬ 
tution of higher education listed in this 
notice occurs^tween May 30, 1975 and 
August 31. Iw5. 

The term.'il^.nd condlUcms of the regu¬ 
lation further limit the authority to em¬ 
ploy full-time students at submlnimiun 
wages to not more than 20 hours per 
week when school is in session, prohibit 
subminimum wage employment in un¬ 
related trades or businesses such as 
apartment houses, stores, or other busi¬ 
nesses not primarily catering to the stu¬ 
dents of the institution, and prohibit 
the hiring of full-time students at sub- 
minimum wages for woo^ in a unit or 
units of tha campus where abnormal 
labor conditions, such as a strike or lock- 

FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 40, NO. 139-^IOAY, JULY 18, 1975 



30338 NOTICES 

out exist. The authority does not exctise 
nonoompliance with higher standards 
applicable to full-time students under 
any other Federal law. State law, local 
ordinsmce, or union or other agreement. 
Alabama, The University of. University, AL. 
Alabama Christian College, Montgomery, AL. 

Alabama in Birmingham, University of, 

Birmingham, AL. 
Alabama Lutheran Academy & College, 

Selma, AL. 
Alabama State University, Montgomery. AL. 
Alexander City State Junior College, Alexan¬ 

der City, AL. 
American International College, Springfield, 

MA. 

Amherst CoUege, Amherst, MA. 
Andrews University, Berrien Springs, MI. 

Anna Marla College, Paxton, MA. 

Annhurst College, Woodstock, CT. 
Aquinas College, Grand Rapids, MI. 
Aquinas Junior College, NashvUle, TN. 
Asbury College, Wilmore, KY. 
Asbury Theological Seminary, Wilmore, KY. 

Athens OoUege, Athens, AL. 

Aiurora College, Aurora, IL. 
Austin Peay State University, Clarksville, 

TN. 
Bates CoUege. Lewiston, ME. 
Belhaven College, Jackson, MS. 

BeUevlUe Area College, Belleville, IL. 

Belmont CoUege, NashvUle, TN. 

Berea CoUege, Berea, KY. 

Bethel CoUege & Seminary, St. Paul, MN. 

Birmingham-Southern College, Birmingham, 
AL. 

Blue Mountain College, Blue Mountain, MS. 

Bob Jones University, Greenville, SC. 

Bradford CoUege, Bradford, MA. 

Bradley University, Peoria, IL. 

Brandeis University, Waltham, MA. 

Brescia College, Owensboro, KY. 
Brewer State Junior College, Fayette, AL. 
Bryant CoUege, Smlthfield, RI. 
Calvin CoUege, Grand R{q>ids, MI. 

CampbellsvUle College, Inc., Campbellsville, 
KY. 

Carleton CoUege, Northfield, MN. 

Carson-Newman College, Jefferson City, TN. 
Castleton State CoUege, Oastleton, VT. 

Centre College of Kentucky. DanvUle, KY. 
Chamberlayne School & Chamberlayne 

Junior CoUege, Boston, MA. 

Christian Brothers CoUege, Memphis, TN. 

Clarion State College, OU City, PA. 

Clarke Ctrilege, Newton, MS. 

Cleary OoUege, YpsUantl, MI. 

Cleveland State Community College, Cleve¬ 
land, TN. 

Coahoma Junior College, Clarksdale, MS. 
Colby CoUege: Waterville, ME; New London, 

NH. 

College of St. Benedict, St. Joseph, MN. 
College of St. Francis, JoUet, IL. 

CoUege of St. Scholastica, Duluth, MN. 
OoUege of St. Teresa, Winona, MN. 
CoUege of St. Thomas, St. Paul, MN. 
Coltunbia Christian CoUege, Portland, OR. 

Columbia State Community CoUege, Coliim- 

bla, TN. 

Concordia College. Moorhead, MN. 
Concordia Lutheran Junior College, Ann 

Arbor. MI. 

Concordia Teachers CoUege, River Forest, IL. 
Coplah-Lincoln Jxmior College: Natchez, MS; 

Wesson, MS. 

Crosier Iteminary Junior College, Onamla, 
MN. 

Cullman College, Cullman, AL. 
Cumberland CoUege: Williamsburg, KY; 

Lebanon, TN. 

Davenport CoUege of Business, Grand Ri^iids, 
MI. 

David Lipscomb CoUege, NashvUle, TN. 

Delta .>tate University, Cleveland, MS. 

DePaul University. Chicago, IL. 

DePauw University, Greencastle, IN. 

Detroit, University of, Detroit, MI. 
Dr. Martin Luther College, New Ulm, MN. 
Dyersburg State Community CoUege, Dyers- 

burg, TN. 

Earlham CoUege, Richmond, IN. 
East Central Junior College, Decatur, MS. 

Eastern Kentucky University, Richmond, KY. 
Eastern Nazarene College, Quincy, MA. 

East Tennessee State University: Johnson 

City, TN; Kingsport, TN. 
Enunanuel College. Franklin l^rings, GA. 

Endlcott Junior CoUege, Beverly, MA. 
Enterprise State Junior CoUege, Enterprise, 

AL. 

Eureka CoUege, Eureka, IL. 
Evansville, University of, Evansville, IN. 

Evergreen State College, Olympia, WA. 

The Experiment in International Living and 

its School for International Training, 

Brattleboro, VT. 
Ferris State College, Big Rapids, MI. 

Florida Keys Community CoUege, Key West, 
FL. 

Franklin CoUege of Indiana, Franklin, IN. 

Freed-Hardeman CoUege, Henderson, TN. 

Friendship Junior CoUege, Rock Hill, SC. 
George Fox CoUege, Newberg, OR. 

Georgetown CoUege, Georgetown, KY. 

George WUllams CoUege, Downers Grove, IL. 
Gordon CoUege, Wenham, MA. 

Grand Rapids Baptist CoUege & Seminary, 

Grand Rapids, MI. 

Greenville College, Greenville, IL. 

Gustavus Adolphus College, St. Peter, MN. 

Hamline University, St. Paul, MN. 

Hanover College, Hanover. IN. 
Harding Graduate School of Religion, Mem¬ 

phis, TN. 

Harding School of Bible and Religion. Mem¬ 

phis, TN. 

Hartford, University of. West Hartford, CT. 
Henry Ford Community CoUege, Dearborn, 

MI. 
Hillsdale CoUege, Hillsdale, MI. 
Hinds Junior CoUege: Jackson, MS; Ray¬ 

mond, MS. 

Hiwassee CoUege, Madisonville, TN. 

Holmes Junior CoUege, Goodman, MS. 

Hope CoUege, Holland, MI. 
Huntingdon CoUege, Montgomery, AL. 

Illinois CoUege. JacksonviUe, IL. 
Illinois Institute of Technology, Chicago, IL. 
Illinois Wesleyan University, Bloomington, 

IL. 
Indiana State University, EvansviUe, IN. 

Itawamba Junior College, Fulton. MS. 

Jackson Community College, Jackson, MI. 

Jackson State Community College, Jackson, 

TN. 
JacksonviUe State University, Jacksonville, 

AL. 
Jefferson State Junior CoUege, Birmingham, 

AL. 
John M. Patterson State Technical College, 

Montgomery, AL. 

Johnson and Wales College, Providence, RI. 

Johnson State CoUege, Johnson, VT. 

John Wesley College, Owosso, MI. 

Jones County Junior College, Ellisville, MS. 

Jiulson College, Marion, AL. 
Kalamazoo CoUege, Kalamazoo, MI. 

Kaskaskia College, Centralia, IL. 
Katherine Gibbs School: Boston, MA; Mont-^ 

Clair, NJ; Melville. NT; New York, NY. 

Kentucky, University of, Lexington, KY. 
Kentucky Christian CoUege, Grayson, KY. 

Kentucky Wesleyan CoUege, Owensboro, KY. 

King CoUege, Bristol, TN. 
EDqox CoUege, Galesburg, IL. 
Knoxville Business CoUege, Knoxville, TN. 

Lambuth College, Jackson, TN. 

Lasell Junior College, Aubomdale, MA. 
Lawson State Community College: Academic 

Division and Technical Division, Birming¬ 

ham, AL. 

Lee CoUege. Cleveland, TN. 

Lewis ti Clark Community CoUege, Godfrey, 
Hi. 

Lewis University, Lockport. IL. 

Lincoln Christian College, Lincoln, IL. 

Lincoln Memorial University, Harrogate, 
TN, 

Lindsey Wilson CoUege, Columbia, KY. 

Louisville, University of, LoulsvUle, KY. 
Macalester CoUege, St. Paul, MN. 

MacMurray College, Jacksonville, IL. 

Macon Junior College, Robins Air Force 
Base, GA. 

Madonna College, Livonia, MI. 

Maine Maritime Academy, Castlne, ME. 

Manchester College, North Manchester, IN. 
Marian CoUege. Indianapolis, IN. 
Marion CoUege, Marion, IN. 

Martin CoUege, Pulaski, TN. 

Maryville College, Maryville, TN. 

Massachusetts, University of, Amherst, MA. 

Memphis State University, Memphis, TN. 
Mercy College of Detroit, Detroit, MI. 

Meridian Junior College, Meridian, MS. 

Michigan Christian Junior College, Roches¬ 
ter, MI. 

Mlddlebury College: Mlddlebury, VT; Rip- 
ton, VT. 

Middle Tennessee State University, Mur¬ 

freesboro, TN. 
Mid-South Bible College, Memphis, TN. 

Midway College, Midway, KY. 
Millikln University, Decatur, IL. 

Millsaps College, Jackson, MS. 

Minnesota. University of, Minneapolis, MN. 

Mississippi, University of. University, MS. 

Mississippi CoUege, Clinton, MS. 
Mississippi Delta Junior College, Moorhead, 

MS. 
Mississippi Gulf Coast Junior College: Jack- 

son County Campus, Gautier, MS; Jefferson 

Davis Campus, Gulfport, MS; Perkinston 

Campus, Perkinston, MS. 

Mississippi University for Women, Columbus, 

MS. 
Mobile College, Mobile, AL. 
Monmouth College, Monmouth, IL. 

MontevaUo, University of, Montevallo, AL. 

Moorhead State College, Moorhead, MN. 
Morehead State University, Morehead, KY. 

Mount Holyoke College, South Hadley, MA. 

Mundelein College. Chicago, IL. 
Murray State University, Murray, KY. 
Muskegon Community College, Muskegon, 

MI. 
Nathaniel Hawthorne College, Antrim, NH. 
New Hampshire, University of: Durham, NH; 

Manchester, NH. 
New Hampshire CoUege, Manchester, NH. 

Nichols College, Dudley, MA. 
North Alabama, University of, Florence, AL. 

North Alabama College of Commerce, Hunts¬ 

ville, AL. 
North Central Michigan College, Petoskey, 

MI. 
North Dakota, University of, Wllllston, ND. 

Northeast Alabama State Junior CoUege, 

Rainsville, AL. 
The Northeast Mississippi Junior College, 

Booneville, MS. 
Northern Illinois University, DeKalb, IL. 

Northwestern College, Roseville, MN. 

North wood Institute, Midland, MI. 

Norwich University, Northfield, VT. 

Oak Hills Fellowsh4>, Inc., Bemidji, MN. 

Oakton Community College,’Morton Grove, 

IL. 

Olivet CoUege, Olivet, MI. 

Olivet Nazarene College, Kankakee, IL. 

Parkland College, Champaign, IL. 
Pearl River Junior CoUege, PoplarvUle, MS. 

Plkeville College, Pikevllle, KY. 
Prentiss Normal and Industrial Institute, 

Prentiss, MS. 
Principia CoUege, Elsah, IL. 

Providence College, Providence, RI. 
Quincy College, Quincy, IL. 

Regis College, Weston, MA. 
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Rockford College, Rockford, IL. 
Roosevelt University, Chicago, IL. 

Rosary College, River Forest, IL. 

Rust College, Holly Springs, MS. 
St. Bernard College, St. Bernard, AL. 

St. Catherine College, St. Catherine, KT. 

St. Francis College, Blddeford, liIE. 
St. John’s University, Collegeville, MN. 
St. Joseph's College, Rensselaer, IN. 

St. Mary-of-the-Woods College, St. Mary-of- 
the-Woods, IN. 

St. Mary’s College, Notre Dame, IN. 

St. Mary’s College, Orchard Lake, MI. 
St. Melnrad School of Theology, St. Melnrad, 

IN. 
St. Paul Bible College, Bible College, MN. 

St. Xavier College, Chicago, IL. 
Samford University, Birmingham, AL. 
Scarrltt College for Christian Workers, Nash¬ 

ville, TN. 
Shimer College, Mount Carroll, IL. 
Shlppensburg State College, Shippensburg, 

PA. 
Smith College, Northampton, MA. 

South, University of the, Sewanee, TN. 
South Alabama, University of. Mobile, Ali. 
South Carolina, University of: Aiken 

Regional Campus, Aiken, SC; Salkehatchie 

Regional Campus, Allendale, SC; Beaufort 
Regional Campus, Beaufort, SC; Main 
Csunpus, Columbia, SC; Coastal Carolina 
Regional Campus, Conway, SC; Lancaster 

Regional Campus, Lancaster, SC; Spartan¬ 
burg Regional Campus, Spartanburg, SC; 

Sumter Regional Campus, Sumter, SC; Un- 

Regional Campus, Union, SC. 
Southeastern Christian College, Winchester, 

KY, 

Southern Baptist Theological Seminary, 

Louisville, KY. 
Southern Mississippi, University of: Hatties¬ 

burg, MS; Oulf Park Branch, Long Beach, 

MS; Natchez Branch, Natchez, MS. 
Southwestern Michigan College, Dowagiac, 

MI. 

Southwest Minnesota State College, Marshall, 
MN. 

Southwest Mississippi Junior College, Sum¬ 
mit, MS. 

Southwest State Technical College, Mobile. 
AL. 

Spencerian College, Louisville, KY. 

Springfield College, Springfield, MA. 
State University College at Cortland. Cort¬ 

land. NY. 

Stillman College, Tuscaloosa, AL. 
Sue Bennett College, London, KY. 

Sullivan College, Louisville, KY. 

Talladega College, Talladega, AL. 
Taylor University, Upland, IN. 

Tennessee, University of: Chattanooga, TN; 
Knoxville, TN; Martin, TN; Memphis, TN; 
Nashville, TN; Tullahoma, TN. 

Tennessee Technological University, Cooke¬ 
ville, TN. 

Tennessee Wesleyan College, Athens, TN. 
Tougaloo College. Tougaloo, MS. 

Transylvania University, Inc., Lexington, KY. 
Trevecca Nazarene College, Nashville, TN. 

Trinity Christian College, Palos Heights, IL. 
Tri-State College of Angola, Indiana, Angola, 

IN. 

Troy State University, Troy, AL. 

Tuskegee Institute, Tuskegee, AL. 
Union College, Barbourvllle, KY. 
Union University, Jackson, TN. 

Utica Junior College, Utica, MS. 
Valparaiso University, Valparaiso, IN. 

Vanderbilt University. Nashville, TN. 

Vermont College, Northfleld, VT. 
Vermont Technical College, Randolph Cen¬ 

ter. VT. 
Vincennes University. Vincennes, IN. 

Walker College, Jasper, AL. 
Walters State Community College, Morris¬ 

town, TN. 

Westbrook College, Portland, ME. 
Western Kentucky University, Bowling 

Green, KY. 

Western New England College, Springfield, 

MA. 
Westminster College, Florence, MS. 
West Shore Community College, Scottville, 

MI. 
Wheaton College: Wheaton. IL; Norton, MA. 

Wheelock College, Boston, MA. 

White Pines College, Chester, NH. 
Whitworth College. Brookhaven, MS. . 
William Carey College, Hattiesburfl, MS. ' 
Williams College, Wllliamstown, MS. 

Windham College, Putney, VT. 

Winona State College, Winona, MN. 
Wood Junior College, Mathlston, MS. 

The authority has been granted to 
each institution of higher education upon 
the representations of the institution 
which, among other things, were that 
emplosrment of full-time students at sub¬ 
minimum wages is necessary to prevent 
curtailment of opportunities for em¬ 
ployment, the hiring of full-time students 
at subminimum wages will not create a 
substantial probability of reducing the 
full-time employment opportunities of 
persons other than those employed imder 
the authority, and such authority will 
not result in a reduction of the wage rate 
paid to a current employee. The author¬ 
ity may be annulled or withdrawn in the 
manner provided in Part 528 of Title 29 
of the Code of Federal Regulations. Any 
person aggrieved by the granting of the 
authority to any of the institutions listed 
may seek a review or reconsideration 
thereof on or before September 1,1975. • 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of July 1975. 

Arthur H. Korn, 
Authorized Representative 

of the Administrator. 
|FR Doc 75-18652 Filed 7-17-75;8:45 am] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[AB 1 (Sub-No. 45) 1 

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION CO. 

Abandonment Between Minerva Junction 
and Roland, In Story and Marshall Coun¬ 
ties, Iowa 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available to 
the public upon request; and 

It appearing, that no environmental 
impact statement need be issued in this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmetal Policy Act 
of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq., and good 
cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That applicant be, and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaiier of general 
circulation in Story and Marshall Coun¬ 
ties, Iowa, on or before July 31, 1975 and 
certify to the Commission that this has 
been accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this order shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy thereof 
in the OfiBce of the Secretary of the 

Commission at Washington, D.C., and 
by forwarding a copy to the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register, for pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 9th 
day of July, 1975. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Deason. 

fSEAL] Joseph M. Harrington, 
Acting Secretary. 

[AB 1 (Sub-No. 45)] 

Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Co. 

abandonment BETWEEN MINERVA JUNCTION 

AND ROLAND, IN STORY AND MARSHALL 

COUNTIES, IOWA 

The Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion hereby gives notice that by order 
dated July 9, 1975, it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed abandonment 
by the Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Comt>any of its branch 
line between Minerva Junction and 
Roland in Story and Marshall Counties, 
Iowa, a distance of 29.6 miles, if ap¬ 
proved by the Commission, does not con¬ 
stitute a major Federal action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the q:iality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq., 
and that preparation of a detailed en¬ 
vironmental impact statement will not 
be required under section 4332(2) (C) of 
the NEPA. 

It was concluded among other things, 
that the environmental impacts of the 
proposed action are considered insignifi¬ 
cant because the line has been embar¬ 
goed since December 1974. Prior to the 
embargo, substantial use was made of 
motor carrier transport, because of sub¬ 
standard track conditions and, to some 
extent, the shortage of rail cars. As a re¬ 
sult, the amount of traffic permanently 
diverted to motor carrier would be in¬ 
significant compared to the existing use 
of motor carrier transport in the area. 

In addition, grain and other commod¬ 
ity movements in the region should not 
be inhibited due to the availability of 
alternate transportation. Permanent di¬ 
version of traffic to motor carrier would 
produce increases in energy consump¬ 
tion as well as a degradation of ambient 
air quality, but these effects are ex¬ 
pected to be minimal based on air quality 
data and fuel consumption for the State 
and the region. Other areas of environ¬ 
mental concern, such as noise, water, and 
wildlife would be affected minimally. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment sur¬ 
vey, which is available on request to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Office 
of Proceedings, Washington, D.C. 20423; 
telephone 202-343-2086. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this matter by filing their statements in 
writing with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423, on 
or before August 15,1975. 

This negative environmental determi¬ 
nation shall become final unless good 
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and sufficient reason demonstrating why 
an environmental impact statement 
should be prepared for this action is 
submitted to the Commission by the 
above-specified date. 

(FR Doc.75-18724 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 wnl 

(Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Exemption No. 
93, Arndt. 2] 

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF 
MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 

Upon further consideration of Exemp¬ 
tion No. 93 issued January 15, 1975. 

It is ordered. That, under the authority 
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, Ex¬ 
emption No. 93 to the Mandatory Car 
Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte No. 
241, be, and it is hereby amended to ex¬ 
pire October 15,1975. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive July 15, 1975. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., July 10, 
1975. 

IinxRSTATX Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Peahler, . 
Agent. 

[FR Doc.75-18719 PUed 7-17-75:8:45 ami 

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Exemption 
No. 94. Arndt. 2] 

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF 
MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 

Upon fiuiher consideration of Exemp¬ 
tion No. 94 Issued February 5, 1975. 

It is ordered. That, under the author¬ 
ity vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, 
Exemption No. 94 to the Mandatory 
Car Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte 
No. 241, be, and it is hereby amended 
to expire October 15, 1975. 

This amendment ^all become effec¬ 
tive July 15, 1975. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., July 10, 
1975. 

Interstar Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 
Agent. 

[FR Doc.75-18720 PUed 7-l7-76;8:45 am) 

(Rev. I.C.C. Order 126. Arndt. 4; 
Rev. Ser. Order 994] 

PENN CENTRAL 

Rerouting or Diversion of Traffic 

Upon further consideration of Re¬ 
vised LC.C. Order No. 126 (Penn Cen¬ 
tral. Robert W. Blanchette, Richard C. 
Bond, and John H. McArthur, Trustees) 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That: Revised I.C.C. Or¬ 
der No. 126 be, and it is hereby, amended 
by substituting the following paragraph 
(g) for paragraph (g) thereof: 

(g) ExjAration date. Ihis order shall 
expire at 11:59 pm., January 15, 1976, 

otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended. 

It is further ordered. That this 
amendment shall become effective at 
11:59 pm., July 15. 1975, and that this 

order shall be served upon the Associa¬ 
tion of American Railroads. Car Service 
Division, as agent of all railrcMids sub¬ 
scribing to the car service and car hire 
agreement under the terms of that agree¬ 
ment. and upon the American Short 
Line Railroad Association; and that it 
be filed with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., July 11. 
1975. 

Inrrstar Commerce 
COMBUSSION, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 
Agent. 

[FR Doc.75-18721 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

[I.C.C. Order 145, Arndt. 1; Rev. S. Order 994] 

ROCK ISLAND AND FORT WORTH AND 
DENVER RAILWAY CO. 

Rerouting or Diversion of Traffic 

Upon further consideration of I.C.C. 
Order No. 145 (RI and FWD). and good 
cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That: I.C.C. Order No. 
145 be, and it is hereby, amended by sub¬ 
stituting the following paragrai^ (g) for 
paragraph (g) thereof: 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 pm., October 15, 1975, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended. 

It is further ordered. That this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.. 
July 15, 1975, and that this order shall 
be served upon the Association of Ameri¬ 
can Railroculs, Car Service Division, as 
agent of all railroads subscribing to the 
car service and car hire agreement under 
the terms of that agreement, and upon 
the American Short Line Railroad Asso¬ 
ciation; and that it be filed with the 
Director, Oflace of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., July 9, 
1975. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R.D. Pfahler, 
Agent. 

[PRDoc.75-18722 FUed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 

(AB 26 (8ub-No. 9) ] 

SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO. 

Abandonment of Operations Between 
Atlanta Junction, Ga., and Piedmont, Ala. 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available to 
the public uiMn request; and 

It appearing, that no environmental 
Impact statement need be issued in this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 n.S.C. 4321, et seq.; and 
g(x>d cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That applicant be. and 
It is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice In a newspaper of gen¬ 
eral circulation in Hoyd and Polk Coun¬ 

ties, Ga., and Cherokee and Calhomi 
Counties. Ala., (m or before July 31, 1975 
and certify to the Commission that this 
has been accomplished. 

And U is further ordered. That notice 
of this order shall be giv^ to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy thereof 
in the Office of the Secretary of the 
Commission at Washington. D.C., and by 
forwarding a copy to the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in the Federal Register. 

Dated at Washington, D C., this 9th 
day of July, 1975. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Deason. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[AB26 (Sub-No. 9)] 

Southern Railway Co. 

abandonment or operations between 
ATLANTA JUNCTION, GA., AND PIEDMONT, ALA. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
July 9,1975, it has been determined that 
the abandonment by the Southern Rail¬ 
way C(»npany of line (^rations between 
Atlanta Junction, Oa. and Piedmont, 
Ala., a distance of some 35.8 miles, if ap¬ 
proved by the Commission, does not con¬ 
stitute a major Federal action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4821, et seq.,tind 
that preparation of a detailed environ¬ 
mental impact statement will not be re¬ 
quired imder section 4332(2) (C) of the 
NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, 
that the environmental impacts of the 
proposed action are considered insignifi¬ 
cant because no existing devdopmental 
plans are dependent on the continuation 
of service over the line; and no major en¬ 
vironmental impacts are involved. The 
trackage will be left Intact on the subject 
right-of-way for possible use in the 
future, should economic conditions war¬ 
rant such use. In addition to the aban¬ 
donment of operations, the applicant in¬ 
tends to reclassify from main track to 
industrial switching track approximately 
3 miles of the subject line south of At¬ 
lanta Jet., Oa. and approximately 1.8 
miles of said line north of Piedmont, Ala., 
to (xmtinue serving industries located 
therein. 

Thls determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and cmisideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment 
survey, which is available on request to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Office of Proceedings, Washington, D.C. 
20423; telephone 202-343-2086. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this matter by filing their statements in 
writing with the Interstate Ctmunerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423, on 
or before August 15,1975. 

This negative environmental deter¬ 
mination Shan become final unless good 
and sufficient reason demonstrating why 
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an environmental impact ■ statement 
should be prepared for this action is 
submitted to the Commission by the 
above-specified date. 

(PR Doc.75.-18723 Piled 7-17-75:8;45 anij 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 

July 15, 1975. 
The following letter-notices of pro¬ 

posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, min¬ 
imizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com- 
mlaalon’s Gateway Elimination Rules (49 
CFR 1065), and notice thereof to all in¬ 
terested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules. 

An original and two copies, of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before July 28. 1975. A copy 
must also be served upon applicant or its 
representative. Protests against the 
elbnination of a gateway will not operate 
to stay commencement of the pix)posed 
operation. 

Siiocessively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in Identification. Protests. If any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-Nb. E18). filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant; ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St.. Des Moines, Iowa 
90317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam li. Falrbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority nought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over IrregtUar routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials (except commod¬ 
ities in bullc and those requiring special 
equiiMnent), from Omaha, Nebr., and 
points within ten miles thereof, to points 
in that part of Texas on and south of 
a line beginning at El Paso. Tex., thence 
along n.S. Highway 80. to Junction UJS. 
Hlfidiway 290, thence along UB. Highway 
290 to Junction n.S. Highway 75, thence 
along n.S. Highway 75 to Oalveston, Tex. 
The purpose of this flling is to eliminate 
the gateways of CToimcil Bluffs and Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E20). filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant; ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s r^resentative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Falrbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines. Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
(qierate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials (except com¬ 
modities in bulk and thoee requiring 
special equipment), from points in the 
St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, HI., com¬ 
mercial zone and points In St. Louis 
County, Mo., to points In Colorado on 
and north of a Une beginning at the 
Kansas-Colorado State line, thence 
along UB. Highway 40 to Junction Colo¬ 
rado Highway 94, thence along Colorado 

Highway 94 to UB. Highway 24, thence 
along U.S. Highway 24 to Jimction Colo¬ 
rado Highway 82, thence along Colorado 
Highway 82 to junction UB. Highway 
6, thence along n.S. Highway 6 to the 
Colorado-Utah State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of East St. Louis, Ill., and Des Moines, 
Iowa. 

No. MC 61231'(Sub-No. E21). filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES. 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Falrbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials (except com¬ 
modities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), from points in the 
St. Loiiis, Mo.-East St. Louis. Ill., ccHn- 
mercial zone and points in St. Louis 
County, Mo., to points in Montana and 
Wyoming. The piupose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gatewasrs of East St. Louis, 
HI., and Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E22), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. F^bank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Building materials (except in 
bulk and commodities requiring special 
equipment), from points in the St. Louis, 
Mo.-East St. Louis, HI., commercial zone 
and points in St. Louis Coxmty, Mo., to 
points in South Dakota (East St. Louis, 
HI., and Ft. Dodge. Iowa) •; (2) Building 
materials (except in bulk and except Iron 
and steel articles), from points in the St. 
Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, HI., commer- 
(dal zone and points in St. Louis County, 
Mo., to points in Nebraska (St. Louis and 
Kansas C!!^, Mo.) *. TTie purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways indi¬ 
cated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. £23), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St, Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Falrbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing; Building materials (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from points in the St. 
Louis. Mo.-East St Louis, HI., commer¬ 
cial zone and points in St. Louis County, 
Mo., to points in La Crosse. Vernon, 
Crawford, Richland, Sauk, Columbia, 
Dodge, Washington, Ozaukee, Grant, 
Iowa, Dane, Jefferson, Lafayette, and 
Green CToimties, Wis. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of the 
plantslte of the UB. Gypsum Co., located 
approximately two miles southwest of 
M^iapolls, Iowa, and East St. Louis, HI. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E24), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES. 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St. Des Moines. Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Falrbank. 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 

operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials (except con^- 
moditles in bulk and those requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment), from St. Louis. Mo.- 
East St Louis, Ill., commercial zone and 
points in St. Louis County, Mo., to points 
in Nebraska on and north of Interstate 
Highway 80. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of East St. 
Louis, Ill., and Ft. Dodge, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E25), filed 
May 15, 1974. Apidicant; ACE LINES. 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. F^rbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines. Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
(Hierate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Gypsum products, composition 
boards, insulating material, roofing and 
roofing materials, and urethane and ure¬ 
thane products (except commodities in 
bulk and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment) , from points in the St. Louis, Mo.- 
East St. Louis, HI., commercial zone and 
points in St. Louis Coimty, Mo., to points 
in Wisconsin (except points in that part 
of Wisconsin south and east oi a line 
beginning at Beloit Wis., thence along 
Interstate Highway 90 to Junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 26, thence along Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 26 to Jimction Wisconsin 
Highway 33, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 33 to Lake Michigan). The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of the plantslte of the Celotex Corp., 
at Dubuque, Iowa, and East St. Louis, Ill. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E26), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES. 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Falrbank,, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Pipe, conduit, and tubing (except 
oilfield pipe and tubing, as described in 
Mercer Extension-Oil Field Commodi¬ 
ties, 74 M.C.C. 459, and except commodi¬ 
ties which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment), 
from points in the St. Louis, Mo.-East St. 
Louis, HI., ccnnmercial zone and points in 
St. Louis County, Mo., and from points 
in that portion of Illinois on and south 
of a line beginning at U.S. Hie^way 67 
at Alton, HI., thence to Junction Hlinois 
Highway 16, thence along Hlinois High¬ 
way 16 to Junction U.S. Highway 150 
near Paris. HI., thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to the HUnols-Indiana State line, 
to points in Wisconsin. ’The piu^se of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
East St. Louis, HI., and Fairbury, HI. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E34), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: AC:^ UNFB, 
me., 4143 E. 43rd St.. Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Falrbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials, from points to 
that part of Iowa on and east of U.S. 
Highway 71, and on and north of U.S. 
Highway 20 to points to Nebraska. The 
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purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Ft Dodge, Iowa. 

» No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E35), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials, from 
points in Winneshiek, Allamakee, Pay¬ 
ette, Clayton, Buchanan. Delaware, 
Dubuque, Benton, Linn, Jones, Jackson, 
Clinton, Cedar, Johnson. Iowa, Scott, 
Muscatine, Louisa, and Des Moines 
Counties, Iowa, to points in Missouri. 
The purix)se of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of the plantsite of the 
U.S. Gypsum Co., located approximately 
tw’o miles southwest of Mediapolis, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E36), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES. 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St.. Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. AppUcant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials (except 
cement and commodities in bulk), from 
points in Kossuth, Winnebago, Worth, 
Mitchell. Howard, Chickasaw, Floyd, 
Cerro Gordo, Hancock, Humboldt, 
Wright, Franklin. Butler, Bremer, Black 
Hawk, Grundy, Hardin, Hamilton, Web¬ 
ster, Boone, Story, Marshall. Tama, 
Poweshiek, Jasper, Polk, and Dallas 
Counties, Iowa, to points in Missouri. 
The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E38), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St.^Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 
transpKjrting: Building materials, from 
points in that part of Iowa on and west 
of a line beginning at LineviUe, ’ Iowa, 
thence along U.S. Highway 65 to junc¬ 
tion Iowa Highway 2, thence along Iowa 
Highway 2 to junction Iowa Highway 14, 
thence along low’a Highway 14 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 218, thence along 
U.S. Highway 218 to the lowa-Minnesota 
State line to points in Indiana. ’The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E39), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials, from 
points in that part of Iowa on and south 
of U.S. Highway 34 to points in La Crosse, 
Vernon, Crawford, Richland, Sauk, Co¬ 
lumbia, Dodge, Washington, Ozaukee, 
Grant, Iowa, Dane, Jefferson, Waukesha, 
Milwaukee, Lafayette, Green. Rock, 

Walworth, Racine, and Kenosha Coun¬ 
ties, Wis. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the n.S. 
Gypsum Co., located approximately two 
miles southwest of Mediapolis, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E40), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Gypsum products. com~ 
position boards, insulating materials, 
roofing and roofing materials, and ure- 
thane and urethane products, from 
points in Iowa on and south of U.S. 
Highway 30 to points in that part of 
Wisconsin on and east of Wisconsin 
Highway 13 from Ashland, Wis., to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 12, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 60, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
60 to the Wisconsin-Iowa State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the plantsite of the Celotex 
Corp., at Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E41), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials, from 
that part of Iowa on and east of U.S. 
Highway 71 to points in Colorado. The 
puri>ose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Des Moines or Ft. Dodge, 
Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No. E42), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials (except 
cement and commodities in bulk), from 
points in Lyon, Osceola, Dickinson, Em¬ 
met, Sioux, O’Brien, Clay, Palo Alto, 
Plymouth, Cherokee, Buena Vista, Poca¬ 
hontas, Woodbury, Ida, Sac, Calhoun, 
Monona, Crawford, Carroll, and Greene 
Counties, Iowa, to points in Missouri (ex¬ 
cept those points in Missouri east of U.S. 
Highway 69). The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 61231 (Sub-No, E43), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: ACE LINES, 
INC., 4143 E. 43rd St., Des Moines, Iowa 
50317. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials (except 
cement and commodities in bulk), from 
points in Harrison, Shelby, Audubon, 
Guthrie, Pottawattamie, Cass, Adair, 
Mills, Montgomery, Adams, Union, Fre¬ 
mont, Page, Taylor, and Ringgold Coun¬ 

ties, Iowa, to points in Missouri on and 
east of U.S. Highway 63. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E789), filed 
May 19, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED F<X)D EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits and berries, and frozen 
fruit and berry concentrates. (1) from 
those points in Pennsylvania ^imded by 
a line beginning at the Pennsylvania- 
New York State line and extending along 
New York Highway 249 to jimction Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 287, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 287 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 414, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highw'ay 414 to jimction 
Pennsylvania Highway 44. thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 44 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 664, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 664 to Lock 
Haven, thence along U.S. Highway 220 
to junction U.S. Highway 15, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New York State line, to those 
points in Pennsylvania on and west of a 
line beginning at the Mississippi River 
and extending along U.S. Highway 54 to 
junction Missouri Highway 19, thence 
along Missouri Highway 19 to junction 
Missouri Highway 8, thence along Mis¬ 
souri Highway 8 to'junction U.S. High¬ 
way 67, thence along U.S. Highway 67 
to junction Missouri Highway 72, thence 
alcmg Missouri Highway 72 to junction 
U.S. Highway 61, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 61 to junction Missouri Highway 146, 
thence along Missouri Highway 146 to 
the Mississippi River; (2) from points in 
Tioga County, Pa., to pHjints in Missouri; 
and (3) from those points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania bounded by a line beginning at 
the Pennsylvania-New York State line 
and extending along Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 249 to junction Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 287, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 287 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 414, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 414 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 44, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 44 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 664, thence along Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 664 to junction U.S. 
Highway 220, thence along U.S. Highway 
220 to junction Pennsylvania Highway 
144, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
144 to junction U.S. Highw’ay 322, thence 
along U.S. Highway 322 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 34, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 34 to junction 
U.S. Highway 15, thence along U.S. 
Highway 15 to the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line, to St. Joseph, Mo. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Penn Yann, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E790), filed 
May 19, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER- 
A’TED POOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
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ing: Frozen fruits and berries, and frozen 
fruit and berry concentrates, (1) from 
those points In Pennsylvania boimded by 
a line beginning at the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line and extending along 
Pennsylvania Highway 249 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 287, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 287 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 414, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 414 to jxmction 
Pennsylvania Highway 44, thence along 
Pennslyvania Highway 44 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 664, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 664 to junction 
U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S. 
Highway 220 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 144, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 144 to junction U.S. Highway 
322, thence along U.S. Highway 322 to 
junction Pennsylvania Highway 34, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 34 
to junction U.S. Highway 15, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New York State line to Nebraska; 
and (2) from those points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of UJS. Highway 15 
and on and east of a line beginning at 
the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 522 
to junction U.S. Highway 322, thence 
along U.S. Highway 322 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 144, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 144 to junction 
U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S. 
Highway 220 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 664, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 664 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 44, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 44 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 144, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 144 to junction U.S. Highway 
6, thence along U.S. Highway 6 to junc¬ 
tion Pennsylvania Highway 449, thence 
along Pennsylvania Highway 449 to the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line, to 
those points in Nebraska on and west of 
a line beginning at the Missouri River 
and extending along U.S. Highway 81 to 
junction Nebraska Highway 92, thence 
along Nebraska Highway 92 to junction 
U.S. Highway 77, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 77 to jimction U.S. Highway 6, 
thence along U.S. Highway 6 to junction 
Nebraska Highway 14, thence along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 14 to the Nebraska- 
Kansas State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Penn Yann, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E791), filed 
May 19, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED POOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Shells 
(Same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruite and berries, and frozen 
fruit and berry concentrates. (1) from 
those points in Pennsylvania on and 
west of U.S. Highway 15 and east of a 
line begninlng at the Pennsylvania- 
Maryland State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 522 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 322, thence along U.S. Highway 322 
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 144, 
thence sdong Pennsylvania Highway 144 
to junction U.S. Highway 6, thence along 
U.S. Highway 6 to junction Pennsylvania 

Highway 449, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 449 to the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line, to those points in C^cla- 
homa on and west of a line beginning 
at the Oklahoma-Texas State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 283 to 
junction Oklahoma Highway 34, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 34 to the 
Oklahoma-Kansas State line; (2) from 
points in Tioga Coimty, Pa., to points in 
Oklahoma; (3) from those points in 
Pennsylvania on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 15 and east of a line beginning at 
the Pennsylvania-New York State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 449 
to junction U.S. Highway 6, thence along 
U.S. Highway 6 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 144, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 144 to junction U.S. Highway 
322, thence along U.S. Highway 322 to 
junction U.S. Highway 15 to points in 
Oklahoma; and (4) from points in 
Adams County, Pa., to those points in 
Oklahoma on and west of U.S. Highway 
77, The purpose of this filing is to elim- 
inate'the gateway of Penn Yan, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1025), filed 
Dec«nber 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 
Summer St., Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T, Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Vineland, NJ., 
to those points in Indiana on, west, and 
north of a line beginning at the Indiana- 
Ohio State line and extending along In¬ 
diana Highway 14 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 31, thence along U.S. Highway 31 
to Kokomo, thence along Indiana High¬ 
way 22 to junction Indiana Highway 29, 
thence along Indiana Highway 29 to 
junction Indiana Highway 28, thence 
along Indiana Highway 28 to junction 
U.S. Highway 231, thence along U.S. 
Highway 231 to Crawfordsville, thence 
along Indiana Highway 47 to junction 
U.S. Highway 41, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 41 to junction Indiana Highway 163, 
thence along Indiana Highway 163 to 
the Indiana-niinois State line, and those 
on and west of U.S. Highway 41. The 

'Tjurpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1026), filed 
December 2. 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer St., Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Lawrence T, Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover, Pa., 
to those points in Nebraska on, south, 
and west of a line beginning at the Mis¬ 
souri River and extending along U.S. 
Highway 30 to Grand Island, thence 
along U.S. Highway 281 to the Nebraska- 
South Dakota State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Dundee, N.Y, 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1027), filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 

Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Mooslc, Pa., to 
those points in Pennsylvania <m and 
north of a line beginning at the Penn- 
sylvania-Ohlo State line and extending 
along Pennsylvania Highway 226 to jimc- 
tlon U.S. Highway 6N, thence along U.S. 
Highway 6N to junction U.S. Highway 6, 
thence along U.S. Highway 6 to jimction 
U.S. Highway 15, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to the New York-Pennsylvanla 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-E1028), filed De¬ 
cember 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02210. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above), Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Moosic, Pa., to 
those points in New York on and south 
of a line beginning at Lake Erie and ex¬ 
tending along unnumbered highway to 
Westfield, thence along New York High¬ 
way 17 to junction U.S. Highway 15, 
thence along U.S. Highway 15 to the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1032), filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Green Bay and 
Milwaukee, Wis., to Lock Haven, Pa., and 
those points in Pennsylvania on and east 
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania- 
New York State line and extending along 
Pennsylvania Highway 249 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 287, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 287 to junction 
U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S. 
Highway 220 to Williamsport, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 83, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 83 to the Pennsylvania- 
Maryland State line. ’The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of El¬ 
mira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1036), filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover, Pa., to 
those points in New Hampshire on and 
north of a line beginning at the New 
Hampshire-Vermont State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 4 to junc¬ 
tion New Hamp>shire Highway 104, thence 
along New Hampshire Highway 104 to 
junction U.S. Highway 3, thence along 
U.S. Highway 3 to junction New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 25, thence along New 
Hampjshire Highway 25 to the New 
Hampjshire-Maine State line. ’The pur- 
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pose of this filing is to ellmlioate the 
gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1037). filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED PCXDD EXPRESS, INC., 318 
Summer St., Bostcm, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s r^resentative: Lawrence T. 
^eils (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Han¬ 
over, Pa., to those points in New Hamp¬ 
shire on and north of a line beginning at 
the New Hampshire-Vermont State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 4 to 
junction New Hampshire Highway 104, 
thence along New Hampshire Highway 
104 to junction U.S. Highway 3, thence 
along U.S. Highway 3 to junction New 
Hampshire Highway 25, thence along 
New Hampshire Highway 25 to the New 
Hampsliire-Maine State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1038), filed 
December 2, 1974. AppUcant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED F(X)D EXPRESS. INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above), Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Moosie, 
Pa., to ix>ints in Ohio (except that portion 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-West Virginia State line 
and extending along Ohio Highway 213 
to junction Ohio Highway 152, thence 
along Ohio Highway 152 to junction n.S. 
Highway 22, thence along U.S. Highway 
22 to junction Ohio Highway 800, thence 
along Ohio Highway 800 to junction 
Ohio Highway 148, thence along Ohio 
Highway 148 to the Ohio River). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1064), filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s rQ)resentative: Lawrence T. 
Shells (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Han¬ 
over, Pa,, to those points in Vermont on 
and north of U.S. Highway 2. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1065), filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED F(X)D EXPRESS. INC.. 316 
Slimmer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Han¬ 
over, Pa., to those points in Veimcmt on 
and north of U.S. Highway 2. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1066). filed 
December 2, 1974. AjK>licant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOCH) EXPRESS, INC., 318 

Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vdilcle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Han¬ 
over, Pa., to Grand Porks, N. Dak. ’The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dundee. N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1067). filed 
December 2, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED P(X>D EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s r^resentative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover, Pa., to 
Calais and points in Aroostock County, 
Me. The piupose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1069), filed 
January 17, 1975. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED P<X>D EXPRESS. INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular I'outes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, frcwn points in Rhode 
Island to points in Iowa. The piupose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
LeRoy, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1070), filed 
January 17, 1975. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED P(X>D EXPRESS, me., 316 
Summer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts to points in Nebraska. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of LeRoy, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1071), filed 
January 17, 1975. Applicant: REFRIG- 
FRATED POOD EXPRESS, mC.. 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to (^rate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-" 
Ing: Frozen foods, from points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts to points in Iowa. The pm*- 
pose (rf this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of LeRoy, N.Y. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. E517) (Cor- 
rectlMi), filed June 4, 1974 published in 
the Federal Register February 4. 1975. 
Applicant: WARREN ’TRANSPORT, 
me., 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, 
transporting: Cast iron pressure pipe 
(except pipe used in, or in connection 
with the discovery, development, pro¬ 
duction, refining, manufacture, proc¬ 
essing, storage, transmission, and dis¬ 
tribution of natural gas and petroleum 
njvi their products and by-products), and 
fitUngs and accessories therefor vdien 
moving with such pipe, the transporta¬ 
tion of which, because of size or weight. 

requires special equipment from points 
in that part of Iowa on and west of a line 
beginning at the Minnesota-Iowa State 
line, thence along Iowa Highway 4 to 
junction Iowa Highway 3, th«ice along 
Iowa Highway 3 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 169, thence along U.S. Highway 169 
to junction U.S. Highway 20, thence 
along U.S. Highway 20 to junction Iowa 
Highway 4, thence along Iowa Highway 
4 to junction Iowa Highway 175, thence 
along Iowa Highway 175 to junction U.S. 
Highway 71, thence along U.S. Highway 
71 to junction U.S. Highway 6, thence 
along U.S. Highway 6 to junction Iowa 
Highway 48, thence along Iowa Highway 
48 to junction U.S. Highway 59, thence 
along U.S. Highway 59 to the lowa- 
Missourl State line, with no transpor¬ 
tation for compensation on retmu except 
as otherwise authorized. 'The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa. The purpose of this 
correction is to extend the territorial 
destination. 

No. MC 114552 (Sub-No. E50), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: SENN TRUCK- 
mo COMPANY. P.O. Box 220, New¬ 
berry, S.C. 29108. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William P. Jackson, Jr,, 919 Eight¬ 
eenth St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Lumber (ex¬ 
cept plywood and veneer), (1) from 
points in Pennsylvania to points in 
Florida; (2) from points in Pennsylvania 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-West Virginia State line, 
thence extending along U.S. Highway 119 
to its junction with Interstate Highway 
76, thence along Interstate Highway 76 
to its jimction with Pomsylvanla High¬ 
way 8, thence along Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 8 to its jimction with Pennsylvania 
Highway 68, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 68 to Its junction with U.S. 
Highway 322, thence along U.S. Highway 
322 to Its junction with Pennsylvania 
Highway 66, thence along Peimsylvania 
Highway 66 to its jimction Pennsylvania 
Highway 984, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 984 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 6, thence along UB. Highway 
6 to its junction with U.S. Highway 62, 
thence along U.S. Highway 62 to the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line, to 
points in Texas on and south of a line 
beginning at the Texas-New Mexico 
State line, thence extending along UB. 
Highway 84 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 82, thence along U.S. Highway 
82 to its junction with U.S. Highway 183, 
thence along U.S. Highway 183 to the 
Texas-Oklahoma State line. 

(3) From points in Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line beginning at the Penn- 
sylvania-Maryland State line, thence ex¬ 
tending along UB. Highway 15 to its 
junction with n.S. Highway 11, thence 
along UB. Highway 11 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New Yoili State line, to points In 
Arkansas on and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Arkansas-Tennessee State 
line, thence extending along Aricansas 
Highway 118 to its junction with UB. 
Highway 63. thence alimg UB. Highway 
63 to Its junction with Arkansas Hlgh- 
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way 14, thence along Arkansas Highway 
14 to its junction with Arkansas High¬ 
way 69, thence along Arkansas Highway 
69 to Its Junction with Aiicansas High¬ 
way 25, thence along Aricansas Highway 
25 to its junction with Arkansas High¬ 
way 92, thence along Arkansas Highway 
92 to Its junction with Arkansas High¬ 
way 16, thence along Arkansas Highway 
16 to the Arkansas-Oklahoma State line; 
(4) from points in Pennsylvania to 
points in Alabama; (5) from points in 
Rhode Island to points in Florida and 
Arkansas; (6) from points in Rhode 
Island to points in Oklahoma and Texas; 
(7) from p>oints in Rhode Island to 
points in Alabama; (8) from points in 
Rhode Island to points in Tennessee; (9) 
from points in Rhode Island to points in 
Kentucky on and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kentucky-West Virginia 
State line, thence extending along U.S. 
Highway 23 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 460, thence along U.S. Highway 
460 to its jimctlon with U.S. Highway 27, 
thence along U.S. Highway 27 to the 
Kentucky-Ohio State line; (10) from 
points in Rhode Island to points in Il¬ 
linois on and south of U.S. Highway 50; 
(11) from points in Rhode Island to 
points in West Virginia on and southwest 
of Interstate Highway 64. 

(12) Prom p>olnts in Rhode Island to 
points in Virginia on an^ south of U.S. 
Highway 460; and (13) from points in 
Rhode Island to points in Indiana on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Indiana-Kentucky State line, thence ex¬ 
tending along Interstate Highway 264 to 
its junction with Indiana Highway 64, 
thence along Indiana Highway 64 to the 
Indiana-Illinois State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Greenwood Co., S.C., in (1), (2), (3), 
(5) , and (6); Tennessee in (4); Georgia 
in (7); points in North Carolina, (except 
points in Buncombe, Chatham, Cherokee, 
Colxunbus, Cumberland, Franklin, Guil¬ 
ford, Harnett, Henderson, Lee. Macon, 
Orange, Rockingham, Transylvania, and 
Union Counties, N.C.) in (8); points in 
Buncombe, Chatham, Cherokee, Colum¬ 
bus, Cumberland, Franklin, Guilford, 
Harnett, Henderson, Lee, Macon. 
Orange, Rockingham, Transylvania, and 
Union Counties, N.C., or North Carolina 
(except points in Buncombe, Chatham. 
Cherokee, Columbus, Cumberland, 
Franklin, Guilford, Harnett, Henderson, 
Lee, Macon, Orange, Rockingham, 
Transylvania, Union, Beaufort, Hyde, 
Martin, Washington, Pitt, Craven, 
Pamlico, Jones, and Onslow Counties, 
points in Halifax County and on east of 
U.S. Highway 301, points in Edgecombe 
and Lohoir Coimties on and east of U.S. 
Highway 258, points in Pender County 
on and east of U.S. Highway 117, and 
points in North Carolina within 50 miles 
of Sanford, N.C., not already included in 
the above described Counties), and Ten¬ 
nessee in (9) and (13); North Carolina 
and Tennessee in (10); and points in 
Buncombe, Chatham, Cherokee, Colum¬ 
bus. CumberlEmd. Franklin, Guilford, 
Harnett, Henderson, Lee. Macon, 
Orange, Rockingham. Transylvania,- and 
Union Counties. N.C., In (11) and (12). 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E2), filed May 12. 
1974. AppUcant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Oregon on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in North Dakota; (B) between points in 
Oregon west and north of U.S. Highway 
395 from California border to Burns, U.S. 
Highway 20 from Burns to Ontario on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Colorado east of U.S. Highway 287 
from the Wyoming border to Denver, 
Interstate Highway 25 from Denver to 
New Mexico border; (C) between points 
in Oregon west of U.S. Highway 97 on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Wyoming east of Interstate Highway 
25. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of any point in Mon¬ 
tana west of U.S. Highway 89. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E3), filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Washington 
on the one hand and, on the other, 
points in North Dakota;' (B) between 
points in Washington west of Interstate 
Highway 5 from the Oregon border at 
Kelso to the intersection with U.S. High¬ 
way 97 from Yakima to EUensburg, 
north of Interstate 90 from EUensburg 
to the Idaho boimdary on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in Wyoming 
east and north of U.S. Highway 287; (C) 
between points in Washington west of 
Interstate Highway 5 from the Oregon 
border at Kelso to the intersection with 
U.S. Highway 12, north of U.S. Highway 
12 from intersection to Yakima, west of 
U.S. Highway 97 from Yakima to EUens¬ 
burg, north of Interstate 90 from EUens¬ 
burg to the Idaho boundary on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in Colo¬ 
rado east of Colorado Highway 13 from 
the Wyoming border to Craig, U.S. High¬ 
way 40 from Craig to Denver, east of U.S. 
Highway 285 from Denver to the New 
Mexico boundary; (D) between points in 
Washington coimties of Whatcom, 
Okanogan, Perry, Stevens, Pend OreUle, 
Spokane, Lincoln, Grant, Douglas, 
Chelan, Skagit, Snohomish, King, Pierce, 
Kittitas, Thurston, Mason. Jefferson, and 
Clallam on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Arizona east of U.S. 
Highway 89 from the Utah boundary 
south to Surprise, foUowing State Farm 
Road south from Surprise to U.S. High¬ 
way 80, U.S. Highway 80 to Interstate 
Highway 8 to Interstate Highway 10 to 
Tucson, U.S. Highway 89 from Tucson to 
Nogales; (E) between points in Wash¬ 
ington counties of Whatcom, Okanogan, 
Ferry, Stevens, Pend OrelUe, Spokane, 
lincoln. Grant, Douglas, Chelan, Skagit, 
Snohomish, King, Pierce, Kittitas. Thurs¬ 

ton, Mason, Jefferson, and Clallam on 
the one hand and, on the other, points in 
Utah. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of any point in 
Montana west of U.S. Highway 89. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E4). filed May 12, 
1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Nevada on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in North Dakota. The purpose of this 
fiUng is to eliminate the gateway of any 
point in Montana west of U.S. Highway 
89. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E5), filed May 12, 
1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
CUty, Okla. 73105. AppUcant’s represent¬ 
ative: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between Idaho on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in North 
Dakota; (B) between points in Idaho 
west of U.S. Highway 93 on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in Wyoming 
north of U.S. Highway 26; (C) between 
points in Idaho west of Idaho Highway 
51 from the Nevada boundary to Moun¬ 
tain Home, U.S. Highway 68 from Moun¬ 
tain Home to intersection with U.S. 
Highway 93, U.S. Highway 93 from in¬ 
tersection to northeastern Idaho-Mon- 
tana border on the one hand and, on 
the other, points in Colorado south and 
east of U.S. Highway 36 from the Kansas 
border to Denver, Interstate Highway 
25 from Denver to the New Mexico 
border. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of any point in 
Montana west of U.S. Highway 89. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E6), filed May 12, 
1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: WiUiams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, (A) between points in 
Colorado on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Louisiana; (B) between 
points in Colorado west of Interstate 
Highway 25 from the Wyoming border 
south to the New Mexico boundary on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Arkansas south and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 270 from Oklahoma-Arkansas to 
Hot Springs, U.S. Highway 70 to the in¬ 
tersection of Arkansas Highway 75, 
Arkansas Highway 75 north to Arkansas 
Highway 140, Arkansas Highway 140 
north to Arkansas Highway 77, Arkansas 
Highway 77 north to the Missouri 
boundary; (C) between points in Colo¬ 
rado east of Interstate Highway 25 from’ 
the Wyoming boundary to Pueblo, and 
north of U.S. Highway 50 from Pueblo 
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to the Kansas boundary on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in Texas east 
of U.S. Highway 277 from Del Rio north 
to the Texas-Oklahoma boundary. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of any point in Young County, 
Texas. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub.-E7), filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
Cfity, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in New Mexico 
on the one hand and. on the other, 
points in Louisiana; (B) between points 
in New Mexico on and south of Inter¬ 
state Highway 40 on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in Arkansas south of 
U.S. Highway 66 from Fort Smith to 
Little Rock and east of U.S. Highway 67 
from Little Rock to the Arkansas-Mis- 
sourl boundary; (C) between points in 
New Mexico west of U.S. Highway 285 
from the southern boimdary to inter¬ 
section with Interstate Highway 40, south 
of Interstate Highway 40 from this in¬ 
tersection to the New Mexico-Arizona 
boundary on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Missouri south of Inter¬ 
state Highway 44. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of any 
point in Young County, Texas. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E9), filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant: SHAMRCXJK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443. Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Kansas west 
of Interstate Highway 35W from the 
Oklahoma-Kansas border to Salina, and 
south of Interstate Highway 70 from 
Salina to the Kansas-CTolorado border on 
the one hand and. on the other, points 
in Alabama south of U.S. Highway 80; 
(B) between points in Kansas west of 
Interstate Highway 35W from the Okla¬ 
homa-Kansas border to Salina and south 
of Interstate Highway 70 from Salina to 
the Kansas-Colorado border on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in Geor¬ 
gia south of U.S. Highway 80. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of (A) any point in Archer, 
Clay, Montague, Wichita, Wilbarger, and 
Yoimg Counties, Texas; and (B) any 
point in Arkansas. 

No. MC 115257 iSub-ElO), filed 
May 12, 1974. AppUcant: SHAMROCK 
VAN LINES. INC., P.O. Box 53443, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Williams E. Bentley (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household Goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, (A) between points in Texas on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Illinois; (B) between points in Texas 
on the one hand and, on the other, points 

in Indiana; (C) between points in Michi¬ 
gan; (D) between points In Texas on the 
one hand and, on the other, points In • 
Kentucky; (D) between points in Texas 
on the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Kenthucky; (E) between points in 
Texas on the one hand and, on the other, 
points in Ohio; (F) between points in 
Texas on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Tennessee; (G) between points 
in Texas on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in North Carolina; (H) be¬ 
tween points in Texas on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in South Caro¬ 
lina; (I) between points in Texas on the 
one hand and, on the other, points in 
Georgia north of U.S. Highway 80; (J) 
between points in Texas west of U.S. 
Highway 75 on the one hand and, on 
the other, points in Alabama north of 
U.S. Highway 80; (K) between points 
in Texas on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Missouri south of U.S. 
Highway 54; (L) between points in Texas 
west of U.S. Highway 77 from the Texas- 
Oklahoma border to Victoria, Texas 
Highway 185 from Victoria to the Gulf 
of Mexico on the one hand and. on the 
other, points in Mississippi north of In¬ 
terstate Highway 20. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of any 
point in Arkansas. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-Ell>, filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK 
VAN LINES. INC., P.O. Box 53443, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Williams E. Bentley (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household Goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, (A) between points in Nebraska 
on the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Mississippi: (B) between points in 
Nebraska on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Tennessee coimties of 
Tipton, Shelby, Fayette, Haywood, Madi¬ 
son, Hardeman, McNairy, Chester, Hen¬ 
derson. Decatur, Hardin, Wayne, Perry, 
Lewis, Lawrence, Maury, Giles, Lincoln, 
Marshall, Bedford, Moore, Cannon, Cof¬ 
fee. Sequatchie. Bledsoe, Grundy, War¬ 
ren, Van Buren, White, Cumberland, 
Morgan, Roane, Loudon, Blount, Sevier, 
Knox and Anderson. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of any 
point in Saline County, Arkansas. 

No. MC 115257 (E12). filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant; SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting; House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion. (A) between points in Oklahoma on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Mississippi: (B) between points in 
Oklahoma on the one hand and. on tlie 
other points in Alabama; (C) between 
points in Oklahoma on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in Georgia; (D) be¬ 
tween points In Oklahoma on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in South 
Carolina; (E) between points in Okla¬ 
homa on the one hand and, on the other. 

points in North Carolina; (F) between 
points in Oklahoma on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in Kentucky; (H> 
between points in Oklahoma on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in Ohio; 
(I) between points in Oldahoma east of 
Oklahoma Highway 23 on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in Michigan; 
(J) between points in Oklahoma on the 
one hand and. on the other, points in 
Illinois; (K) between points in Okla¬ 
homa on the one hand and, on the other, 
points in Indiana; (L) between ijoints in 
Oklahoma south of U.S. Highway 62 from 
the Texas-Oklahoma border to Lawton, 
Bailey Turnpike from Lawton to Okla¬ 
homa City, south of Interstate Highway 
40 from Oklahoma City to the Arkansas- 
Oklahoma border on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in Missouri south of 
U.S. Highway 24. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of any 
point in Arkansas. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E14). filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant: SHAMRCXJK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City. Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Missouri 
north of Interstate Highway 44 on the 
one hand and, on the other, points in 
Mississippi south of U.S. Highway 82 
from the Arkansas/Mississippi border to 
the intersection with U.S. Highway 49W, 
west of U.S. Highway 49W and 49 to 
Hattiesburg and south of U.S. Highway 
98 from Hattiesburg to the Alabama/ 
Mississippi border; (B) between points 
in Kansas on the one hhand, and, on the 
other, points in Mississippi. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of any point in Saline County, Arkansas. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E15), filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant; SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Missouri on 
the one hand and. on the other, points 
in New York: (B) between points in Mis¬ 
souri on the one hand and, on the other, 
points in Pennsylvania: (C) between 
points in Missouri on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in Ohio east of U.S. 
Highway 250 from the northern bound¬ 
ary of Sandusky to the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia boundary. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of any point 
in Cuyahoga County, Ohio. 

No, MC 115257 (Sub-E16), filed May 
12, 1974. Applicant; SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Arkansas 
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on the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Pennsylvania; (B) between points In 
Arkansas on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in New York; (C) between 
points in Arkansas on the one hand and, 
on the other, points In Maine; (D) be¬ 
tween points in Arkansas on the one 
hand and, on the other, points In Massa¬ 
chusetts; (E) between points in Arkansas 
on the one hand and, on the other points 
in Connecticut; (F) between points In 
Arkansas on the one hand and, on the 
other points in Rhode Island; (G) be¬ 
tween points in Arkansas on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in New 
Jersey; (H) between points in Arkansas 
on the one hand and, on the other, p>oints 
in Delaware; (I) between points in Ar¬ 
kansas on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Maryland; (J) between 
points in Arkansas on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in District of Colum¬ 
bia. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of any point in Cuya¬ 
hoga Coimty, Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E17), filed May 
12, 1974. AppUcant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting; House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Arkansas 
on the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Virginia. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate any point in North Carolina. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E18), filed May 
12, 1974. AppUcant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular ‘routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Tennessee 
west of Interstate Highway 65 on the 
one hand and, on the other, points in 
New York; (B) between points in Ten¬ 
nessee west of Interstate Highway 65 on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Ohio, Coimties of Ashtabula, Trum- 
bullr Mahoning, Columbiana, Jefferson, 
Harrison. Tuscarawas, Stark, Portage, 
Summit, Geauga, Lake, Medina and Lor¬ 
ain; (C) between points in Tennessee 
west of Interstate Highway 65 on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in Penn¬ 
sylvania north of U.S. Highway 22 from 
the Ohio-Pennsylvanla border to Harris¬ 
burg and north and east of UB. Highway 
83 from Harrisburg to the Maryland- 
Pennsylvanla border. The purpose of this 
fUlng is to eUminate the gateway of any 
point in Cuyahoga County. Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E19). filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK 
VAN LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73105. AppUcant’s rep¬ 
resentative: WilUams E. Bentley (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 

sion, (A) between points in Kentucky 
west of Interstate Highway 75 on the 
one hand and, on the other, points in 
New York; (B) between points in Ken¬ 
tucky west of Interstate Highway 65 on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in Poinsylvania north of UB. Highway 
22 from the Ohlo-Pennsylvania border 
to Harrlsbing and north and east of U.S. 
Highway 83 from Harrisburg to the 
Maryland-Pennsylvania border. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of any point in Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E20). filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK 
VAN LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: WiUiams E. Bentley (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in In¬ 
diana on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in New York; (B) between 
points in Indiana north and west n.S. 
Highway 224 from the Ohio-Indiana 
border to Interstate Highway 69, west 
of Interstate Highway 69 to Indianapn 
olis, west of Indiana Highway 67 to 
UB. Highway 231 and west of UB. 
Highway 31 frmn intersection to the 
Kentucky-Indiana border on the one 
hand and, on the other, points In Penn¬ 
sylvania north of n.S. Highway 22 from 
the Ohio-Pennsylvania border to Harris¬ 
burg and east of n.S. Highway 83 from 
Harrisburg to the Maryland-Pennsyl¬ 
vania border. The purpose of this filhig 
is to eliminate the gateway of any point 
in Cuyahoga County, Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E21). filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK 
VAN LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443. Okla¬ 
homa City, CMda. 73105. Ai^cant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Williams K Bentley (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion. (A) between points in Wis¬ 
consin on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in New Yoi±; (B) between 
points in Wisconsin on the one hand and, 
on the other, points in Pennsylvania. 
The purpose of this filing is to dlmlnate 
the gateway of any point in Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E22). filed 
May 12. 1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK 
VAN LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 53443, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Williams E. Bentley (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the CXunmls- 
slon, (A) between points in Illinois (m 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in New York; (B) between points In 
minols on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in Pennsylvania. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing b to eliminate the 
gateway of any points in Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E23). filed May 12. 
1974. Applicant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
Cfity, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold Goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, (A) between points in Ohio west of 
Interstate Highway 71 on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points In New York; 
(B) between points in Ohio on the one 
hand, and, on Uie other, points in 
Maine; (C) between points in Ohio on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Masachusetts; (D) between points in 
Ohio on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Connecticut; (E) between 
points in Ohio on the one hand, and, on 
the other points in Rhode Island; (F) 
between points in Ohio west of Inter¬ 
state Highway 71 on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Delaware; (G) 
between points in Ohio west of Riterstate 
Highway 71 on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in New Jersey. The purpose 
of thb filing b to eliminate the gateway 
of any point in Cuyahoga Coimty, Ohio. 

No. MC 115257 (Sub-E24), filed May 12. 
1974. AppUcant: SHAMROCK VAN 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 53443, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73105. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Williams E. Bentley (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor v^lcle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, (A) 
between points in Michigan on the one 
hand and, on the other, p<Unts in New 
York; (B) between points in Michigan 
on the one hand and. on the other, points 
in Pennsylvania. The purpose of this 
filing b to eliminate the gateway of any 
point In Cuyahoga County. Ohio. 

No. MC 115332 (Sub-E157). filed Janu¬ 
ary 27. 1975. AppUcant: REDWING RE¬ 
FRIGERATED. INC., P.O. Box 10177. 
Taft, FI. 32809. AppUcant’s representa¬ 
tive: James Wilson. 13th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Ave. NW., Washington. D.C. 20004. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting; Frozen fruits, from 
V^chester, Va.. to points in Duval and 
Dade County, Fla. ’The pxirpose of thb 
filing b to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Jefferson County, W. Va. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. E5) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed May 28,1974, published in the 
Federal Register May 16, 1975. Appli¬ 
cant: BCK MILLER ’TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CORP., Owensboro, Ky. AppU¬ 
cant’s representative: William P. SuUl- 
van, 1819 H. Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting; (3) 
between points in West Virginia on and 
north of the line described in (2) above, 
on the <nie hand. and. on the other, 
points in Blinob on and south of n.S. 
Highway 50 and points in Indiana on and 
south of UB. Highway 150 extending 
west to Junction UB. Highway 50 and 
UB. Highway 150 to the Indlana-TTUnols 
State line. The purpose of thb filing b to 
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tiiminate the gateways of points within 
35 miles of Owensboro, Ky. The purpose 
of this partial correction Is to correct 
the highway description. The remainder 
of this letter-notice will remain as pre¬ 
viously pid>llshed. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. Ell) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed June 4,1974. Published In the 
Federal Register March 11. 1975. Appli¬ 
cant: ECK MILLER TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CORPORATION. Owensboro. Ky. 
AiH>licant’s representative: William P. 
Sullivan. 1819 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to 
erate as a common carier. by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Aluminum and aluminum products 
(other than motor vehicles), imd eqiilp- 
ment, materials, and supplies (except in 
bulk), iised in the manufacture and proc¬ 
essing of aluminum and aluminum prod¬ 
ucts which require the use of special 
equipment by reason of size or weight 
(1) from points in Indiana and the Low¬ 
er Peninsula of Michigan to points in 
Florida; (2) from points in Illinois to 
points in North Carolina and Florida and 
from points in Missouri to points in Flor¬ 
ida; (3) from points in Tennessee on and 
west of Interstate Highway 65 to points 
in Connecticut, Pennsylvania. New Jer¬ 
sey, and New York, and fitun points in 
Mi^url to points in ConnecUcut and 
New Jersey; and (4) from (a) points in 
CMiio, Virginia, and West Virginia to 
points in Arkansas and Texas, (b) from 
points in Indiana east of Porter, Jasper, 
Benton, Uppecanoe, Montgomery, ^t- 
nam, Owen, Greene, Martin, Dubois, and 
Perry Coimties, to points in Texas, and 
(c) from points in Indiana in and west 
of the counties named in (a) to points 
in Texas on and south of U.S. Highway 
60. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Hawesville, Ky. The 
purpose of this correction is to correct 
the territorial destination. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. E13), (Cor¬ 
rection), filed February 24, 1975, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register May 6, 
1975. AppUcant: ECK MILLER TRANS¬ 
PORTATION (X)RP., (Owensboro, Ky. 
Applicant’s representative: William P. 
Sullivan, Federal Bar Bldg. W., 1819 H 
St. NW., Washington. D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Aluminum oil well 
and mine machiney, aluminum pipe and 
supplies and equipment, materials, and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
processing of the foregoing commodities, 
between points in Georgia on and west 
of U.S. Highway 441, on the hand and, 
on the other, points in Pennsylvania 
and New York on, north, and west of 
a line beginning at the Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania State line and extending along 
UB. Highway 6 to jimction Pennsylvania 
Highway 957, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 957 to Sugargrove, Pa., thence 
along unniunbered highway to James¬ 
town, N.Y., thence along New York 
Highway 17 to junction New York High¬ 
way 219, thence along New York High¬ 
way 219 to Great Valley, N.Y., thence 
along New York Highway 98 to Carlton, 

N.Y., and points In New York on and 
north of a line beginnlhg at Morristown, 
N.Y.. and extending along Netw York 
Highway 58 to Gouvemeur, N.Y., and 
thence along UJS. Hlediway 11 to Rouses 
Point, N.Y. The purpose of this filing 
Is to eliminate the gateway of Hawes¬ 
ville, Ky. The purpose of this correction 
Is to correct the territorial description. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. E21), filed 
May 28, 1974. Applicant: ECK MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION CORP., Owens¬ 
boro, Ky. Applicant’s representative: 
William P. Sullivan, 1819 H St. NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Aluminum and aluminum 
products (other than motor vehicles) and 
equipment, materials, and supplies (ex¬ 
cept in bulk) used in the manufacture 
and processing of aluminxun and alumi¬ 
num products which require the use of 
special equipment by reason of size or 
weight; (1) (a) from points in Ohio in 
and west of Adams, Pike, Ross. Hocking, 
Perry, Licking, Coshocton, Holmes, 
Wayne, Medina, Cuyahoga, Geauga, and 
Ashtabula Counties, to points in Florida, 
(b) from points in Trumbull, Portage, 
Summit, Stark, Mahoning, Columbiana, 
Carroll, Tuscarawas, and Muskingum 
Counties, Ohio, to p>oints in Florida on, 
west, and south of a line beginning at 
the Georgia-Florida State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 441 to junc¬ 
tion Florida Highway 100 and thence 
along Florida Highway 100 to Flagler 
Beach, and (c) from points in Scioto, 
Lawrence, Jackson, Gallia, Venton, 
Meigs, Athens, Washington, Morgan, 
Noble, Monroe, Guernsey, Belmont, Har¬ 
rison, and 'Jefferson Counties, Ohio, to 
points in Florida in and west of Jack- 
son, Calhoun, and Gulf Counties; (2) 
from points in Missouri (except those in 
Dunklin, New Madrid, and Pemiscot 
Counties), and those points in Indiana 
located on and west of a line beginning 
at Lake Michigan and extending along 
Indiana Highway 49 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30, thence along U.S. Highway 
30 to junction U.S. Highway 35, thence 
along U.S. Highway 35 to junction In¬ 
diana Highway 37, thence along Indiana 
Highway 37 to the Indiana-Kentucky 
State line to points in North Carolina. 

(3) (a) FrcHn points in Atchison, Holt, 
Nodaway, Andrew, Worth, Gentry, De- 
Kalb, Harrison, Daviess, Mercer, Gnmdy, 
Sullivan, Linn, Adair, Macon, Shelby, 
Monroe, Ralls, Pike, and Lincoln Coun¬ 
ties, Mo., to points in Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line beginning at the Ohio- 
Pennsylvania State line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 22 to junction U.S. 
Highway 119, and thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 119 to junction U.S. Highway 219 and 
thence along U.S. Highway 219 to the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line, and 
points in New York in and east of Al¬ 
legany, Livingston, Ontario, and Wayne 
Counties, (b) from points in Missouri in 
and south of Buchanan, Clintim, Cald¬ 
well, Livingston, Chariton, Randolph. 
Audrain, Montgomery, Warren, and St. 
Charles Counties to points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania and New York, and (c) from points 

In Missouri to points in Pennsylvania on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Maryland-Pennsylvanla State line and 
extending along Interstate Highway 81 to 
jimction U.S. Highway 6, thence along 
U.S. Highway 6 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 652, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 652 to the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line, points in New York in 
and south of Sullivan, Ulster, and Dutch¬ 
ess Counties, and points in New Jer¬ 
sey and Connecticut; (4) (a) from points 
in the Lower Peninsula of Michigan and 
those in Indiana east of Porter, Jasper, 
Benton, Tippecanoe, Montgomery, Put¬ 
nam, Owen, Greene, Martin, DuBois, and 
Perry Counties to ix>ints in Texas, and 
(b) from Chicago, HI., and points in In¬ 
diana in and west of the counties named 
in (a) above, to points in Texas on and 
south of U.S. Highway 60; and (5) (a) 
from points in the Lower Peninsula of 
Michigan and those in Indiana in and 
east of LaPorte, Jasper, Benton, Tippe¬ 
canoe, Montgomery, Putnam, Owen, 
Greene, Martin, DuBois, and Perry Coun¬ 
ties. to points in Arkansas, (b) from 
points in Lake, Kane, Cook, DuPage, and 
Will Coimties, HI., to points in Arkansas 
on and south of U.S. Highway 70, and (c) 
from points in Indiana west of the coun¬ 
ties specified in (a) above, to points in 
Arkansas in and south of Sebastian, 
Logan, Pope, Van Buren, CHebume, In¬ 
dependence, Jackson, Poinsett, and CTrit- 
tenden Counties. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
facilities of National Aluminum Corpo¬ 
ration at or near Hawesville, Ky. 

No. MC 119493 (Sub-No. )i:i8), (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 17, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register June 30, 1975. 
Applicant: MONKEM CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 1196, Joplin, Mo. 64801. Applicant’s 
representative: J. J. Knotts, Jr. (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Peanut 
meal, in bulk and in bags, from points in 
Texas to points in Missouri on and north 
of U.S. Highway 44. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Kan¬ 
sas. The purpose of this correction is to 
correct the “E” number, previously pub¬ 
lished as El. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E47), filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, ad¬ 
hesives, furring, fasteners, lighting sys¬ 
tems. moldings, steel shapes, steel rods, 
steel channels, steel ceiling beams, appli¬ 
cators and roofing caps, and materials 
and supplies used in the installation of 
any commodity named above (except in 
bulk), from points in Alabama (except 
points in Washington, Mobile, Baldwin, 
Escambia, Covington, CJoffee, Geneva, 
Dale, Henry, and Houston Counties) to 
points in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michi¬ 
gan, Maine, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
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Delaware, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Connecticut, New York, Ohio, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of Litecraft- 
Luminous Ceilings, Division of Celotex 
Corp., located at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E48), filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Alabama 35201. Applicant’s 
representative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 
919 Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, 
DC. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ceil¬ 
ing systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, 
adhesives, furring, fasteners, lighting 
systems, moldings, steel shapes, steel 
rods, steel channels, steel ceiling beams, 
applicators and roofing caps, and ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the installa¬ 
tion of any commodity named above (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), from points in Alabama 
(except points in Washington, Mobile, 
Baldwin, Escambia, Covington, Coffee, 
Geneva, Dale, Henry, and Houston Coun¬ 
ties) to points in that part of Maryland 
on, north, and west of a line beginning 
at the Maryland-Delaware State line ex¬ 
tending along Maryland Highway 318 to 
junction Maryland Highway 331, thence 
along Maryland Highway 331 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 50, thence along U.S. 
Highway 50 to the Choptank River. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of Lltecraft- 
Luminous Ceilings, Division of Celotex 
Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E49), filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Alabama 35201. Applicant’s 
representative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 
919 Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ceil¬ 
ing systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, 
adhesives, furring, fasteners, lighting 
systems, moldings, steel shapes, steel 
rods, steel channels, steel ceiling beams, 
applicators and roofing caps, and ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the installa¬ 
tion of any commodity named above (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), from points in Alabama 
east of a line beginning at the Alabama- 
Qeorgia State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 29 to junction Alabama High¬ 
way 239, thence along Alabama Highway 
239 to junction Alabama Highway 53, 
thence tdong Alabama Highway 53 to 
Junction Alabama Highway 68, thence 
along Alabama Highway 68 to Junction 
Alabama Highway 105, thence along 
Alabama Highway 105 to jimction Ala¬ 
bama Highway 27, thence along Alabama 
Highway 27 to the Alabama-Florlda 
State line (except points in Washington, 
Mobile, Baldwin, Escambia, Covington, 
Coffee, Geneva, Dale, Henry, and Hous¬ 
ton Counties), to points in Maryland. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of Litecraft- 
Luminous Ceilings, Division of the Celo¬ 
tex Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E50), filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, ad¬ 
hesives, furring, fasteners, lighting sys¬ 
tems, moldings, steel shapes, steel rods, 
steel channels, steel ceiling beams, ap¬ 
plicators, and roofing caps, and materials 
and supplies used in the Installation of 
any commodity named above (except in 
bulk), from points in Alabama east of 
a line beginning at the Alabama-Georgia 
State line extending along Alabama 
Highway 26 to jimction U.S. Highway 82, 
thence along U.S. Highway 82 to junction 
Alabama Highway 35, thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 35 to junction Alabama 
Highway 14, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 14 to junction U.S. Highway 29, 
thence along U.S. Highway 29 to junc¬ 
tion Alabama Highway 93, thence along 
Alabama Highway 93 to junction U.S. 
Highway 231, thence along U.S. Highway 
231 to junction with Coffee County, and 
points in Alabama west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Alabama-Tennessee State 
line extending along Alabama Highway 
65 to junction U.S. Highway 72, thence 
along U.S. Highway 72 to jimction Ala¬ 
bama Highway 63, thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 63 to junction Alabama 
Highway 79, thence along Alabama 
Highway 79 to junction U.S. Highway 
278, thence along U.S. Highway 278 to 
junction Alabama Highway 75, thence 
along Alabama Highway 75 to junction 
Alabama Highway 53, thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 53 to junction Alabama 
Highway 145, thence along Alabama 
Highway 145 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 65, thence along Interstate Highway 
65 to junction U.S. Highway 31, thence 
along U.S. Highway 31 to junction U.S. 
Highway 331, thence along U.S. Highway 
331 to junction with Covington County, 
Ala. (except points in Washington, Mo¬ 
bile, Baldwin, Escambia, Covington, Cof¬ 
fee, Geneva, Dale, Henry, and Houston 
Counties), to points in Kentucky. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of Litecraft- 
Lumlnous CTeilings, Division of the Celo¬ 
tex Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to (H>erate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, ad¬ 
hesives, furring, fasteners, lighting sys¬ 
tems, moldings, steel shapes, steel rods, 
steel channels, steel ceding beams, ap¬ 
plicators and roofiing caps, and mate¬ 
rials and supplies used in the installation 
of any ccmimodlty named above (except 
In bulk), from points In Alabama (exc^t 

points in Washington, Mobile, Baldwin, 
Escambia, Covington, Coffee, Geneva. 
Dale, Henry, and Houston Counties), and 
points west of a line beginning at the 
Tennessee-Alabama State line extending 
along Alabama Highway 65 to junction 
U.S. Highway 72, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 72 to junctiwi Alabama Highway 63, 
thence along Alabama Highway 63 to 
junction Alabama Highway 79, thence 
along Alabama Highway 79 to junction 
Alabama Highway 26, thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 26 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 31, thence along U.S. Highway 31 to 
junction Alabama Highway 91, thence 
along Alabama Highway 91 to junction 
Alabama Highway 9, thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 9 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 78, thence along U.S. Highway 78 to 
junction Alabama Highway 69, thence 
along Alabama Highway 69 to junction 
U.S. Highway 82. thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 82 to the Alabama-Mississlp^l State 
line, and east of a line beginning at the 
Alabama-Georgia State line extending 
along Alabama Highway 26 to junction 
U.S. Highway 82, thence along U.S. 
Highway 82 to junction Alabama High¬ 
way 35, thence along Alabama Highway 
35 to junction Alabama Highway 14, 
thence along Alabama Highway 14 to 
junction U.S. Highway 29, thence along 
U.S. Highway 29 to junction Alabama 
Highway 93, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 93 to junction U.S. Highway 231, 
thence along U.S. Highway 231 to junc¬ 
tion Coffee County, Ala., to points in 
Kentucky on and east of a line beginning 
at the Kentucky-Tennessee State line 
extending along U.S. Alternate Highway 
41 to junction Kentucky Highway 91, 
thence along Kentucky Highway 91 to 
the Kentucky-Indlana State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of facilities of Lltecraft-Lumi- 
nous Ceilings, Division of the Celotex 
Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E52), filed 
April 24, 1975. AmiUcant: ARROW 
’TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor v^lcle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, ad¬ 
hesives, furring, fasteners, lighting sys¬ 
tems, moldings, steel shapes, steel rods, 
steel channels, steel ceiling beams, appli¬ 
cators and roofing caps, and materials 
and supplies used In the Installation of 
any conunodlty named above (except in 
bulk), from points in Morgan and Cull¬ 
man CTountles, Ala., to points In that part 
of Kentucky on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kentucky-Tennessee State 
line extending along U.S. Highway 127 
to junction Kentucky Highway 90. thence 
along Kentucky Highway 90 to junction 
Interstate Highway 65, thence along 
Interstate Highway 65 to junction Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 88, thence alcmg Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 88 to junctloa U.S. 
Highway 62, thence along U.S. Highway 
62 to junction Kentucky Highway 259, 
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thence along Kentucky Highway 259 to 
the Kentucky-Indiana State line. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of Litecraft- 
Luminous Ceilings, Division of the Celo- 
tex Oorp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala, 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, ad¬ 
hesives, furring, fasteners, lighting sys¬ 
tems, moldings, steel shapes, steel rods, 
steel channels, steel ceiling beams, ap¬ 
plicators and roofing caps, and materials 
and supplies used in the installation of 
any commodity named above (except in 
bulk), freon points In that part of Ala¬ 
bama on and east of a line beginning at 
the Alabama-<3eorgla State line extend¬ 
ing along Alabama Highway 26 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 82, thence along U.S. 
Highway 82 to junction U.S. Highway 29, 
thence along U.S. Highway 29 to junc¬ 
tion Alabama Highway 93, thence along 
Alabama Highway 93 to junction U.S. 
Highway 231, thence along U.S. Highway 
231 to Junction Alabama Highway 125, 
thence along Alabama Highway 125 to 
junction Alabama Highway 87, thence 
along Alabama Highway 87 to the Ala- 
bama-Florlda State Une (except points 
in Coffee, Dade, Henry, Geneva^ and 
Houston Counties), to points In Ken¬ 
tucky on and north of a line beginning 
at U.S. Highway 27 extending along Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 90 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 25W, thence along U.S. Highway 
25W to jimetlon U.S. Highway 25, thence 
al(»ig U.S. Highway 25 to junction Ken¬ 
tucky Hi^way 80, thence alcxig Km- 
tucky Highway 80 to jimetlon Kentucky 
Highway 699, thence along Kentucky 
Highway 699 to junction Kentucky High¬ 
way 463, thence along Kentucky High¬ 
way 463 to junction UB. Highway 119, 
thence along UJ3. Highway 119 to junc¬ 
tion Kentucky Efighway 160, thence 
along Kmtucky Highway 160 to the 
Kentucky-Virginia State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing Is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of the facilities of litecraft- 
Lumlnous C^Ungs, Dlvlslcm of the Celo- 
tex Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-Na E54), filed 
AikII 24, 1975. AppUcant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. Srd St, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. AlH>licant’S r^>- 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to (^rate as a 
common carrier, motor v^cle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint. pUuUe light diffusers, 
adhesives, furring, fasteners, lighting 
systems, moldings, steel shapes, steel 
rods, steel channels, steel ceiling beams, 
applicators and roofing caps’ and ma¬ 
terials and supplies used In the Installa¬ 
tion of any commodity named above 
(except In bulk), from points in Cedbert, 
Lawrence, Lauderdale, limestone, and 

Franklin Counties, Ala., to points in 
Kentucky on and east of UJS. Highway 
127. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of the facilities of Lite- 
craft-Luminous Ceilings, Division of the 
Celotex Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E55). filed 
April 24, 1975. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 W. 3rd St. 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth St NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Ceiling 
systems, paint, plastic light diffusers, ad¬ 
hesives, furring, fasteners, lighting sys¬ 
tems. moldings, steel shapes, steel rods, 
steel channels, steel ceiling beams, ap¬ 
plicators and roofing caps, and materials 
and supplies used In the Installation of 
any commcxilty named above (except in 
bulk), from points In Madison, Marshall, 
and Jackson Counties, Ala., to points in 
Kentucky on and east of a line beginning 
at the Kentucky-Tennessee State line ex- 
tradlng along Kentucky Highway 163 to 
junctiem Kentucky Highway 80, thence 
along Kentucky Highway 80 to jimctlMi 
Kentucky Highway 90, thence along Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 90 to junction Kentucky 
Highway 70, thence along Kentucky 
Highway 70 to junction U.S. Highway 
231, thence along U.S. Highway 231 to 
junction Kentucky Highway 136, thence 
along Kentucky Highway 136 to junction 
U.S. Highway 41, thaice along U.S. High¬ 
way 41 to the K^tucky-Indiana State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the erateway of the facilities of Lite- 
craft-Luminous (Sellings, Division of the 
Celotex Corp., at or near Scottsboro, Ala. 

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E91), filed 
November 20, 1974. Applicant: ARROW 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1220 West 3rd St., 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. .^ipUcant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Elghtemth St. NW.. WashlngUm, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to cerate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Roofing 
and roofing materials, gypsum and gyp¬ 
sum products, composition boards, insu¬ 
lation materials, and urethane and ure¬ 
thane products (except in bulk), frexn 
the idant site and warehouse facilities of 
Ihe Celotex Corporation located at Mar¬ 
rero, La., to points In New Jersey and 
those In Pennsylvania on and east of a 
line beginning at the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line at U.S. Highway 219 ex¬ 
tending along UB. Highway 219 to junc- 
tlcm n.S. Highway 119, thence along U.S. 
Highway 119 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 56, thence alcxig Pennsylvania 
Highway 56 to junction U.S. Highway 
219, thoice alcmg U.S. Highway 219 to the 
Pennsylvanla-Maryland State line. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of the plant site and warehouse 
facilities of The Celotex Corp., In Wayne 
County. N.C. 

Na irc 123048 (Sub-E170). filed May 
16. 1975. Apidlcant: DIAMOND TRANS- 
PORTA’nON SYSTKM, INC., P.O. Box 
A. Racine, Wls. 53401. Applicant’s rep¬ 

resentative: Paul L. Martinson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tractors 
(except truck tractors) frtMn Savannah, 
Ga., to points in California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington and Wyoming restricted 
against shipments moving in foreign 
commerce to points in Canada. ’The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eUminate the 
gateway of Burlington, Iowa. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E170), filed 
May 16, 1975. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing Tractors (except truck tractors) 
from Savannah, Ga., to points in Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Ne¬ 
vada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming, restricted against shipments 
moving In foreign commerce to points 
in Canada. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Burlington, 
Iowa. • 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E171), filed 
May 16, 1975. AppUcant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTAnON SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wls. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same gs above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck tractors and 
farm tractors) from Savannah, Ga., to 
points in North Dakota and South Da¬ 
kota restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of tractors to points In Alaska and 
Canada. The purpose of this filing Is to 
eliminate the gateway of Racine, Wls. 

No. MC 123648 (Sub-E172), filed 
May 16, 1975. AppUcant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTAnON SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wls. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Farm tractors from Savannah, Ga., 
to points In North Dakota and South 
Dakota. The purpose of this fiUng Is to 
eUmlnate the gateway of Racine, Wis. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E173), filed 
May 16, 1975. AppUcant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTAnON SYSTEM. INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wls. 53401. AFg>U- 
c'ant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck tractors) and 
parts thereof, from Savannah, GPa., to 
points In the Upper Peninsula of Mich¬ 
igan. The purpose of this filing Is to 
eUmlnate the gateway of Fond du Lac. 
Wis. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E174). filed 
May 16. 1975. AppUcant: DIAMOND 
’TRANSPORTAnON SYSTEM, INC.. 
P.O. Box A. Racine. Wls. 53401. AppU- 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
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to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck trsu:tors) and 
parts thereof, from points in Minnesota 
and Nebraska. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Charlen 
City, Iowa. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E175), filed 
May 16, 1975. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine Wise., 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck tractors) 
from Jacksonville, Fla., to points in Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Ne¬ 
vada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming, restricted against shipments 
moving in foreign commerce to r>oints in 
Canada. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Burlington, 
Iowa. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E176). filed 
May 16, 1975. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine Wise., 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck tractors and 
farm tractors'and except those which, 
because of size or weight, require the use 
of special equipment) from Jacksonville, 
Fla., to points in North Dakota and South 
Dakota, restricted against the transpor¬ 
tation of tractors destined to points in 
Canada or Alaska. ’The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Racine, Wise. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E177), filed 
May 16, 1975. Applicant: DIAMOND 
'TRANSPORTATION SYS’TEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine Wise., 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Farm tractors (except truck trac¬ 
tors) from Jacksonville, Fla., to points in 
North Dakota and South Dakota, with 
no transportation for compensation on 
retirni except as otherwise authorized. 
'The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Racine, Wise. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E178), filed 
May 16, 1975. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTA'nON SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine Wise., 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck tractors) 
and parts thereof from Jacksonville, Fla., 
to points in the Upper Peninsula of Mich¬ 
igan. The piuqiose of this filing Is to 
eliminate the gateway of Fond du Lac, 
Wise. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-E179), filed 
May 16, 1975. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTA'nON SYS’TEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wise. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 

(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (exc^t truck tractors), 
and parts thereof, from Jacksonville, 
Fla., to points in Minnesota and Nebras¬ 
ka. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of (Charles City, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUSTER 
TRANSPORT, INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Klstler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between points in Nebraska 
located within an area bounded by a 
line beginning at the Kansas-Nebraska 
State line and extending along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 14 to Central City, 
Nebr., thence along U.S. Highway 30 to 
Schuyler, Nebr,, thence along Nebraska 
Highway 15 to Pilger, Nebr., thence 
along U.S. Highway 275 to Junction Ne¬ 
braska Highway 51, thence along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 51 to the Nebraska- 
lowa State line, thence along the Ne- 
braska-Iowa State line to junction U.S. 
Highway 30, thence along U.S. Highway 
30 to junction U.S. Highway 77, thence 
alMig U.S. Highway 77 to the Nebraska- 
Kansas State line, thence along the Ne- 
braska-Kansas State line to junction 
Nebraska Highway 14, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Illinois lo¬ 
cated on and north of U.S. Highway 20. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points within 25 miles of 
LeMars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E9), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUS’TER 
’TRANSPORT, INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
KlsUer, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between Joplin, Mo., and 
points in Missouri located within an 
area bounded by a line beginning at the 
Missouri-Arkansas State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 71 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 44, thence along 
Interstate Highway 44 to the Missourl- 
Oklahoma State line, thence along the 
Mlssourl-Oklahoma State line to the 
Missouri-Arkansas State line, thence 
along the Mlssourl-Arksmsas State line 
to U.S. Highway 71, Including points lo¬ 
cated on the Indicated portions of the 
highways specified, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Minnesota 
located within an area bounded by a 
line begitmlng at the Mlnnesota-Wls- 
consln State line and extending along 
the Minnesota-Wisconsln State line to 
Winona, Minn., thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 52 to jimctlon U.S. Highway 12, 
thence along U.S. Highway 12 to the 
Minnesota-Wisconsln State line, includ¬ 
ing points located on the Indicated por¬ 
tions of the highways specified. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points within 25 miles of 
LeMars, lowsu 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. ElO), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUSTER 
TRANSPORT, INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Klstler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between points in Minnesota 
bounded by a line beginning at St. 
Peter, Minn., and extending along U.S. 
Highway 169 to junction U.S. Highway 
12, thence along U.S. Highway 12 to the 
Minnesota-Wisconsln State line, thence 
along the Minnesota-Wisconsln State 
line to Duluth, Minn., thence along U.S. 
Highway 61 to junction Mirmesota 
Highway 210, thence along Minnesota 
Highway 210 to Brainerd, Minn., thence 
along Minnesota Highway 371 to 
Little Falls, Minn., thence along U.S. 
Highway 10 to St. Cloud, Minn., thence 
along Minnesota Highway 15 to jimctlon 
Minnesota Highway 22, thence along 
Minnesota Highway 22 to St. Peter, 
Minn., including points on the specified 
portions of the highways indicated, on 
the one hand and, on toe other, points 
in Missouri located on and west of a line 
beginning at toe Missouri-Arkansas 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 65 to Springfield, Mo., thence 
along Missouri Highway 13 to junction 
Missouri Highway 32, thence along 
Missouri Highway 32 to junction U.S. 
Highway 54, thence along U.S. Highway 
54 to junction U.S. Highway 71, thence 
along U.S. Highway 71 to toe lowa- 
Missouri State line. The'purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate toe gateway of 
points within 25 miles of LeMars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUSTER 
TRANSPORT. INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Kistler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between points in Minnesota 
located within an area bounded by a line 
beginning at junction U.S. Highway 71 
and Minnesota Highway 60 and extend¬ 
ing along Minnesota Highway 60 to 
junction U.S. Highway 169, thence along 
U.S. Highway 169 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 22. thence along Minnesota 
Highway 22 to Hutchinson, Minn., 
thence along Minnesota Highway 15 to 
St. Cloud, Minn., thence along UH. High¬ 
way 10 to Little Falls, Minn., thence 
along Minnesota Highway 371 to 
Brainerd, Minn., thence along Minnesota 
Highway 210 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 61, thence along U.S. Highway 61 to 
Duluth, Minn., thence along Lake Supe¬ 
rior to toe United States-Canada 
International Boundary line, thence 
along toe United States-Canada Inter¬ 
national Boundary line to UB. Highway 
71. thence along U.S. Highway 71 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 60, includ¬ 
ing points oa toe indicated portions of 
the highways specified, on the one hand 
and, on toe other, points in Missouri 
located on and west of a line beginning 
at toe Missouri-Arkansas State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 63 to 
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Cabool. Mo^ thence along U.S. Highway 
60 to Junction lilissourl Highway 5, 
thence along Mlssoiirl Highway 5 to 
Lebanon. Mo., thence along Missouri 
Highway 32 to Junction Missouri High¬ 
way 13, thence along Missouri Highway 
13 to WarrensbiuY, Mo., thence along 
U.S. Highway 50 to Junction Missouri 
Highway 291, thence along Missouri 
Highway 291 to Junction U.S. Highway 
169, thence along U.S. Highw'ay 169 to St. 
Joseph. Mo., thence along U.S. Highway 
71 to the lowa-Mlssourl State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway ol points within 25 miles of 
LeMars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: S<JHUSTE3t 
TRANSPORT. INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford R 
Kistler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between points in Minnesota 
located on and west of U.S. Highway 71, 
on the one hand and, on the other, points 
In that part of Mlssoxirl locate on, 
south, and west of a line beginning at St. 
Louis, Mo., and extending along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to Jvmction U.S. High¬ 
way 54, thence along U.S. Highway 54 to 
Mexico, Mo., thence along Missouri 
Highway 22 to junction U.S. Highway 63, 
thence along U.S. Highway 63 to Mo- 
berley. Mo., thence along U.S. Highway 
24 to junction U.S. Highway 65, thence 
along U.S. Highway 65 to Chlllicothe, 
Mo., thence along U.S. Highway 36 to the 
C?aldwell-De Kalb County line, thence 
along the Caldwell-De Kalb County line 
to the De Kalb-Daviess County line, 
thence along the De Kalb-Daviess 
Ctoimty hne to the Daviess-Gentry 
County line, thence along the Daviess- 
Gentry County line to the Gentry-Har- 
rlson CTounty line, thence along the 
Gentry-Harrison County line to the 
Harrison-Worth Coimty line, thence 
along the Harrison-Worth County line 
to the lowa-Missouri State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points within 25 miles of 
LeMars, Iowa. 

Highway 70 to Junction UH. Highway 54, 
thence along U.S. Highway 54 to Mexico, 
Mo., thence along Missouri Highway 22 
to Junction UJS. Highway 63, thence 
along UB. Highway 63 to Mbbeiiey, Mo., 
thence along U.S. Highway 24 to junc¬ 
tion UJ3. Highway 65, thoice along U.S. 
Highway 65 to Chlllicothe. Mo., thence 
along U.S. Highway 36 to the Caldwell- 
De Kalb County line, thence along the 
Caldwell-De Kalb County line to the De 
Kalb-Daviess County line, thence along 
the De Kalb-Daviess County line to the 
Daviess-Gentry Ctounty hne, thence 
along the Daviess-Gentry County line 
to the Gentry-Harrison County line, 
thence along the Gentry-Harrison 
County line to the Harrison-Worth 
Coimty line, thence along the Harrison- 
Worth County line to the lowa-Mlssouii 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points within 
25 miles of LeMars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E14). filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: SCHUSTER 
TRANSPORT, INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Kistler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm ma¬ 
chinery, between points in Wisconsin lo¬ 
cated on and north of a line beginning 
at the Wisconsln-Minnesota State line 
and extending along Wisconsin Highway 
25 to Durand, Wis., thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 85 to Eau CTlaire, Wis., 
thence along U.S. Highway 53 to Junc¬ 
tion Wisconsin Highway 29. thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 29 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 73, thence along Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 73 to junction U.S. Highway 
8, thence along U.S. Highway 8 to junc¬ 
tion Wisconsin Highway 13, thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 13 to Pifield, Wis., 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 70 to 
junction U.S. Highway 45, thence along 
UB. Highway 45 to the Wlsconsin-Michl- 
gan State line, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in South Dakota lo¬ 
cated on and south of a line beginning at 
the Wyoming-South Dakota State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 212 to 
Belle Fourche, S. Dak., thence along U.S. 
Highway 85 to junction South Eiakota 
Highway 34, thence along South Dakota 
Highway 34 to junction U.S. Highway 14, 
thence along UB. Highway 14 to Rapid 
City, S. Dak., thence along U.S. Highway 
16 to junction South Dakota Highway 45, 
thence along South Dakota Highway 45 
to junction South Dakota Highway 44, 
thence along South Dakota Highway 44 
to Junction South Dakota Highway 50. 
thence along South Dakota Highway 50 
to the South Dakota-Iowa State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points within 25 miles of 
LeMars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E15), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUSTER 
TRANSPORT. INC., Knapp. Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Kistler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Farm ma¬ 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCTTUSTER 
’TRANSPORT, INC.. Knapp. Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford R 
Kistler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between points in that part 
of Minnesota located on and west of a 
line beginning at the lowa-Minnesota 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 59 to Thief River Palls, Minn., 
thence along Minnesota Highway 32 to 
junction Minnesota Highway 11, thence 
along Minnesota Highway 11 to junction 
Minnesota Highway 89. thence along 
Minnesota Highway 89 to the United 
States-Canada International Boundary 
line, on the one hand and, on the other, 
points In that part of Missouri on and 
north of a line beginning at St. Louis, 
Mo., and extending along Interstate 
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chinery, between points in Wisconsin lo¬ 
cated on and south of a line beginning at 
the Wisconsln-Minnesota State line and 
extending along Wisconsin Highway 25 
to Durand, Wis., thence alixig Wisconsin 
Highway 85 to Eau CTlalre, Wis., thence 
along U.S. Highw'ay 53 to Junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 29, thence along Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 29 to Junction Wisconsin 
Highway 73, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 73 to junction U.S. Highway 8, 
thence along U.S. Highway 8 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 13, thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 13 to Fifield, Wis., 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 70 to 
junction U.S. Highway 45, thence along 
U.S. Highway 45 to the Wisconsin-Michi- 
gan State line, and on and north of a line 
beginning at La (?rosse, Wis., and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 16 to Wis¬ 
consin Dells, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 23 to Pond du Lac, Wis., thence 
along U.S. Highway 151 to Manitowoc, 
Wis., on the one hand and, on the other, 
points in South Dakota located on and 
south of a line beginning at the South 
Dakota-Iowa State line and extending 
along South Dakota Highway 46 to junc¬ 
tion South Dakota Highway 37, thence 
along South Dakota Highway 37 to 
Mitchell, S. Dak., thence along U.S. 
Highway 16 to Junction South Dakota 
Highway 73, thence along South Dakota 
Highway 73 to Junction South Dakota 
Highway 34, thence along South Dakota 
Highway 34 to jimctlon South Dakota 
Highway 79, thence along South Dakota 
Highway 79 to Junction U.S. Highway 
212, thence along U.S. Highway 212 to 
the South Dakota-Wyomlng State line. 
’The purpose of this filing Is to eliminate 
the gateway of points within 25 miles of 
LeMars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E16), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUS’TER 
’TRANSPORT, INC., Knapp, Wis. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Kistler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm ma¬ 
chinery, between Gettysburg, S. Dak., and 
points in South Dakota located on, west, 
and south of a line beginning at the 
South Dakota-Iowa State line and ex¬ 
tending along South Dakota Highway 38 
to Sioux P’alls, S. Dak., thence along U.S. 
Highway 16 to junction South Dakota 
Highway 45, thence along South Dakota 
Highway 45 to Miller, S. Dak., thence 
along U.S. Highway 14 to junction U.S. 
Hlghw'ay 83, thence along U.S. Highway 
83 to junction U.S. Highway 212, thence 
along U.S. Highway 212 to junction 
South Dakota Highway 73, thence along 
South Dakota Highway 73 to junction 
U.S. Highway 12, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 12 to the North Dakota-South Da¬ 
kota State line, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Wisconsin located 
north of a line beginning at the Wiscon¬ 
sln-Minnesota State line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 18 to Madison, Wis., 
toence along U.S. Highway 151 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 94, thence along 
Interstate Highway 94 to Milwaukee, 
Wis., and on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at La Crosse, Wis., and extending 
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along U.S. Highway 16 to Wisconsin 
Dells, Wls., thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 23 to Fond du Lac, Wis., thence 
along U.S. Highway 151 to Ma^towoc, 
Wis. Hie purpose of this filing Is to 
eliminate the gateway of points within 
25 miles of Le Mars, Iowa. 

No. MC 129872 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SCHUSTER 
TRANSPORT, INC., Knapp, Wls. 54749. 
Applicant’s representative: Bradford E. 
Klstler, P.O. Box 80288, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Farm ma¬ 
chinery, between points in Wisconsin lo¬ 
cated on and south of a line beginning 
at Prairie du Chien, Wis., and extending 
along U.S. Highway 18 to Madison, Wis., 
thence along U.S. Highway 151 to jimc- 
tlon Interstate Highway 94, thence along 
Interstate Highway 94 to Milwaukee, 
Wis., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in South Dakota located on, south, 
and west of a line beginning at the 
South Dakota-Minnesota State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 14 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 81, thence along U.S. 
Highway 81 to junction U.S. Highway 
212, thence along U.S. Highway 212 to 
junction U.S. Highway 281, thence along 
U.S. Highway 281 to the North Dakota- 
South Dakota State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points within 25 miles of Le Mars, Iowa. 

No. MC 136553 (Sub-No. E34), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: ART PAPE 
TRANSFER, INC., 1080 East 12th Street, 
Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Arthur Pape (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Salt, 
from points in Illinois on and west of a 
line beginning at the Wisconsln-Illinois 
State line and extending along Illinois 
Highway 78 to junction U.S. Highway 67, 
thence along U.S. Highway 67 to Alton, 
ni. (except in bulk, from points in Illinois 
within the St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, 
HI., Commercial Zones), to points in 
Minnesota and points in Wisconsin on 
and north of a line beginning at the H- 
llnois-Wisconsin State line and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 151 to its junc¬ 
tion with Wisconsin Highway 78, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 78 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 51, thence along 
U.S. Highway 51 to its junction with 
Wisconsin Highway 23, thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 23 to Sheboygan, 
Wis. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 136553 (Sub-E35), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: ART PAPE 
TRANSFER, INC., 1080 East 12th Street, 
Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Arthur Pape (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Salt, from those 
points in Missouri (except those points 
In Mo. within the Kansas City, Mo.-Kan¬ 
sas commercial zones) within an area 
bordered by a line starting at the la.- 

Mo. border and continuing south along 
U.S. Highway 61 to its junction with Mo. 
Highway 19, then south along Mo. High¬ 
way 19 to its junction with U.S. Highway 
66, then west along U.S. Highway 66 to 
its junction with UJ5. Highway 63, then 
south along U.S. Highway 63 to its junc¬ 
tion with Mo. Highway 17, then south 
along Mo. Highway 17 to its junction 
with U.S. Highway 63, then south along 
U.S. Highway 63 to the Mo.-Ark. border 
to the Mo.-Okla. border, then north 
along the Mo.-Okla. and Mo.-Kansas 
border to St. Joseph, Mo., then east along 
U.S. Highway 36 to its junction with Mo. 
Highway 11, then north along Mo. High¬ 
way 11 to its junction with U.S. Highway 
63, then north along U.S. Highway 63 to 
the Mo.-Ia. border, then east along the 
Mo.-Ia. border ending at its junction 
with U.S. Highway 61 to points in Wis- 
conein on and east of a line starting at 
the la.-Wis. border and continuing north 
along the Mississippi River to LaCrosse, 
Wis., then north along Wis. Highway 35 
to its junction with Wis. Highway 25, 
then north along Wls. Highway 25 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 8, then east 
along U.S. Highway 8 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 53, then north along U.S. 
Highway 53 ending at Superior, Wiscon¬ 
sin; and points in Minnesota on and east 
of a line starting at Duluth, Minn, and 
continuing along U.S. Highway 53 end¬ 
ing at International Falls, Minnesota. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 136553 (Sub-No. E37), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: ART PAPE 
TRANSFER. INC., 1080 East 12th Street, 
Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Arthur Pape (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Salt, from 
those points in Iowa within an area 
bofder^ by a line starting at Sioux City, 
Iowa and continuing east along U.S. Hwy. 
20 to its junction with U.S. Hwy. 63, then 
north along U.S. Hwy. 63 to ite junction 
with U.S. Hwy. 18, then west along U.S. 
Hwy. 18 to the la.-S. Dakota line, then 
south along the la.-S. Dakota line end¬ 
ing at Sioux City, Iowa, to points in that 
part of Wisconsin on and east of a line 
starting at the Ill.-Wis. border and con¬ 
tinuing north along U.S. Hwy. 151 to its 
junction with U.S. Hwy. 45, then north 
along U.S. Hwy. 45 to its junction with 
Wis. Hwy. 22, then east along Wis. Hwy. 
22 to its junction with U.S. Hwy. 41, then 
north along U.S. Hwy. 41 ending at the 
Wis.-Michigan border. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
May 31. 1974. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 309 5th Ave¬ 
nue, N.W., New Brighton, Minn. 55112. 
Applicant’s representative: Andrew R. 
CTlark, 1000 Rrst National Bank Bldg., 
Minneapolis, -Minn. 55402. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen fruits, frozen ber¬ 
ries, and frozen vegetables, from points 
in California in and north of Monterey, 
Kings, Tulare, and Inyo Counties, to 

points in Georgia and those in Florida 
in and east of Waltcxi County, Fla. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Des Moines, Iowa. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(ra Doc.76 18714 Piled 7-17-75;8:46 am] 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

July 15, 1975. 
An application, as summarized below, 

has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of Section 4 of the Inter¬ 
state Conimerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the ap¬ 
plication to maintain higher rates and 
charges at Intermediate points than 
those sought to be established at more 
distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of 
Practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

PSA No. 43019—Beet or Cane Sugar to 
Points in Iowa and Illinois. Filed by 
Trans-Continental Freight Bureau, 
Agent. (No. 494), for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on sugar, beet or cane, dry, 
in bulk, in carloads, as described in the 
application, from points in Montana, 
trans-continental, and western trunk¬ 
line territories, to Oskaloosa, Iowa, also 
Robinson and Steeleville, Illinois. 

Grounds for relief—Returned ship¬ 
ments and rate relationship. 

Tariffs—Supplement 172 to Western 
Tnmk Line Committee, Agent, tariff 
159-0, I.C.C. No. A-4481, and 4 other 
schedules named in the application. 
Rates are published to become effective 
on August 15, 1975. 

FSA No. 43020—Single Empty Freight 
Trailers Between Points in Southwestern 
and Southern Territories and Points in 
Illinois, Southioestern and WTL Ter¬ 
ritories. Rled by Southwestern Freight 
Bureau, Agent, (No. B-539), for inter¬ 
ested rail carriers. Rates on single empty 
freight trailers, as described in the ap¬ 
plication, between points in southwestern 
territory, also Natchez, Mississippi and 
Memphis, Tennessee, on the one hand, 
and pKiints in Illinois, southwestern, and 
western trunk-line territories, on the 
other. 
Grounds for relief—Rate relationship, 

short-line distance formula and group¬ 
ing. 

Tariffs—Supplement 140 to South¬ 
western Freight Bureau, Agent, tariff 77- 
G, I.C.C. No. 5030, and 3 other schedules 
named in the application. Rates are pub¬ 
lished to become effective on August 16, 
1975. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-18716 Filed 7-17-75:8:45 am] 
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(Notice No. 78] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

July 16,1975. 
The following are notices of filing of 

applications for temporary authority un¬ 
der Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 C.P.R. § 1131.3. These 
rules provide that an original and six 
(6) copies of protests to an application 
may be filed with the field official named 
in the Federal Register publication no 
later than the 15th calendar day after 
the date the notice of the filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. One copy of the protest must 
be served on the applicant, or its au¬ 
thorized representative, if any, and the 
Protestant must certify that such service 
has been made. The protest must identify 
the operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the "MC” docket 
and “Sub” number and quoting the par¬ 
ticular portion of authority upon which 
it relies. Also, the protestant shall specify 
the service it can and will provide and 
the amoimt and type of equipment it will 
make available for use in connection 
with the service contemplated by the TA 
application. The weight accorded a pro- 
t^t shall be governed by the complete¬ 
ness and pertinence of the protestant’s 
information. 

Except as otherwise specifically noted, 
each applicant states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the I.C.C. Field Office to which protests 
are to be transmitted. 

No. MC 6741 (Sub-No. 7TA), filed 
June 27, 1975. Apphcant: F. S. WILLEY 
COMPANY INC., doing business as 
WILLEY’S EXPRESS, 28 Center Street, 
Laconia, N.H. 03246. AppUcant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank J. Weiner, 15 Court 
Square, Boston, Mass. 02108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of imusual value, and except 
dangerous explosives, household goods as 
defined in Practices of Motor Common 
Carriers of Household Goods, 17 M.C.C, 
467, commodities in bulk, commodities 
requiring sp>ecial equipment, and those 
Injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing, serving Avon, Braintree, Brockton, 
Canton, Framingham, Holbrook, Marl¬ 
boro, Milford, Seekonk, Shresbury, 
Southboro, South Easton, Whiteman, and 
Worcester, Mass., as off-route points in 
connection with carrier’s authorized 
regular routes, restricted to traffic inter- 
chtmged with motor common carriers, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: There 
are approximately 14 statements of sup¬ 
port attached to the application, which 
may be examined at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be exam¬ 
ined at the field office named below. Send 

protests to: Robert E. Johnston, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 9 Clinton St., Newark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 22254 (Sub-No. 81TA). filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: Trans-Ameri¬ 
can Van Service, Inc., P.O. Box 12608, 
Port Worth, Texas 76116. Applicant’s 
representative: Theodore A. Coulter 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fuel cells and fuel cell 
parts and accessories from Magnolia, in 
Columbia Coxmty, Ark., to McConnell 
AFB, Wichita in Sedgwick County, 
Kans. and Tinker AFB, Oklahoma City, 
CMOahoma County, Okla. (For 180 days.) 
Supporting shippers: The Boeing Com¬ 
pany, 3801 S. Oliver, Wichita, Kansas 
67210. Send protests to: Dist. Supv. 
H. C. Morrison, Sr., Rm. 9A27, Federal 
Building, 819 Taylor St., Fort Worth, 
TX 76102. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 545TA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125 
Commercial St., P.O. Box 5000, Waterloo, 
Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul Rhodes (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of, or utilized by. 
Farmland Foods, Inc., located at or near 
Crete, Nebr., to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennyslvania, Rhode Island, Ver¬ 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above origin and destined to the 
above-named destinations, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Farmland Foods, 
Inc., 3315 N. Oak Trafficway, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64116. Send protests to: Her¬ 
bert W. Allen, District Supervisor, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 875 Federal Bldg., Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 175TA), filed 
July 7, 1975. Applicant: ELLEX TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC., 1420 West 35th St., 
P.O. Box 9637, Tulsa, Okla. 74107. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Steve B. Mc- 
Commas (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage fa¬ 
cilities of or utilized by Farmland Foods, 
Inc., located at or near Oete, Nebr., to 
points in Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Minnesota, Missis¬ 

sippi, Missouri, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Wayne E. 
Lemke, Mgr., Packinghouse Products, 
Traffic, Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 N. 
Oak ’Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo. 64116. 
Send protests to: Marie Spillars, ’Trans¬ 
portation Assistant, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 240 Old P.O. Bldg., Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 59367 (Sub-No. 99TA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: DECKER 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 915, Fort 
Dodge, Iowa 50501. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William L. Fairbank, 1980 Fi¬ 
nancial Center, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of or utilized by Farmland 
Foods, Inc., located at or near Crete, 
Nebr., to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, North Dakota, Ohio, South Da¬ 
kota, and Wisconsin, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above specified origin and destined 
to the nam^ destinations, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Farmland Foods, 
Inc., 3315 N. Oak Trafficway, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64116. Send protests to: Her¬ 
bert W. Allen, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 875 Federal Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 69833 (Sub-No. 112TA), filed 
July 7, 1975. Applicant: ASSOCIATED 
TRUCK LINES. INC., Vandenberg Cen¬ 
ter. Grand Rapids, Mich. 49502. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Harry Pohlad 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept articles of imusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment) , serving the plantsite of Essex In¬ 
ternational, Inc., at Topeka, Ind., as an 
off-route point in connection with its 
authorized regular route operations, to 
and from Fort Wayne, Ind., and Angola, 
Mich., applicant intends to interline at 
all common points under its existing au¬ 
thority, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Essex International, Inc., P.O. Box 1216, 
1601 Wall St., Fort Wayne. Ind. 46804. 
Send protests to: C. R. Fleming, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 225 Federal 
Bldg., Lansing, Mich. 48933. 

No. MC 98154 (Sub-No. 15TA), filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: BRUCJE CART¬ 
AGE, INCORPORATION, 3460 East 
Washington Road, Saginaw, Mich. 48601. 
Applicant’s representative: Karl L. Get¬ 
ting, 1200 Bank of Lansing Bldg., Lans¬ 
ing, Mich. 48933. Authority sought to 
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operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over IrregxUar routes, transport¬ 
ing; Such commodities as are dealt with 
by retail department stores, between 
Flint, Mich., on the one hand and, on 
the other, J. C. Penney Company, Inc., 
stores and warehouses, located at points 
In Michigan south of a line beginning at 
Lake Michigan and extending east along 
the north boundary of Manistee, Wex¬ 
ford, and Missaukee Counties, thence 
south along the east boundary of Mis¬ 
saukee County to the north boundary of 
Clare Coimty, thence east along the 
north boundary of Clare County and the 
north boundary of Gladwin County to 
the east boundary of Gladwin County, 
thence south along the east boundary of 
Gladwin and Midland Counties to a point 
due west of Kawkawlin, Mich., thence 
east along an Imaginary line drawn east 
and west through Kawkawlin, Mich., to 
Saginaw Bay., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: J. C. Penney Company, Inc., 
1301 Avenue of the Americas, New York, 
N.Y. 10019. Send protests to: C. R. Flem¬ 
ming, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, 225 Federal Bldg., Lansing, Mich. 
48933. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 984TA), filed 
July 7, 1975. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Applicant’s 
representative: Alan E. Serby, 3379 
Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30026. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routM, transporting: Meat, meat 
products, meat by-products, and articles 
as distributed by meat packinghouses as 
described in Sections A and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766 (excepvt hides and commodities 
In bulk), frcHn the plantslte and storage 
faculties of or utilized by Farmland 
Foods, Inc., located at or near Crete, 
Nebr., to points In Alabama. Florida, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the above origin and des¬ 
tined to the above destinations, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Farmland 
Foods, Inc., 3315 N. Oak Trafflcway, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64116. Send protests 
to: WtUlam L. Scroggs, District Supervi¬ 
sor, 1252 W. Peachtree St. NW., Room 
546, Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 107567 (Sub-No. 25TA), fUed 
July 7,1975. Aw>llcant: SILVER WHEEL 
FREIGHTLINES, INC., 1321 S.E. Water 
Ave., Portland, Oreg. 97214. Applicant’s 
representative: Ronald D. Browning 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 

motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Agricvlturat herbicides, 
insecticides, pesticides, and fungicides 
and (2) related commodities of ad¬ 
hesives, adjuvants, and spreaders when 
used In connection with commodities in 
(1) above, between Yakima County, 
Wash., on the one hand and, on the 
other, pcrfnts in Hood River, Wasco, 
Sherman, Gflllam, Morrow, and Umatilla 

Counties, Oreg., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shippers: PMC Corp., Ag., Chem., 
Div., P.O. Box 1669, Fresno, Calif. 93717. 
Thompson-Hayward (Chemical Com¬ 
pany, P.O. Box 701, Yakima. Wash. 
98907. WUbur-Ellls Company, 7 E. Wash¬ 
ington Ave., Yakima, Wash. 98903. Send 
protests to: A. E. (Ddoms, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 114 Pioneer 
Courthouse, Portland, Oreg. 97204. Ap¬ 
plicant intends to tack the instant ap¬ 
plication with its regular route authority 
at Goldendale, Wash., embraced within 
its Sub-18 authority, and at Pasco, 
Wash., embraced within its Sub au¬ 
thority, for service to the States of 
Oregon and Idaho restricted against 
traffic moving west of Hood River, Oreg. 

No. MC 110410 (Sub-No. 16TA). 
filed July 1. 1975. Applicant: BENTON 
BROTHERS FILM EXPRESS. INC., 168 
Baker St. NW.. Atlanta. Ga. 30313. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Warren Goff, 
2008 Clarke Tower, Memphis, Term. 
38137. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting; Motion 
picture theatre supplies and advertising 
material, between Atlanta, Ga., and 
Charlotte, N.C., for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers; There are approximately 7 
statements of support attached to the 
application, w'hlch may be examined at 
the Interstate Commerce Uo^mission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at toe field office 
named below. Send protests to: William 
L. Scroggs, District Supervisor, Room 546, 
1252 Peachtree St. NW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30309. 

Note.—Applicant Intends to tack its exist¬ 
ing authority with MC 110410, either/or 
Atlanta, Oa., or Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 112989 (Sub-No. 43TA). filed 
July 7, 1975. Applicant: West Coast 
Truck Lines, Inc., Route 4, Box 194-R, 
Eugene, Oregon 97405. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative; Jerry R. Woods, 100 S.W. Mar¬ 
ket, 620 Blue Cross Building, Portland, 
Oregon 97201. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
bark products, including bark flour, bark 
cork, and bark wax from toe plant site 
of Bohemia. Inc. near Coburg, Oreg. to 
points in Washington, California, Mon¬ 
tana, Idaho, Nevada, New Mexico, Ari¬ 
zona, and Utah. (For 180 days) Support¬ 
ing toippers: Bohemia, Inc., 2280 Oak- 
mont Way, Eugene, OR 97401. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor A. E. Odoms, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 114 Pioneer Court¬ 
house, Portland, Oregon 97204. 

No. MC 119791 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
June 30, 1975. Applicant; Robert J. 
Elchelberger, 1220 Roosevelt Avenue, 
York, Pa. 17404. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: None. Authority sought to (H>erate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: Used 
scrap cardboard and waste paper, from 
toe dlstrlbutkm center of Giant Foods in 
Londover, Md., to the storage facilities 
(ff Gordon Waste In Himgerford, Pa., for 

180 days. Supporting shippers: Gordon 
Waste Co., Inc., Box 301, Columbia, Pa. 
17512. Send protests to: Robert P. Amer- 
ine, Dist. Supv., Bureau of Operations. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 278 
Federal Building, Post Office Box 869, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. 

No. MC 119974 (Sub-No. 50TA), filed 
July 3,1975. Applicant: L. C. L. ’TRANSIT 
COMPANY, 949 Advance St., Green Bay, 
Wis. 54304. Applicant’s representative: 
L. F. Abel, P.O. Box 949, Green Bay, Wis. 
54305, Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting; Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products and ar¬ 
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses 
as described in Sections A and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to toe report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766 (except hides and commodities 
in bulk), from the plantslte and storage 
facilities of or utilized by Farmland 
Foods, Inc., located at or near Crete, 
Nebr., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, North 
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wis¬ 
consin, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Farmland Foods. Inc., 3315 N. Oak ’Traf- 
ficway, Kansas City, Mo. 64116. Send pro¬ 
tests to: John E. Ryden, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, 135 West Wells St., Room 807, Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 123389 (Sub-No. 22TA), filed 
July 3, 1975, Applicant: Crouse Cartage 
Company, P.O. Box 151, Carroll, Iowa 
51401. Applicant’s representative: James 
E. Ballenthin, 630 Osborn Building, St. 
Paul, MN 55102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting; 
Afeaf, meat products, meat by-products 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to toe report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M. C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk) from the plantslte 
and storage facilities of or utilized by 
Farmland Foods, Inc., located at or near 
Crete, Nebr., to points in UUnols, In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, and Wisconsin, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above origin and destined to toe 
above named destlnatioiis (for 180 da3rs). 
Supporting shippers: Wayne K Lemke, 
Manager-Packinghouse Product Traffic, 
Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 N. Oak Traf¬ 
ficway, Kansas City, Missouri 64116. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Suite 620, Union Pacific Plaza, 
110 North 14to Street, Omaha, Nebraska 
68102. 

No. MC 133534 (Sub-No. IITA), filed 
July 3, 1975. AppUcant: ROBERT V. 
MARKT, P.O. Box 85, Station A. St. 
Joseph, Mo. 64503. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Lucy Kennard Bell, Suite 910 
Falrfac Bldg., 101 West 11th St., Kansas 
City, Mo. 64105. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat by-products. 
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and articles distributed by meat pack- 
inghouses as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of or utilized by 
Farmland Foods, Inc., located at or near 
CTrete, Nebr., to points in Arkansas, Il¬ 
linois, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Minne¬ 
sota, Missouri, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Texas, Wisconsin, re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the above origin and 
destined to the above-named destina¬ 
tions for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 N. Oak Traf¬ 
ficway, Kansas City, Mo. 64116. Send 
protests to: Vernon V. Coble, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 600 Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut 
St., Kansas Chty, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 134134 (Sub-No. 18TA), filed 
July 7,1975. Applicant: Mainliner Motor 
Express, Inc., 2002 Madison Street, 
Omaha, Nebraska 68107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Jack H. Blanshan, 29 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago, Illinois 60603. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of or utilized by Farmland 
Foods, Inc., located at or near Crete, 
Nebraska, to points in Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, District of Coliunbia, Maine, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia. Restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at the above origin 
and destined to the above-named des¬ 
tinations (for 180 days). Supporting 
shippers: Wayne E. Lemke, Manager- 
Packinghouse Product Traffic, Farmland 
Foods, Inc., 3315 N. Oak Trafficway, 
Kansas C^ty, Missouri 64116. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor Carroll Rus¬ 
sell, Suite 620, Union Pacific Plaza, 110 
North 14th Street, Omaha. Nebraska 
68102. 

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 55TA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: CHARTER EX¬ 
PRESS. INC., 1959 E. Turner Street, P.O. 
Box 3772, Springfield. Mo. 65804. Appli¬ 
cant’s repwesentative: Larry D. Knox, 
900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lime 
juices. Bloody Mary mixes, and grena¬ 
dine syrups (except in bulk), from War¬ 
wick, R.I.. to points in Texas, Oklahoma, 
Nebraska, Colorado. Illinois, Missouri, 
Kansas, Iowa, Indiana, Arkansas, Mis¬ 
sissippi, North Carolina, Georgia, Ala¬ 
bama, Ohio, Wisconsin, California, 
Washington, Oregon, New Mexico, smd 
Arizona, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Cadbury-Schweppes U.SA., 
Tr^c Distributicn Manager, 1200 High 

Ridge Road. Stamford,' Conn. 06905. 
Send protests to: John V. Ban7, District 
Supervisor, Interstate CUnmerce Cbm- 
missicm. Bureau of Operations, 600 Fed¬ 
eral Building, 911 Walnut Street, Kansas 
(7it7. Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 135116 (Suh-No. 2TA), filed 
July 7, 1975. Applicant; Reliable Trans¬ 
fer Compiany, 1911 Gillespie Avenue, 
Elnoxville, TN 37917. Apjplicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul M. Daniell, P.O. Box 872, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Authority sought to 
opjerate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irr^ular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except dan¬ 
gerous explosives, and commodities in 
bulk), restricted to shipments having a 
prior or subsequent movement by air, 
between the McGhee-Tyson Airport, at 
or near Knoxville, 'Tenn., on the one 
hand, and, on the other. Oak Ridge, 
Tenn. (for 180 days). Supporting ship>- 
pors: U.S. Energy Research and Develop¬ 
ment Administration, Oak Ridge, Ten¬ 
nessee (U.S. Government). Send pro¬ 
tests to: Mr. Joe J. Tate, District Supor- 
visor. Bureau of Oporations, ICC Suite 
A-422, U.S. Coiu^ House, Nashville, TN 
37203, 

No. MC 136816 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed 
July 7,1975. Applicant: THE UNIVERSE 
(X>MPANY, INC., 3523 “L” Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jack H. Blanshan, 29 South 
LaSalle Street, Chicago, m. 60603. Au¬ 
thority sought to oporate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat byproducts and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appondix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (exc^t hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of or utilized by Farmland 
Foods, Inc., located at or near Chete, 
Nebr., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the above origin and des¬ 
tined to the above-named destinations, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippor: Wayne 
E. Lemke, Manager-Packinghouse Prod¬ 
uct 'Traffic, Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 
N. Oak Tiaffieway, Kansas CTity, Mo. 
64116. Send protests to: CTarroll Russell, 
District Suporvisor, Suite 620, Union 
Pacific Plaza, 110 North 14th Street, 
Omsdia, Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 138018 (Sub-No. 22TA), filed 
July 1, 1975. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED POODS, INC., 1420 33rd Street, 
Denver, <3olu. 80205. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Joseph W. Harvey (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
op>erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products, meat by-prod¬ 
ucts and articles distributed by meat 
piackinghouses as described in Sections 
A and C of App)mdix 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 plantsite and storage facilities of 

or utilized by Farmland Foods, Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Crete, Nebr., to points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the above 
origin and destined to the above-named 
destination states, for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shippor: Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 
N. Oak Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo. 
64116. Send protests to: Roger L. 
Buchanan. District Suporvlsor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 1961 Stout 
St., 2022 Federal Bldg., Denver, Colo. 
80202. 

No. MC 139973 (Sub-No. 4TA). filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: J. H. WARE 
TRUCKING, INC., 909 Brown Street, 
P.O. Box 398, Pulton, Mo. 65251. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 900 
Hubbell Building. Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to opierate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lime 
juice. Bloody Mary mixes, and grenadine 
syrups (except in bulk), from Warwick, 
R.I., to points in Nebraska, Colorado, 
Missouri, Kansas, Texas, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, Arizona, California, Oregon, Illi¬ 
nois, Arkpnsas, Indiana, and Virginia, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippor: Cad- 
bury-Schweppos U.S.A., 1200 High Ridge 
Road, Stamford, Conn. 06905. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Vernon V. Coble, District Supor- 
visor. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
600 Federal Building, 911 Walnut Street, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 140706 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: Harnett Trans¬ 
fer, Inc., Route 4, Dunn, North Carolina 
28334. Applicant’s representative: W. 
Glenn Johnson, Atty. at Law, 31 East 
Harnett St., Lillington, NC 27546. Au¬ 
thority sought to op>erate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transpx)rting: Frozen bakery 
products. Prom pilant site of Allied Bak¬ 
ers, Inc;, of Westbury, N.Y., to p)oints 
in South Carolina (for 180 days). Sup- 
px)rting shippjers: Allied Bakers Co., Inc., 
437 Railroad Ave., Westbury. NY. 11590. 
Send protests to: Archie W. Andrews, 
Dist. Supvr., Bureau of Operations, ICC 
P.O. Box 26896, Raleigh, NC 27611, 

No. MC 140844 (Sub-No. ITA) (Cor¬ 
rection), filed April 29, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of May 28, 
1975, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: TERRY L. PRIEST, 
Box 188, New Florence, Pa. 15944. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John A. Pillar, 
1122 Frick Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Authority sought to opierate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transpx>rting: Malt beverages (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), and related advertising 
material, (1) from Cleveland, Ohio, to 
the Boroughs of Clymer and Indiana. 
Indiana Coimty. Pa., the Boroughs of 
East Vandergrift and Bolivar, Westmore¬ 
land County. Pa., and the Township of 
Somerset, Somerset Coimty, Pa., and 
empty malt beverage containers on re¬ 
turn, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with (1) Paul and Dominic 
LaMantla, t/a LaManlta Beer Dlstrlbu- 
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tors; (2) George J. Paytash and Elsie 
Paytash, t/d/b/a Clymer Beverage Com¬ 
pany; (3) Bertha T. Dellaflora, d/b/a 
National Beer Sales; (4) Chester Rukas 
and Irene Rukas, d/b/a Rukas Bever¬ 
age Distributing Company; and (5) 
Joseph and Josephine Plcadlo, d/b/a 
Plcadlo Beer Distributors; for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers: There are approxi¬ 
mately 6 statements of support attached 
to the application, which may be exam¬ 
ined at the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission in Washington, D.C., or copies 
thereof which may be examined at the 
field office named below. Send protests 
to: James C. Donaldson, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
2111 Federal Bldg., 1000 Liberty Ave., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. The purpose of 
this republication is to omit part (2). 

No. MC 141092 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 3,1975. Applicant: ELMER R. HOP¬ 
KINS AND NORMA K. HOPKINS, do¬ 
ing business as HOPKINS TRUCK LINE, 
Route 1, Garden City, Mo. 64747. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Prank W. Taylor, 
Jr., 1221 Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64105. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat and hone meal, feather meal, blood 
meal, corn screenings, millfeed, hominy 
feed, soymeal, alfalfa dehydrated and 
various feed ingredients, between points 
in Nebraska, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Oklahoma, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: The Pillsbury Co., 
6405 Metcalf, Suite 508, Shawnee Mis¬ 
sion, Kans. 66202. Send protests to: John 
V. Barry, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 600 Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut 
St., Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 141097TA. filed July 2, 1975. 
Applicant: CAL-TEX, INC., 3051 Capri 
Lane, Costa Mesa, Calif. 92626. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Eric Meierhoefer, 
915 Pennsylvania Bldg., 425 13th St. NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Synthetic yarn, and 
synthetic fiber, from Decatur and Muscle 
Shoals, Ala., Seaford, Del., Pensacola, 
Fla., MllledgevUle and Rome, Ga., Char¬ 
lotte, Enka, Fayetteville, High Shoals, 
Moncure, Salisbury, and Shelby, N.C., 
Camden, Central, Clemson, Coliunbia, 
Darlington, Greenville, and Greenwood, 
S.C., Chattanooga, Elizabethton, Etowedi, 
Kingsport, and Lowland, Tenn.; Hope- 
well, Martinsville and Richmond, Va., to 
the facilities of Pharr Yams, located at 
or near McAdenvllle, Gastonia, Belmont, 
and Spencer Mt., N.C., Clover, S.C., 
Rome, Ga., and Costa Mesa, Calif.; (2) 
Synthetic yarn, and synthetic fiber, (a) 
between the facilities of Pharr Yams, 
Inc., located at or near McAdenvllle, 
Gastonia, Belmont, and Spencer Mt., 
N.C., Clover, S.C., Rome, Ga., and Costa 
Mesa, Calif., on the one hand, and, cm 
the other, Dallas, Marlin, El Paso, Hills¬ 
boro, and Houston, Tex., Lake Charles, 

La., Las Cmces and Albuquerque, N. 
Mex., Phoenix, Arlz., and points In Okla¬ 
homa and California; and (b) from the 
facilities of Pharr Yams, located at or 
near Costa Mesa, Calif., to points in 
Georgia. Tennessee, Alabama, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania; (3) Synthetic yarn, and synthetic 
fiber, between the facilities of Pharr 
Yarns, located at or near McAdenvllle, 
Gastonia, Belmont, and Spencer Mt., 
N.C., Clover, S.C., and Rome, Ga. Re¬ 
striction: the above described service to 
be restricted to transportation to be per¬ 
formed under a continuing contract or 
contracts, with Pharr Yarns, Inc., of 
McAdenville, N.C., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Pharr Yarns, Inc., Mc¬ 
Adenville, N.C. Send protests to: Mildred 
I. Price, Transportation Assistant, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Room 
1321, Federal Bldg., 300 North Los 
Angeles St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 141102 (Sub-No. TA), filed 
July 7, 1975. AppUcant: RAY EILIJAMS, 
doing business as EMRAY ’TRUCKING 
COMPANY, 97 Wegman Parkway, Jer¬ 
sey City, N.J. 07305. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John Gero, 610 Belgrove 
Drive. Kearny, N.J. 07032. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Used transformers, in 
shipper-owned equipment, from Long 
Island City, West Nyack, Spring Valley, 
Montoe, Middletown, Yonkers, Eastview, 
N.Y.; Greenwich, Norwalk, Stamford, 
New Milford, Bethel, Waterbury, Meri¬ 
den, New Britain, Bristol, Torringrton, 
Madison, Willimantic, Mystic, Daniel¬ 
son, Conn., to Kearny, N.J., under con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with G & S 
Motor Equipment Corp., Inc., for 160 
days. Supporting shipper: G & S Motor 
Equipment Corp., Inc., 1800 Harrison 
Ave., Kearny, N.J. 07023. Send protests 
to: Robert E. Johnston, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
9 Clinton St., Newark, N.J. 07102. 

Water Carrier Application 

No. WC 1293 (Sub-No ITA), filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: PRUDENTIAL 
LINES. INC., One California Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94106. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: John A. Traina, Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
water, as follows: Passengers and bag¬ 
gage, between Tacoma, Wash., Portland. 
Oreg., San Francisco, Calif., Long Beach, 
Calif., and San Diego, Calif., by self- 
propelled vessels, for 180 dajrs. Support¬ 
ing shipper: MBP Travel Services, 2695 
Middlefield Road, Palo Alto. Calif. 94306. 
Send protests to: Claud W. Reeves. Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Ccmimerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operati(»is, 450 
Golden Gate Ave., Box 36004, San Fran¬ 
cisco. Calif. 49102. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] « Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-18717 Plied 7-17-76;8:46 am] 

[Notice No. 77] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

July 11, 1975. 
The following are notices of filing of 

applications for temporary authority 
imder Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 C.P.R. § 1131.3. These 
rules provide than an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be filed with the field official named in the 
Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the 
date the notice of the filing of the appli¬ 
cation is published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. One copy of the protest must be 
served on the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any, and the protestant 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protest must identify the 
operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the MC docket and 
"Sub” number and quoting the particular 
portion of authority upon which It relies. 
Also, the protestant shall specify the 
service it can and will provide and the 
amount and type of equipment it will 
make available for use in connection with 
the service contemplated by the TA ap¬ 
plication. ’The weight accorded a protest 
shall be governed by the completeness 
and pertinence of the protestant’s infor¬ 
mation. 

Except as otherwise specifically noted, 
each applicant states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the I.C.C. Field Office to which protests 
are to be transmitted. 

No. MC 531 (Sub-No. 319TA), filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS. INC., 4904 Griggs Road, 
Houston, Tex. 77021. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Wray E. Hughes (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Alcoholic liquors, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from New Orleans, La.; Bards- 
town, Ky.; Newark, N.J.; Lake Alfred, 
Fla.; and Weston. Mo., to Portland. Oreg., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Potter 
Distilleries, Inc., P.O. Box 3010, Lang¬ 
ley, C. C., Canada. Send protests to: John 
Mensing, District Supervisor. Interstate 
Ck)mmerce Commission, Room 8610, T^- 
eral Bldg., 515 Rusk. Houston, Tex. Wo02. 

No. MC 43165 (Sub-No. 13TA). filed 
July 3. 1975. Applicant: LOUDOUN 
TRANSFER. INC., P.O. Box 703, Lees¬ 
burg, Va. 22075. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: ’Thomas G. Jewell (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Stone 
dust, from Millville. W. Va.. to Herndon, 
Va., for 180 days. Supporting ^pper: 
Cherrydale Cement Block Co., Inc., 220 
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Spring St.. Herndon, Va. 22070. Send pro- 
t^ts to: W. C. Hersman. District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
12th It Constitution Ave., N.W., Room 
317, Washington, D.C. 20423. Applicant 
intends to tack with its existing author¬ 
ity in MC 4316S. 

No. MC 48221 (Sub-No. 5TA). filed 
July 2. 1975. Applicant: W. N. MORE¬ 
HOUSE TRUCK LINE, INC., 1410 Dahl- 
man Ave., Omaha. Nebr. 68107. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Donald L. Stem, 
530 Univac Bldg., 7100 West Center Road, 
Omaha, Nebr. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat by-products, 
and articles, distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of or utilized by 
Farmland Foods. Inc., located at or near 
Crete, Nebr., to points in Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia. Colorado. Idaho. Montana, 
Nevada. New Mexico. Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Wayne E. Lemke, 
Manager, Packinghouse Product Traffic, 
Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 North Oak 
Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo. 64116. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Suite 620 Union Pacific Plaza, 
110 North 14th St.. Omaha. Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 53965 (Sub-No. IIOTA), filed 
July 2, 1975. AppUcant: GRAVES 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 2130 South Ohio, 
Sallna, Kans. 67401. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John E. Jandera, 641 Harrison 
St., Topeka, Kans. 66603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat 
by-products, and articles, distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of App^dix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite and storage facilities 
of or util^d by Farmland Foods, Inc., 
located at or near Crete, Nebr., to points 
in Arkansas plus Memphis Commercial 
Zone, Colorado, Iowa, Elansas, Louishma, 
Missouri plus St. Louis Commercial Zone. 
New Mexico, North Dakota. Coahoma, 
South Dakota, and Texas, restricted to 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above origin and destined to the 
above-named destinations, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Farmland Foods, 
Inc., 3315 N, Oak Trafflcway, Kansas 
C^ty, Mo. 64116. Send protests to: 
’Thomas P. O’Hara. District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Comniission, 234 Federal Bldg., 
Topeka, Kans. 66603. 

No. MC 95920 (Sub-No. 39TA). filed 
June 30, 1975. Applicant: SANTRY 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 11552 S.W. Pa¬ 
cific Highway, Portland, Oreg. 97223. 
Applicant’s representative: George R. 
LaBlssonlere, 1100 Norton Bldg., Seattle, 
Wash 98104. Authority sought to operate 

as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, traiuqporting: Dia- 
tomaceous earth, from dark and Colado, 
Nev., to the U.S.-Canada Boundary line 
at or near Blaine, Wash., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Van Waters and 
Ro^s, Ltd., 980 VanHom Way, Rich¬ 
mond, B. C., Canada. Send protests to: 
A. E. Odoms, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 114 Pioneer Courthouse, 
Portland, Oreg. 97204. 

No. MC 107734 (Sub-No. 35TA). filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: SYSTEM 
TRANSPORT, INC., 11707 E. Montgom¬ 
ery, P.O. Box 3456TA, Spokane, Wash. 
99220. Applicant’s representative: S. J. 
Cully, Jr. (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
wood-products, and millwork, from 
points in Oregon and Washington, to 
points in Montana, for 180 da3rs. Sup¬ 
porting shiiH>ers: Sirco Manufacturi^ 
Inc., 1919 N. Ave., West, Missoula, Mont. 
59801. U.S. Plywood Corp., 515 N. Ha¬ 
vana, Spokane, Wash. 99202. Send pro¬ 
tests to: L. D. Boone, Transportation 
Specialist, Bureau of Operations. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 858 Fed¬ 
eral Bldg., 915 Second Ave., Seattle, 
Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 100517 (Sub-No. 3TA) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed June 16.1975, published in 
the Federal Register issue of July 8, 
1975, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: REDDING TRANS., 
INC., 133 Elm Street, North Uxbridge, 
Mass. 01538. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Arthur A. Wentzell, P.O. Box 764, 
Worcester, Mass. 01613. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cotton piece goods; yarn, 
mohair, orlon, rayon and wool; bobbins; 
thread, cotton, rayon, and wool; printed 
matter; knitting needles, between Ux¬ 
bridge, Mass., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Boston, Mass., including Lo¬ 
gan International Airport. East Boston 
and Worcester, Mass., restricted to traf¬ 
fic moving in interstate commerce, from 
the plant of Emile Bernat & Sons Co., for 
180 days. Emile Bemat & Sons, Inc., 
Mendon St., Uxbridge, Mass. 05138. 
Send protests to: Gerald H. Curry, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, 187 Westminster St.. 
Providence, R.L 02903. 'Ihe purpose of 
this republication is to correct the docket 
number which was previously published 
in error as MC 103993 (Sub-No. 857TA). 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 516TA). filed 
July 2. 1975. Applicant: MIDWEST 
CX)AST ’TRANSPORT, INC., 900 West 
Delaware, P.O. Box 1233, Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. 57101. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Ralph H. Jinks (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat by-products, 
and articles, distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 

61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant- 
site and storage facilities or utilized by 
Farmland Foods, Inc.,.located at or near 
Crete, Nebr., to points in Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Ne¬ 
vada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington. and Wyoming, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above origin and destined to the 
above-named destinations, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Fannland Foods, 
Inc., 3315 N. Oak TrfUfficway, Kansais 
City. Mo. 64116. Send protests to: J. L. 
Hammond, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 369, Federal Bldg., 
Pierre, S. Dak. 57501. 

No. MC 114632 (Sub-No. 83TA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: APPLE LINES, 
INC., 212 S.W. Second, Madison, S. Dak. 
57042. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
A. Applewick (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles, distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of or utilized by 
Farmland Foods, Inc., l(x:ated at or near 
C!rete, Nebr., to points In Iowa, Kansas, 
Minnesota. North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Texas, and Wisconsin, re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the above origin and des¬ 
tined to the above-named destinations, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Farm¬ 
land Foods, Inc., 3315 N. Oak Trafficway, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64116. Send protests 
to: J. L. Hammond, District Supervisor. 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Room 369, Federal 
Bldg., Pierre. S. Dak. 57501. 

No. MC 115931 (Sub-No. 30TA). filed 
July 1, 1975. Applicant: BEE LINE 
TRANSPORTA’nON, INC., P.O. Box 925, 
Baker, Mont. 59313. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William Grimshaw (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Coal, packaged in bags and/or boxes, 
and materials relevant to the protection, 
handling, and sale of this product, from 
Casper and Sheridan, Wyo., to points in 
Arizona, Colorado, California, Nevada, 
Oregon. Washington, Utah, Idaho, Mon¬ 
tana, Missouri, Illinois. Iowa, Minnesota, 
and New Mexico, for 180 dajrs. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Fireplace Fu^, Inc., P.O. 
Box 3744, Casper. Wyo. 82601. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Paul J. Labane, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. Room 222, U.S. P.O. Bldg., Billings, 
Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 117815 <Sub-No. 246TA). filed 
July 3. 1975. AppUcant: PULLEY 
FREIGHT LINES, INC.. 405 S.E. 20th 
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50317. AppU- 
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox. 
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 
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50309. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting; 
Meat, meat products, meat byproducts,' 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in Sections A 
and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif¬ 
icates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plantsite and storage facilities of or 
utilized by Farmland Poods, Inc., located 
at or near Crete, Nebr., to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, 
and Wisconsin, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of traffic originating at the 
above origin and destined to the above- 
named destinations, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Farmland Foods, Inc., 
3315 North Oak Trafficway, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64116. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 875 Federal Bldg., De? Moines, 
Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 266TA), filed 
July 1, 1975. Applicant: HILT TRUCK 
LINE. INC., P.O. Box 988 DTS, Omaha, 
Nebr. 68101. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas L. Hilt (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: meats, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses as described Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report In Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), frcMn the plant- 
site and storage facilities of or utilized 
by Farmland Food, Inc., located at or 
near Crete, Nebr., to points in Arizona, 
Colorado, California, Idaho, Mcmtana, 
Nevada, New Mexico. Oregon, Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Wayne K Lemke, 
Manager. Packinghouse Product Traffic. 
Farmland Foods. Inc., 3315 N. Oak Traf¬ 
ficway. Kansas City, Mo. 64116. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, District 
Supervisor, Suite 620 Union Pacific 
Plaza. 110 North 14th St., Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. 

Note.—The above commodities are re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic origi¬ 
nating at the above origin and destined to 
the above-named destinations. 

No. MC 124656 (Sub-No. 9TA), filed 
July 2. 1975. Applicant: JOHN LONG 
TRUCKINO, INC., 1030 Denton Street, 
Sapulpa, Okla. 74066. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Dean Williamson, 280 Na¬ 
tional Foundation Life Bldg,. 3535 N.W. 
58th, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73112. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transixirting: Glass, for recycling 
purposes, from Lewtetown, Mont., to 
Sapulpa, Okla., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Liberty Glass Ccxnpany, Keith 
Kelley. T.M., P.O. Box 520, Sapulpa, 
C^la. Send protests to: Marie ^Ulars, 
Transportatloii Assistant, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 

erations, Room 240 Old P.O. Bldg., 215 
N.W. Third, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 125996 (Sub-No. 51TA), filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: ROAD RUNNER 
TRUCKINO, INC., P.O. Box 37491, 
Omaha. Nebr. 68137. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald Stern, 7100 West Cen¬ 
ter Road, Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat 
by-products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite and storage facilities 
of Farmland Foods, Inc., located at or 
near Crete, Nebr., to points in Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Texas, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, re¬ 
stricted to the transix>rtation of traffic 
originating at the above origin and 
destined to Uie above-named destina¬ 
tions, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Wayne E. Lemke. Manager, Packing¬ 
house Product Traffic, Farmland Foods, 
Inc., 3315 N. Oak Trafficway, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64116. Send protests to: Carroll 
Russell. District Supervisor. Suite 620 
Union Pacific Plaza, 110 North 14th St., 
Omaha, Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 126276 (Sub-No. 124TA) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed Jime 11,1975, published in 
the Federal Register issue of June 24. 
and republished as correct this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: FASTMMOTOR SERVICE. 
INC. 9100 Plainfield Road, Brookfield, HI. 
60513. Applicant’s representative: Al¬ 
bert A. Andrln, 127 N. Dearborn St., Chi¬ 
cago, m. 60602. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over Irregrular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Containers and container ends, 
from the warehouse site of National Can 
Oorp., at St, Louis, Mo., to points in Belle¬ 
ville, HI., for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Floyd C. Stone, District Traffic 
Manager. National Can Corporation. 
8101 W. Higgins. CThicago, HL 60631. 
Send protests to: Robert G. Anderson, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Everett McKinley Dlrksen 
Bldg., 219 S. Dearborn St., Room 1086, 
Chicago. HL 60604. The purpose of this 
r^ubllcation is to correct the applicant’s 
name. 

No. MC 133920 (Sub-No. OTA), filed 
July 3, 1975. AppUcant: HOWARD 
SHEPPARD, INC., P.O. Box 755, Sand- 
ersville, Ga. 31082. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: VirgU H. Smith, Suite 12,1587 
Phoenix Blvd., Atlanta, Oa. 30349. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motm* vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sand, gravel and 
crushed stone, in bags (restricted against 
shipments in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the plantsite of Dawes Silica Min¬ 
ing Company, Inc., located at Eden, Ef¬ 
fingham County, and at or near Thomas- 
rflle, 'Thomas (bounty, Ga., to points in 
Alabama, Florida, Mlsslsslpi^, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 

Richmond. Va., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Dawes Silica Mining Company 
Incorporated, 2480 Windy Hill Road, 
Suite 308, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Send pro¬ 
tests to: William L. Scroggs, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Room 546, 1252 W. Peachtree 
St., N.W., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 134335 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
July 1, 1975. Applicant: ALL FREIGHT, 
INC., 3600 Lakeside Avenue, Cleveland, 
Ohio 44103. Applicant’s representative: 
James Keck (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Aluminum, viz. 
bars, billets, ingots, pigs, slabs, and sows, 
from the plant of Alumax, Ind., Freder¬ 
ick, Md., to its plants at Atlanta. Ga.. 
Bloomsburg, Pa., Carrollton, Ky., Chi¬ 
cago, HI., CThlcotha, Okla., Cleveland, 
Ohio, Decatur, Ala., FYanklin, Ind., Har¬ 
risburg, Va.. Hernando, Miss., Morris, 
HI., Plant City, Fla., and St. Louis, Mo., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Alumax, Ind., 211 West Washington St., 
South Bend, Ind. Send protests to: 
James Johnson, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 181 Federal Office Bldg., 
1240 East Ninth St., Cleveland, Ohio 
44199. 

No. MC 135364 (Sub-No. 24 TA) (Cor¬ 
rection). filed Jime 13, 1975, published 
in the Federal Register issue of June 30, 
1975, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: MORWALL TRUCK¬ 
ING, INC., R.D. #3. Box 76-C, Mos¬ 
cow, Pa. 18444. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Kenneth R. Davis. 121 S. Main 
Street, Taylor, Pa. 18517. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transix>rtlng: (1) Trading stamps having 
exchange value, and related advertising 
material, from Jessup. Pa., to Los Angeles 
and Richmond, Calif.; Denver, Oolo.; 
Norcross, Ga.; Chicago, Ill.; Indianapolis. 
Ind.; Natick, Mass.; Detn^t, Mich.; Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn.; St. Louis, Mo.; Nashua. 
N.H.; Metuchen. N.J.; New York Piers 
and Wharves, N.Y.; Sparks, Nev.; Cin¬ 
cinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, and Day- 
ton, Ohio; Charleston, S.C.; Memphis, 
Tenn.; Corpus Christ!, Dallas. Fort 
Worth. Houston, and Waco, Tex. Restric¬ 
tion: All shipments to be accompanied 
by a security guard furnished by the car¬ 
rier; (2) Materials and supplies, used in 
the manufacture of the above commodi¬ 
ties, from New Jersey. Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Maine, New Hampshire, and 
New York, to Jessup, Pa., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Eureka Security 
Printing Company, Inc., 101 CThurch St., 
Jessup, Pa. 18434. Send protests to: 
Paul J. Kenworthy, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 314 UJ3. P.O. Bldg., 
Scranton, Pa. 18503. ITie purpose of this 
republication is to correct the territorial 
description. 

No. MC 136212 (Sub-No. 16TA). filed 
July 2, 1975. Am>licant: JENSEN 
TRUCKINO COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
349, Gothenburg, Nebr. 69138. AppUcanfs 
representative: Frederick J. Coffman. 
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P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products and articles, dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of or utilized by Farmland 
Foods, Inc., at or near Crete, Nebr., to 
points in Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, North Dakota, Ohio, South Da¬ 
kota, and Wisconsin. Restriction: Re¬ 
stricted to transportation of traffic 
originating at the named origin and des¬ 
tined to the named destinations, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Wayne E. 
Lemke, Manager, Packinghouse Prod¬ 
uct Traffic, Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 
North Oak Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo. 
64116. Send protests to: Max H. John¬ 
ston, District Supervisor, 320 Federal 
Bldg, and Court House, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68508. 

No. MC 138328 (Sub-No. 22TA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: CLARENCE L. 
WERNER, doing business as WERNER 
ENTERPRISES, P.O. Box 831, Council 
Bluffs, Iowa 51501. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Michael J. Ogborn, P.O. Box 
82028, Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cookies, from the facilities 
of Ripon Poods, Inc., at Ripon, Wis., to 
points in Arizona (except Tucson and 
Phoenix), Colorado (except Denver), 
Idaho (except Pocatello), Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico. Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Utah (except Salt Lake City), for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: J. R. Clark, 
Executive Vice President, Ripon Poods, 
Inc., 420 Oshkosh, Ripon, Wis. 54971. 
Send protests to: Carroll Russell, District 
Supervisor, Suite 620 Union Pacific Plaza, 
110 North 14th St., Omaha, Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 139080 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: CENTRAL 
DELIVERY SERVICES, INC., Route 3. 
North Brady St., Rd., Davenport, Iowa 
52804. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert R. Rydell, 900 Savings and Loan 
Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to (^rate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Home, laundry, toilet care 
preparations, cosmetics, cookware, cut¬ 
lery, and food supplements (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from DavenpOTt, Iowa, 
to points in Iowa, service is limited to 
shipments having a prior out-of-state 
movement, for 180 days. Supporthig 
shipper: Amway Corporation, 7575 East 
Fulton Road, Ada, Mich. 49355. Send 
protests to: Herbert W. Allen, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 875 Federal 
Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 139743 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
July 2,1975. AppUcant: OEOROIA CAR¬ 
PET EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 1680 
cnbbs Road). Dalton, Ga. 30720. AppU- 

cant’s representative: Archie B. Cul- 
breth. Suite 246, 1252 Peachtree St., 
N.W., Atlanta. Ga. 30309. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Carpets, carpeting and 
yam, from points in Walker, Whitfield, 
Bartow, Gordon, Murray, Pickens, Chat¬ 
tooga, Hall, Gilmer, and Colquitt Coim- 
ties, Ga., to points in Washington, Ore¬ 
gon, Nevada, California, Idaho, Wyo¬ 
ming. Utah, Arizona, Montana, and 
points in Colorado, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, and South Dakota on and west 
of U.S. Highway 85, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: E. T. Barwick Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., P.O. Box 441, Lafayette, Ga. 
30728. Galaxy Carpet Mills, Inc., P.O. 
Box 800, Chatsworth, Ga. 30*705. Talston 
Corporation, 3960 Peachtree Rd., N.E., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30319. C. H. Robinson Com¬ 
pany, 214 Administration Bldg., State 
Farmers Market, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. 
Send protests to: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor, Room 546, 1252 W. 
Peachtree St.. N.W.. AUanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 139923 (Sub-No. 5TA), filed 
July 2, 1975. Applicant: MILLER 
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Drawer “D.” 
Stroud, Okla. 74079. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 280 
National Foundation Life Bldg., 3535 
N.W. 58th Street, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
73112. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Roofing 
and roofing materials (except commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles), from 
Stroud, Okla., to points in Kansas and 
Missouri, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Allied Materials Corporation, Glen 
C. Bateman, T.M., 5101 N. Pennsylvania, 
Oklahcuna City, Okla. 73112. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Marie Spillars, Transportation 
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Rocnn 
240, Old P.O. Bldg., 215 Third. Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 140025 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 2. 1975. Applicant: L & T, INC., 2650 
Beaver Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32205. 
Applicant’s representative: McCarthy 
(Crenshaw, 1205 Universal Marion Bldg., 
21 West Church Street, Jacksonville, 
Fla. 32202. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities, in containers or 
trailers having an immediate prior or 
subsequent mov«nent by water carrier 
engaged in transportation not regulated 
by Part EH of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, between the steamship piers in the 
(Tity of Jacksonville, Fla., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, all points within 
the City of Jacksonville, Fla., for 180 
days. Supporting shippers: Puerto Rico 
Marine Management, Inc., P.O. Box 
26483, New Oreleans, La. 70186. Sea- 
Land Services, Inc., P.O. Box 3281, Jack¬ 
sonville, Fla. 32206. Send protests to: G. 
H. Fauss, Jr., District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Box 
35008, 400 West Bay St., Jacksonville, 
Fla. 32202. 

No. MC 140146 (Sub-No. 2TA) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed June 3, 1975, published in 

the Federal Register issue of June 13, 
1975, and republished as correct^ this 
issue. Applicant: JEFFREY P. JENKS, 
doing business as JENKS CARTAGE 
COMPANY, 9944 Old Johnnycake Ridge 
Rd., Mentor, Ohio 44060. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Jeffrey P. Jenks (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Racks, pallet storage or warehouse 
iron and/or steel, on flat and low boy 
type trailers only, from 1361 Chardon 
Road, Cleveland, Ohio, on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in Alabama, 
Connecticut, Florida, Georeria, Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, Wiscon¬ 
sin, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, Ne¬ 
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Delaware, Minnesota, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, West Virginia, and 
Washington, D.C., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: The ’Trix Company, 1361 
Chardon Road, Cleveland, Ohio, 44117. 
Send protests to: James Johnson, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 181 
Federal Office Bldg., 1240 East Ninth St., 
Cleveland, Ohio 44199, The purpose of 
this republication is to add West Vir¬ 
ginia as a destination point. 

No. MC 140245 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 1, 1975. Applicant: PROFES¬ 
SIONAL DRIVER SERVICES, INC., 1631 
Lebanon Road, Nashville, Tenn. 37210. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert L. 
Estes, 14th Floor, Third National Bank 
Bldg., Nashville, Tenn. 37219. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Motor vehicles and motor 
vehicle chassis (except automobiles, in 
initial and secondary driveaway and 
truckaway service), and bodies, cabs, and 
parts of and accessories for such ve¬ 
hicles, between Birmingham, Ala., Bryan 
and Columbus, Ohio, Hickory and Wil¬ 
son, N.C., Mitchell, Ind., Buffalo, N.Y., 
Hayward, Calif., Allentown and Macun- 
gie. Pa., Milwaukee, Wis., and Knoxville, 
Memphis, and Nashville, Tenn. Restric¬ 
tion: The operations authorized herein 
are limited to a transportation service 
to be performed under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Knoxville Mack 
Truck Sales, Inc., Knoxville, Tenn., Tri- 
State MsMsk Sales, Inc., Memphis, Tenn., 
and Neely Coble Company, Nashville, 
Tenn., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Neely Coble Company, Nashville, Tenn. 
KnoxviUe Mack Truck Sales, Inc., Knox¬ 
ville, Tenn. Tri-State Mac Distributors, 
Inc., Memphis, Term. Send protests to: 
Joe J. ’Tate, District Supervi«)r, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Suite A-422, U.S. Court 
House, Nashville, Tenn. 37203. 

No. MC 141025 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 1, 1975. Applicant: AIR CREW 
TRANSIT, INC., doing business as 
GREAT AMERICAN STAGELINE, One 
West Thousand Oaks Blvd., Suite 14, 
Thousand Oaks, Calif. 91360. Applicant’s 
representative: James S. Hebert (same 
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address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, freight aU 
kinds, in packages having prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by ^r, between 
Agoura, Westlake, Thousand Oaks, and 
Newbiuy Park, Calif., on the one hand 
and. Los Angeles International Airport. 
Calif., on the other, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: It Is Written Teiecast, 
1100 Rancho Conejo Blvd., Newbury 
Park. Calif. 91320. Vitatron Medical. Inc., 
1405 WhltehaU PI., Westlake ViUage, 
Calif. 91361. X-Tel, Inc., 2421 W. Hill- 
crest Drive, Newbury Park. Calif. 91320. 
Northrup Corporation Ventura Division, 
1515 Rancho Conejo Blvd. Newbury 
Park, Calif. 91320. Send protests to: 
Mildred L Price. Transportation As¬ 
sistant, Interstate Conunerce Commis¬ 
sion, Room 1321 Federal Bldg., 300 Noii,h 
Los Angeles St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 141043 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
June 20, 1975. Applicant: A. C. CHANE 
SERVICE. INC., P.O. Box 576, Mid¬ 
lothian, ni. 60442. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Philip A. Lee, 120 W. Madison 
St.. Suite 618. Chicago, HI. 60602. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Cryogenic tanks 
and vessels, with miscellaneous parts and 
accessories thereto such as electrical con¬ 
trols. pumps, piping, and coiled va¬ 
porizers to be transported on specialized 
rigging equipment ^th not less than ten 
(10) ton crane moimted on truck bed, 
between points in Illinois. Indiana, Mich¬ 
igan. Wisconsin, Ohio, Iowa. Missouri, 
Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Minnesota, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Airco 
Industrial Gases, 12000 S. Doty Ave., 
(Hiicago, m. Chemetron Corp., Industrial 
Gas Div., N.C.G., 6201 S. East Ave., 
Countryside, HL Chemetron Corp., 
Cardox Prod., Dlv., Ill K Wacker Drive, 
Cfiilcago, HI. 60601. Send protests to: 
Robert G. Anderson, District Supervisor, 
Interstate (Commerce Commlslon, Ever¬ 
ett McKinley Dlrksen Bldg., 219 S. Dear¬ 
born St., Room 1086, Chicago, HI. 60604. 

No. MC 141089 (Sub-No. ITA), filed 
July 3, 1975. Applicant: FLOYD WILD, 
INC., P.O. Box 91, Marshall, Minn. 56258. 
Applicant’s representative: Samuel 
Rubensteln, 301 North Fifth St., Mlrme- 
apolls, Minn. 55403. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cabinets and vanity sets, from Cot¬ 
tonwood. Mlrm., to points in Illinois, 
Iowa, Nebraska. North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: MldconUnent Mill- 
work, Cottonwood, Minn. Send ixx>tests 
to: A. N. I^>ath, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of O^ratkms, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Rocxn 414, Federal 
Bldg, and UJ3. Courthouse, 110 South 
Fourth St, MlimeapoUs, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 141096 TA, filed July 2, 1975. 
AppUcant: SAM NEILSEN, P.O. Box 316, 
Battle Mountain, Nev. 89820. Applicant’s 
representative: Sam Nellsen (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Barite ore. in bulk, in dump trucks, 
from Crescent V^ey, Nev., to Beowawe, 
Nev., via Nevada Highway 21, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Imco Services, 
Box 1586 Battle Mountain, Nev. 89820. 
Send protests to: Robert G. Harrison, 
District Supervisor, 203 Federal Bldg., 
705 North Plaza St., Carson City, Nev. 
89701. 

No. MC 141098 TA, filed July 3, 1975. 
Applicant: ALFORD CORPORATION, 
doing business as ALCX> DELIVERY 
SERVICE, 6006 Harvey Wilson, Houston, 
Tex. 77020. Applicant’s representative: 
Hugh L. McCulley, 3000 One Shell Plaza, 
Houston, Tex. 77002. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities to consist of 
the products of Avon Products, Inc., (a) 
between points in that part of Texas on 
and east of a line beginning at Waco 
Sind extending silong Interstate Highway 
35 to its Junction with Texsis Highwsiy 
95, thence sil(mg Texsis Highway 95 to its 
junction with Texas Highwsiy 71, thence 
sdong Texas Highway 71 to Its junction 
with Texsus Highway 21, thence along 
Texas Highway 21 to its juncticm with 
Texas Highwsiy 123, thence along Texsu 
Highwsiy 123 to its jimctlon with UJS. 
Highway 181, thence silsmg U.S. Highway 
181 to Portland; (b) between points In 
that part of Texsis <m smd north of a 
line beginning at Portlsmd and extending 
silong U.S. Hl^way 181 to Its junction 
with Texas EUghway 35, thence silong 
Texas Highway 35 to Aiansas Pass, 
thence sdong the Gulf of Mexico to Sa¬ 
bine Psuss; (c) b^wera points In that 
pajrt of Texas on sind west of a line be¬ 
ginning at Ssd>lne Psiss smd extending 
sd<mg the Sahine River to Its junction 
with Texas Highway 149, thence silong 
Texsw Highway 149 to Its junction with 
Interstate Highway 20; (d) between 
points in that part of Texas on sind south 
of a line beginning at the Intersecticm of 
’Texas Highway 149 smd InterstsU« High¬ 
way 20 smd extending along Interstate 
20 to Its lntersectl<m with n.S. Highway 
259, thence along UJS. IHghway 259 to 
Its Intersection with Texas Highway 31. 
thence sdong Texsui Highway 31 to Its 
Intersectlcm with Interstate Highway 35, 
tor 180 dsiys. Supporting shipper: Avon 
Products, Inc.. 83rd ft OoQege. Kansas 
(Tity, Mo. 64141. Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Menslng, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 8610 PM- 
eral Bldg., 515 Rusk. Houston, Tex. 77002. 

No. MC 141099 TA. filed July 3, 1975. 
Applicant: RICHARD L, BURTCH AND 
JANET K. BURTCH, P.O. Box 68, Dixon. 

Mont. 59831. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard L. Burt^ (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregxxlar routes, transporting: (1) House 
logs and building materialSi from Dixon, 
Mont., to points in Idaho, Colorado, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming. 
Washington, Utah, Nebraska, Texas, and 
New Mexico and (2) fertilizer, from all 
states named in (1) above to Montana, 
for 180 days. Supporting shiiH>er: Rocky 
Moimtain Timber ft Log, Inc., Dixon, 
Mont. 59831. Send protests to: Paul J. 
Labane, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 222, U.S. 
P.O. Bldg., Billings, Mont. 59101. 

By the Commission. 

isEALl Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-18718 Piled 7-17-75:8:46 amj 

[Notice No. 810] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

July 15, 1975. 
Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 

ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be pidiUshed oiily 
once. ’This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not Include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be <»i the Issues as pres¬ 
ently refiected in the OfQcial 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. 
MO 138141 Sub S. Louis Santora, Jr.. DBA 

AAA—^United Llmousme Service and MO 
139886 Sub 3, A-ABO Sky View Taxi Cab^ 
Inc., now aaal^ed October 13,1975 at S(xn- 
ervlUe, New Jersey cue poet^ned to Oc¬ 
tober 14. 1975 (4 days) at Somerville, New 
Jersey; In a hearing room to be designated 
later. 

MO 106486 Sub 16. Lewis Truck Lines. Inc., 
now assigned September 29. 1976 at Bia- 
marck. North Dakota, Is canceled and re¬ 
assigned September 39, 1976 (1 week) at 
Wahpeton, North Dakota; In a heculng 
room to be designated later. MO-O 8667, 
Don Swart 'lYucklng. Inc., Investlgatlmi 
and Revocation at Oertlficates. now being 
assigned September 23, 1975 (1 day), at 
Charleston, W. Va.. in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 41064 Sub 4. Kent Express, Inc., now be¬ 
ing assigned S^tmnber 29, 1975 (1 week) 
at Indianapolis. Indiana; In a hearing room 
to be designated later. 

MC 71459 (Sub No. 48). O. N. O. Freight Sys¬ 
tem. now being assigned November 3, 1978. 
(1 week), ak Santa Fa, N. Mez.. In a hear¬ 
ing room to be latsr designated. 

[SEAL] Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-18716 Filed 7-17-75;8:46 am] 
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