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Title 3— 

The President 

|FR Doc. 88-2083 

Filed 1-28-88; 3:11 pm] 

Billing code 3195-01-M 

Presidential Documents 

Proclamation 5763 of January 28, 1988 

National Challenger Center Day, 1988 

By the President of the United States of America 

A Proclamation 

Two years ago, on January 28, 1986, America lost the seven-member crew of 
the Challenger. Now as then, we join the families of those gallant Space 
Shuttle explorers in mourning them and in saluting their courage, vision, and 
determination. 

The families of Challenger’s crew members, sharing the bold spirit of the loved 
and lost, resolved to join in the task of preparing America’s coming genera- 
tions of astronauts and scientists—of inspiring young people and of giving 
them the opportunity to develop all of the knowledge and capabilities they 
would need in space and science research. 

To that end, the families established a living memorial, the Challenger Center 
for Space Science Education. The Center will be a tribute to the Challenger 
crew and to their achievements, their bravery, and their dedication to Ameri- 
ca’s leadership in space. The Center will stimulate and enhance students’ 
search for knowledge and involvement in science, especially the space sci- 
ences. The Center, which will rely on private donations, has already estab- 
lished headquarters in our Nation’s Capital and is planning regional sites. 

The goals of the Center are those of all Americans, as National Challenger 
Center Day reminds us so well. Let our Nation’s continued mission in the 
exploration of space pay tribute to the Center and to the families, and let it 
forever salute Challenger’s crew and its quest. 

To commemorate the members of the Challenger crew, the Congress, by 
Senate Joint Resolution 201, has designated January 28, 1988, as “National 
Challenger Center Day” and authorized and requested the President to issue a 
proclamation in observance of this event. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim January 28, 1988, as National Challenger Center 
Day, and I call on the people of the United States to observe this day by 
remembering the Challenger astronauts who died while serving their country 
and by reflecting upon the important role of the Center in honoring them and 
in furthering their goal of strengthening space and science education. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twenty-eighth day 
of January, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-eight, and of 
the Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and 
twelfth. 

(0 orn (ranger 





Rules and Regulations 

ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Cessna Aircraft 
Company Model 185 Series Airplanes to 
incorporate anti-detonation injection 
(ADI) system provisions. The 
certification basis for the existing type 
design of these airplanes does not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for these systems. These 
special conditions contain the additional 
safety standards which the 
Administrator finds necessary to 
establish a level of safety equivalent to 
the original certification basis for these 
airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate [STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 

on the Cessna Model 165 Series 
Airplanes. This installation incorporates 
ADI tanks, pumps, lines, and associated 
control systems to supply ADI fluid to 
the engine in measured quantities to 
allow the engine to be operated on 
automobile gasoline (autogas). The 
engine will be previously certificated for 
use of autogas with ADI independently 
of the airplane installation certification. 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., has indicated to 
the FAA that they plan substantially 
equivalent modifications to several 
other makes and models of small 
airplanes. 
The installation of ADI systems in 

small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplanes was 
established. In addition, the 
Administrator has determined that the 
current Part 23 does contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for ADI 
systems; therefore, an ADI system is 
considered a novel and-unusual design 
feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as a part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b}({2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after - 
public notice, as required by §§ 11.28 
and 11.29{b), effective October 14, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
$ 21.101(b)(2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid (a mixture of 60 percent 
alcohol and 40 percent water) is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline and, as such, must be 
handled and protected in the same 
manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid systems 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis {TC 3A24) for 
the Cessna Aircraft Company Model 185 
Series Airplane is Part 3 of the Civil Air 
Regulations, effective May 15, 1956, as 
amended by 3-1 through 3-5 (normal 
category); effective S/N 18502300, 
18503684 and on, § 23.1559, effective 
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March 1, 1978; Part 36, dated December 
1, 1969, plus Amendments 36-1 through 
36-6 for S/N 18502300, 18503459 and on; 
and § 21.25 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations dated February 1, 1965 
(restricted category). In addition, these 
special conditions are applicable when 
ADI systems are installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-20, 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 21, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was September 22, 1986. 

One commenter, representing the 
general aviation manufacturers, 
submitted several comments to Docket 
No. 018CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-18, and 
stated that the “comments are 
applicable to all such special conditions 
concerning ADI system installations.” 
The FAA addressed these comments in 
the adoption of the final special 
conditions, Petersen Aviation, Inc., for 
modified Beech Model 33 Series, Model 
35 Series, and Model 36 Series 
Airplanes, published in the Federal 
Register on April 10, 1987 (52 FR 11627). 

Another commenter, representing an 
aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
with the FAA's determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 

‘ flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline.” While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid is normally a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 
temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 

“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 
generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude non- 
flammable ADI fluids from having to be 
specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 

The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 
have been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water 
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According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer's Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, pages 12-43, 
methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with a 
flash point of 75°F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 
The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 

term. However, unless and until 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., adopts a 
descriptor or a trade name for this 
system, the FAA will refer to it as an 
ADI flammable fluid system, as 
distinguished from a nonflammable fluid 
system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane, it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. The 
paragraph was published as a 
supplemental notice for public comment 
in the Federal Register (52 FR 32805) on 
August 31, 1987. The comment period 
closed on September 30, 1987. No 
comments were received. The 
requirement has been incorporated into 
these final special conditions as 
paragraph 2(I). 

Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 185 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 
certificated for use with those ADI 
sysiems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
models and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and 
23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 

The authority citation for these 
special conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 
106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as a part of the type certification basis 
for the Cessna Model 185 Series 
Airplanes modified to incorporate the 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., Anti-Detonation 
Injection (ADI) System as follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 

as specified in § 23.951 (a) and (b); § 23.953; 
§ 23.954, § 23.955 (a) and (c)(1); § 23.959; 
§ 23.961; § 23.963 (a), (d), and (e); 
§ 23.965(a)(1); $ 23.967 (a) (1) and (2), (b), (c), 
(d), and (e); § 23.969; § 23.971; § 23.973 (a), (b), 
and (c); § 23.975(a) (1), (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7); 
§ 23.977 (a)(1), (b), (c), and (d); § 23.991; 
§ 23.993; § 23.994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; 
§ 23.1141; § 23.1143 (a), (e), and (f}; § 23.1189 
(a) and (c); and § 23.1337 (a), (b){1), (2), (3), 
and (4), and (c) of Part 23 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, dated February 1, 1965, 
as amended through Amendment 23-30, 
except as set forth in Special Conditions 2 
through 4. 

2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 
with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriate. In addition, certain Part 23 
requirements listed in Special Condition 1 are 
reworded for ADI systems as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955(a) General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *” with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper engine operation must be shown. 

(b) In § 23.955, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1) with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when each pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
sentence, the words “of a single-engine 
airplane” are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(d) In § 23.971, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “(a) Each ADI fluid tank must be 
drainable in the normal ground attitude”. 
Replace paragraph (b) with “(b) Each drain 
required by paragraph (a) of this section must 
comply with the provisions of § 23.999(a)”. 

(e) In § 23.991, replace current paragraph 
(a) with ‘(a) Primary pumps. (1) The pump 
which supplies ADI fluid to an engine during 
normal (nonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “(f) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 
must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine.” In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 
“primary” and the word ‘emergency” with the 
word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph (d) 
with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect to 
operating limitations established for the ADI 
system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to a degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that established for proper operation of 
the ADI system,” and add a new paragraph 
for ADI systems to read as follows: “{e) Be 
located with respect to any pressure or flow 
sensing devices such that the blockage of the 
filter will be detected by this device”. 
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(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b}(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 

(h) In § 23.1141(a) paragraphs (d) and {e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by reference, 
are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) In § 23.1141(a), paragraph(e)(1) of 
§ 23,1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

(j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine- 
engine-powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) in § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI system, add the 
following sentence: “In addition, there must 
be an indicator or warning light that indicates 
the proper operation or malfunction of the 
ADI system.” 

(1) In § 23.1337(b), for ADI systems, replace 
the lead-in paragraph with the following: 
“There must be a means to indicate the 
quantity of ADI fluid in each tank. A dipstick, 
sight gauge, or an indicator, calibrated in 
either gallons or pounds, and clearly marked 
to indicate which scale is being used, may by 
used. In addition * * *.” 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
alr. 

4. The ADI filler openings must be 
conspicuously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., specification”; 
and (b) the capacity of the tank in either 
pounds or gallons consistent with other ADI 
system markings. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 
11, 1988. 

Donald J. Schneider, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1956 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-03-M 

14 CFR Parts 21.and 23 

[Docket No. 017CE, Special Conditions No. 
23-ACE-16A] 

Special Conditions; Petersen Aviation, 

Airpianes To incorporate Anti- 
Detonation Injection (ADI) System 
Provisions 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final special conditions; 
amendment to special conditions No. 
23-ACE-16. 

SUMMARY: This special condition 
amendment is issued to become part of 
the type certification basis for Cessna 
Model 188 Series Airplanes that are 
modified to incorporate Anti-Detonation 
Injection (ADI) system provisions. The 
certification basis for the existing type 
design of these airplanes does not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
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standards for these systems. Special 
conditions were published in the Federal 
Register on August 25, 1986 (51 FR 
30207), to provide the additional safety 
standards which the Administrator finds 
necessary to establish a level of safety 
equivalent to the original certification 
basis for these airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office {ACE-110), Aircr 
Certification Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Room 1656, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Cessna Model 188 Series 

quantities to allow the engine to be 
operated on automobile gasoline 
(autogas). The engine will be previously 
certificated for use of autogas with ADI 
independently of the airplane 
installation certification. 

The Administrator made a finding that 
the airworthiness standards designated 
in accordance with § 21.101{b){2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of novel or unusual 
design features of the pro system. 

Special conditions for ification 
of this ADI system were proposed in 
Notice No. 23-ACE-16 which was 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 13, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was July 14, 1986. One 
comment was received. The special 
conditions were adopted as proposed on 
August 8, 1986, and published in the 
Federal on August 25, 1986 (51 
FR 30207) to be effective September 24, 
1986. 

Subsequent certification activity 
revealed that one special condition 
paragraph, previously coordinated 
between the FAA and the applicant, had 
inadvertently been omitted from the 
special conditions package. The purpose 
of this adoption is to correct that 

Series Airplanes is, for Restricted 
Category, Part 21 of the Federal 

Aviation Regulations, dated February 1, 
1965; for Normal Category, Part 23 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, dated 
February 1, 1965; and, in addition, for S/ 
N 18803297 and on, in Normal Category, 
§ 23.1559, effective March 1, 1978. 

For the Model T188C only, the 
certification basis is Part 21 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations dated 
February 1, 1965, Part 23 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations dated February 1, 
1965, with exception to § 23.221, per 
§ 21.25(a)(1), and, in addition, § 23.1559, 
effective March 1, 1978. 

Equivalent Safety Findings were made 
on S/N 678T, 18802349 and on, S/N 
T18803307T, T18803308T, T18803325T 
and on, relative to Airspeed Indicator 
§ 23.1545 {see Note 7 on TCDS on use of 
IAS), and Airspeed Limitations 
§ 23.1583{a){1). 

Special Conditions No. 23-ACE-16 
and the special conditions amendment 
adopted by this rulemaking action are 
applicable to all Cessna Model 188 
Series Airplanes modified to incorporate 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., ADI System. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received no comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-16A, 
published in the Federal ron 
August 31, 1987. The closing date for 
comments was September 30, 1987. 

Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 188 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems. It is nota 
rule of general applicability and applies 
only to the series and model of airplane 
identified in these amended final special 
conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and 
23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 

Citation 

The authority citation for these 
special conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended {49 
US.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 
106{g) {Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions amendment 
is issued as a part of the type 
certification basis for the Cessna Model 
188 Series Airplanes modified to 
incorporate the Petersen Aviation, Inc., 
Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) System 
as follows: 

A new paragraph {k) is added to Special 
Condition 2 to read as follows: 

(k) In § 23.1337(b), for ADI systems, replace 
the lead-in paragraph with “There must be 
means to indicate the quantity of ADI fluid in 
each tank. A dipstick, sight gauge, or an 
indicator, calibrated in either gallons or 
pounds, and clearly marked to indicate which 
scale is being used, may be used. in addition 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 
5, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 

Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1955 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13- 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 021CE, Special Conditions No. 
23-ACE-21] 

Special Conditions; Petersen Aviation, 
inc., Modified Cessna Model 206 Series 
Airplanes To incorporate Anti- 
Detonation Injection (ADI) System 
Provisions 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Cessna Aircraft 
Company Model 206 Series Airplanes 
that are modified to incorporate anti- 
detonation injection (ADI) system 
provisions. The certification basis for 
the existing type design of these 
airplanes does not contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for these 
systems. These special conditions 
contain the additional safety standards 
which the Administrator finds necessary 
to establish a level of safety equivalent 
to the original certification basis for 
these airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 1, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE-110), Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (616) 374-5688. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Cessna Model 206 Series 
Airplanes. This installation incorporates 
ADI tanks, pumps, lines, and an 
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associated control system to supply ADI 
fluid to the engine in measured 
quantities to allow the engine to be 
operated on automobile gasoline 
(autogas). The engine will be previously 
certificated for use of autogas with ADI 
independently of the airplane 
installation certification. Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., has indicated to the FAA 
that they plan substantially equivalent 
modifications to several other makes 
and models of small airplanes. 

The installation of ADI systems in 
small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplane was established. 
In addition, the Administrator has 
determined that the current Part 23 does 
not contain adequate or appropiate 
safety standards for ADI systems; 
therefore, an ADI system is considered a 
novel and unusual design feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as a part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b)(2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after 
public notice, as required by §§ 11.28 
and 11.29(b), effective October 14, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
§ 21.101(b)(2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid (a mixture of 60 percent 
alcohol and 40 percent water) is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline and, as such, must be 
handled and protected in the same 
manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid system 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis (TC A4CE) for 
the Cessna Aircraft Company Model 206 
Series Airplane is Part 3 of the Civil Air 
Regulations, effective May 15, 1956, as 
amended by 3-1 through 3-8; effective 
S/Nos. U20602589 and U20604650 and 
up, § 23.1559, effective March 1, 1978; 
dual wheel amphibious float criteria 
special conditions dated January 14, 
1969; Amendment No. 1 dated February 
20, 1969; Part 36, Amendments 1 through 
6, S/N U20604075 and up. 

Equivalent Safety Items S/N U20602589 
and U20603021 and up 

Airspeed Indicator—CAR 3.757 
Operating Limitations—CAR 3.778(a) 

In addition, these special conditions 
are applicable when ADI systems are 
installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-21, 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 28, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was September 29, 1986. 
One commenter, representing the 

general aviation manufacturers, 
submitted several comments to Docket 
No. 018CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-18, and 
stated that the “* * * comments are 
applicable to all such special conditions 
concerning ADI system installations.” 
The FAA addressed these comments in 
the adoption of the final special 
conditions, for Petersen Aviation, Inc., 
modified Beech Model 33 Series, Model 
35 Series, and Model 36 Series 
Airplanes, published in the Federal 
Register on April 10, 1987 (52 FR 11627). 
Another commenter, representing an 

aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
with the FAA’s determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline. While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid is normally a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 
temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 

“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 
generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude 
nonflammable ADI fluids from having to 
be specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 

The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 
have been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water. 
According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer’s Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, pages 12-43, 
methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with a 
flash point of 75° F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 
The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 

term. However, unless and until 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., adopts a 
descriptor or a trade name for this 
system, the FAA will refer to it as an 
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ADI flammable fluid system, as 
distinguished from a nonflammable fluid 
system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane, it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. The 
paragraph was published as a 
Supplemental Notice for public comment 
in the Federal Register on August 31, 
1987 (52 FR 32807). The comment period 
closed on September 30, 1987. No 
comments were received. The 
requirement has been incorporated into 
these final special conditions as 
paragraph 2(I). 
Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 206 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 
certificated for use with those ADI 
systems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
model and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and - 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 
The authority citation for these special 

conditions is as follows: 
Authority: Secs 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 

Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 
106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 

11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as a part of the type certification basis 
for the Cessna Model 206 Series 
Airplanes modified to incorporate the 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., Anti-Detonation 
Injection (ADI) System as follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 
as specified in § 23.951 (a) and (b); § 23.953; 
§ 23.954; § 23.955 (a) and (c)(1); § 23.959; 

§ 23.961; § 23.963 (a), (d), and (e); 
§ 23.965(a)(1); § 23.967(a)(1) and (2), (b), (c), 
(d), and (e); § 23.969; § 23.971; § 23.973(a), (b), 
and (c); § 23.975(a)(1), (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7); 
§ 23.977(a)(1), (b), (c), and (d); § 23.991; 
§ 23.993; § 23.994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; 
§ 23.1141; § 23.1143 (a), (e), and (f); § 23.1169 
(a) and (c); and § 23.1337(a), (b)(1), (2), (3), 
and (4), and (c) of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, dated February 1, 1965, as 
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amended through Amendment 23-30, except 
as set forth in Special Conditions 2 through 4. 

2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 
with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriate. In addition, certain Part 23 
requirements listed in Special Condition 1 are 
reworded for ADI systems, as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955(a) General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *” with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper ary operation must be 
shown * * 

(b) In § 23.955, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1) with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when each pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
sentence, the words “of a single-engine 
airplane” are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(d) In § 23.971, replace the current 
paragraph (a) with “(a) Each ADI fluid tank 
must be drainable in the normal ground 
attitude”. Replace current paragraph (b) with 
“(b) Each drain required by paragraph (a) of 
this section must comply with the provisions 
of § 23.999(b)”. - 

(e) In § 23.991, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “(a) Primary pumps. (1) The pump 
which supplies ADI fluid to an engine during 
normal {nonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “(b) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 
must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine.” In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 

~“primary” and word “emergency” with the 
word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph 
(d) with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect 
to operating limitations established for the 
ADI system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to a degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that established for proper operation of 
the ADI system,” and add a new paragraph 
as follows: “(e) Be located with respect to 
any pressure or flow-sensing devices such 
that the blockage of the filter will be detected 
by this device.” 

(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b)(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 

(h) In § 23.1141{a), paragraphs (d) and (e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by 
reference, are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) In § 23.1141(a), paragraph (e)(1) of 
§ 23.1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

(j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine- 
engine-powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) In § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI system, add the 

following sentence: “In addition, there must 
be an indicator or warning light that indicates 
the proper operation or malfunction of the 
ADI system.” 

(1) In § 23.1337(b), replace the current lead- 
in paragraph with the following paragraph: 
“There must be means to indicate the 
quantity of ADI fluid in each tank. A dipstick, 
sight gauge, or an indicator, calibrated in 
either gallons or pounds and clearly marked 
to indicate which scale is being used, may be 
used. In addition * * *.” 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
air. 

4. The ADI fluid tank filler openings must 
be conspicuously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., specification”; 
and (b) the capacity of the tank, in either 
pounds, or gallons consistent with other ADI 
system markings. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 
7, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 
Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1959 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 022CE, Special Conditions 
23-ACE-22] 

Special Conditions; Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Modified Cessna Model 207 Series 
Airplanes to Incorporate Anti- 
Detonation Injection (ADI) System 
Provisions 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Cessna Aircraft 
Company Model 207 Series Airplanes 
that are modified to incorporate anti- 
detonation injection (ADI) system 
provisions. The certification basis for 
the existing type design of these 
airplanes does not contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for these 
systems. These special conditions 
contain the additional safety standards 
which the Administrator finds necessary 
to establish a level of safety equivalent 
to the original certification basis for 
these airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
epproval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Cessna Model 207 Series 
Airplanes. This installation incorporates 
ADI tanks, pumps, lines, and an 
associated control system to supply ADI 
fluid to the engine in measured 
quantities to allow the engine to be 
operated on automobile gasoline 
(autogas). The engine will be previously 
certificated for use of autogas with ADI 
independently of the airplane 
installation certification. Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., has indicated to the FAA 
that they plan substantially equivalent 
modifications to several other makes 
and models of small airplanes. 

The installation of ADI systems in 
small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplanes was 
established. In addition, the 
Administrator has determined that the 
current Part 23 does not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for ADI systems; therefore, an 
ADI system is considered a novel and 
unusual design feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as a part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b)(2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after 
public notice, as required by $§ 11.28 
and 11.29(b), effective October 14, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
§ 21.101(b)(2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid (a mixture of 60 percent 
alcohol and 40 percent water) is 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline and, as such, must be 
handled and protected in the same 
manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid system 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis (TC A16CE) for 
the Cessna Aircraft Company Model 207 
Series Airplane is Part 23 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations effective February 
1, 1965, as amended by Amendments 23- 
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1 through 23-6; S/N 20700483 and up, 
§ 23.1559 as amended by Amendment 
23-21 effective March 1, 1978; Part 36 
dated December 1, 1969, as amended by 
Amendments 36-1 through 36-6 for S/N 
20700363 and up; S/N 20700315 and up, 
equivalent safety findings for airspeed 
indicator, § 23.1545; and operating 
limitations, § 23.1583(a)(1). 

In addition, these special conditions 
are applicable when ADI systems are 
installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-22, 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 21, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was September 22, 1986. 
One commenter, representing the 

general aviation manufacturers, 
submitted several comments to Docket 
No. 018CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-18, and 
stated that the “* * * comments are 
applicable to all such special conditions 
concerning ADI system installations.” 
The FAA addressed these comments in 
the adoption of the final special 
conditions, for Petersen Aviation, Inc., 
modified Beech Model 33 Series, Model 
35 Series, and Model 36 Series 
Airplanes, pub!ished in the Federal 
Register on April 10, 1987 (52 FR 11627). 

Another commenter, representing an 
aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
with the FAA’s determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline. While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid is normally a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 
temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 

“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 
generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude 
nonflammable ADI fluids from having to 
be specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 

The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 
have been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water. 
According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer's Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, pages 12-43, 

methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with a 
flash point of 75 °F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 
The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 

term. However, unless and until 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., adopts a 
descriptor or a trade name for this 
system, the FAA will refer tc it as an 
ADI flammable fluid system, as 
distinguished from a nonflammable fluid 
system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane, it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. The 
paragraph was published for public 
comment in the Federal Register (52 FR 
32808) on August 31, 1987. The comment 
period closed on September 30, 1987. No 
comments were received. The 
requirement has been incorporated into 
these final special conditions as 
paragraph 2(I). 

Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 207 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 
certificated for use with those ADI 
systems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
model and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 
and 23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 
The authority citation for these special 

conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1956, as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 
106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101;and 14 CFR 

11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as a part of the type certification basis 
for the Cessna Model 207 Series 
Airplanes modified to incorporate the 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., Anti-Detonation 
Injection (ADI) System as follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 
as specified in § 23.951 (a) and (b); § 23.953; 
§ 23.954, § 23.955 (a) and (c)(1); § 23.959; 
§ 23.961: § 23.963 (a), (d), and (e); 
§ 23.965(a)(1); § 23.967 (a)(1) and (2), (b), (c), 
(d), and (e); § 23.969; § 23.971; § 23.973 (a), (b), 
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and (c); § 23.975{a)(1), (2.. (3). (5). (6). and (7); 
§ 23.977 (a)(1), (b). {c}. and (d}; § 23.991; 
§ 23.993; § 23.994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; 
§ 23.1141; § 23.1149 (a), (e), and (f}; § 23.2189 
(a) and (ch; and § 23.1337 (a), (b)(1). (2), (3). 
and (4), and {c) of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, dated February 1, 1985, as 
amended through Amendment 23-30, except 
as set forth in Special Conditions 2 through 4. 
2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 

with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriate. In addition, certain Part 23 
requirements listed in Special Condition 1 are 
reworded for ADI systems, as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955(a) General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *” with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper engine operation must be shown 

(b) In § 23.955, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1) with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when each pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
sentence, the words “of a single-engine 
airplane” are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(d) In § 23.971, replace the current 
paragraph (a) with “(a) Each ADI fluid tank 
must be drainable in the normal ground 
attitude.” Replace current paragraph (b) with 
“(b) Each drain required by paragraph (a) of 
this section must comply with the provisions 
of § 23.999(b)”. 

(e) In § 23.991, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “(a) Primary pumps. (1) The pump 
which supplies ADI fluid to an engine during 
normal fnonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “(b) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 
must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine. In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 
“primary” and the word “emergency” with 
the word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph 
(d) with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect 
to operating limitations established for the 
ADI system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to a degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that established for proper operation of 
the ADI system,” and add a new paragraph 
as follows: “(e) Be located with respect to 
any pressure or flow-sensing devices such 
that the blockage of the filter will be detected 
by this device”. 

(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b)(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 
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(h) In § 23.1141(a), paragraphs (d) and (e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by 
reference, are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) In § 23.1141(a), paragraph (e)(1) of 
§ 23.1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

(j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine- 
engine-powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) In § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI system, add the 
following sentence: “In addition, there must 
be an indicator or warning light that indicates 
the proper operation or malfunction of the 
ADI system.” 

(I) In § 23.1337(b), replace the current lead- 
in paragraph with the following paragraph: 
“There must be means to indicate the 
quantity of ADI fluid in each tank. A dipstick, 
sight gauge, or an indicator, calibrated in 
either gallons or pounds and clearly marked 
to indicate which scale is being used, may be 
used. In addition * * * ”. 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
air. 

4. The ADI filler openings must be 
conspicuously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., specification”; 
and (b) the capacity of the tank, in either 
pounds, or gallons consistent with other ADI 
system markings. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on January 
11, 1988. 

Donald J. Schneider, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 
[FR Doc. 88-1958 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 023CE, Special Conditions No. 
23-ACE-23] 

Special Conditions; Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Modified Cessna Model 210 Series 
Airplanes To incorporate Anti- 
Detonation injection (ADI) System 
Provisions 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Cessna Aircraft 
Company Model 210 Series Airplanes 
that are modified to incorporate anti- 
detonation injection (ADI) system 
provisions. The certification basis for 
the existing type design of these 
airplanes does not contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for these 
systems. These special conditions 
contain the additional safety standards 
which the Administrator finds necessary 
to establish a level of safety equivalent 

to the original certification basis for 
these airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE-110), Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Cessna Model 210 Series 
Airplanes. This installation incorporates 
ADI tanks, pumps, lines, and an 
associated control system to supply ADI 
fluid to the engine in measured 
quantities to allow the-engine to be 
operated on automobile gasoline 
(autogas). The engine will be previously 
certificated for use of autogas with ADI 
independently of the airplane 
installation certification. Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., has indicated to the FAA 
that they plan substantially equivalent 
modifications to several other makes 
and models of small airplanes. 
The installation of ADI systems in 

small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplanes was 
established. In addition, the 
Administrator has determined that the 
current Part 23 does not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for ADI systems; therefore, an 
ADI system is considered a novel and 
unusual design feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b)(2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after 
public notice, as required by §§ 11.28 
and 11.29(b) effective October 14, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
§ 21.101(b)(2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid (a mixture of 60 percent 
alcohol and 40 percent water) is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline and, as such, must be 
handled and protected in the same 
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manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid system 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis (TC 3A21) for 
the Cessna Aircraft Company Model 210 
Series Airplane is as follows: 
Models 210/210A: Part 3 of the Civil 

Air Regulations effective May 15, 1956, 
with no amendments. 
Models 210B, 210C, 210D, 210E, 210F, 

T210F, 210G, T210G, 210H, T210H, 210], 
T210J, 210K, T210K, 210L, T210L, 210M, 
T210M, 210N, T210N, 210-5(205), 210- 
5A(205A): Part 3 of the Civil Air 
Regulations effective May 15, 1956, and 
Paragraph 3.112, as amended October 1, 
1959; Part 36 dated December 1, 1969, 
plus Amendments 36-1 through 36-9 for 
the T210N; in addition, § 23.1559, 
effective March 1, 1978, for the Models 
210N/T210N. 
Model P210N: Part 3 of the Civil Air 

Regulations dated May 15, 1956, 
Paragraph 3.112, as amended October 1, 
1959, and §$§ 23.365, 23.571, 23.775, 

23.841, 23.843, 23.901, 23.909, 23.1041, 
23.1043, 23.1143, 23.1305, 23.1325, 23.1441, 
and 23.1527 of Part 23 effective February 
1, 1965, as amended to February 14, 
1975. Part 36 dated December 1, 1969, 
plus Amendments 36-1 through 36-6. 
Also, § 23.1559, effective March 1, 1978, 
for P21000151 and up. 

Equivalent Safety Items (S/N 
U21061040 and up, and S/N P2100001 
and up): Airspeed Indicator, CAR 3.757; 
Operating Limitations, CAR 3.778(a) 
(210N, S/N 21062955 and up); Airspeed 
Indicating System, CAR 3.663. 

In addition, these special conditions 
are applicable when ADI systems are 
installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-23 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 21, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was September 22, 1986. 
One commenter, representing the 

general aviation manufacturers, 
submitted several comments to Docket 
No. 018CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-18, and 
stated that the “* * * comments are 
applicable to all such special conditions 
concerning ADI system installations.” 
The FAA addressed these comments in 
the adoption of the final special 
conditions, for Petersen Aviation, Inc., 
modified Beech Model 33 Series, Model 
35 Series, and Model 36 Series 
Airplanes, published in the Federal 
Register on April 10, 1987 (52 FR 11627). 

Another commenter representing an 
aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
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with the FAA's determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline. While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid is normally a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 
temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 

“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 
generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude 
nonflammable ADI fluids from having to 
be specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 

The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 
have been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water. 
According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer’s Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, parts 12-43, 
methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with 
a flash point of 75°F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 

The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 
term. However, unless and until 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., adopts a 
descriptor or a trade name for this 
system, the FAA will refer to it as an 
ADI flammable fluid system, as 
distinguished from a nonflammable fluid 
system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice. 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane, it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. The 
paragraph was published as a 
Supplemental Notice for public comment 
in the Federal Register on July 20, 1987 
(52 FR 27223). The comment period 
closed on August 19, 1987. No comments 
were received. The requirement has 
been incorporated into these final 
special conditions as paragraph 2(I). 

Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 210 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 

certificated for use with those ADI 
systems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
model and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Aix 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 
The authority citation for these special 

conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 
106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as a part of the type certification basis 
for the Cessna Model 210 Series 
Airplanes modified to incorporate the 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., Anti-Detonation 
Injection (ADI) System as follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 
as specified in § 23.951(a) and (b); § 23.953; 
§ 23.954, § 23.955(a) and (c)(1); § 23.959; 
§ 23.961; § 23.963{a), (d), and (e); 
§ 23.965(a}(1); § 23.967(a)(1) and (2), (b), (c), 
(d), and (e); § 23.969; § 23.971; § 23.973(a), (b), 
and (c); § 23.975(a)(1), (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7); 
§ 23.977(a)(1), (b), (c), and (d); § 23.991; 
§ 23.993; § 23.994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; 
§ 23.1141; § 23.1143(a), (e), and (f); § 23.1189(a) 
and (c); § 23.1337(a), (b)(1), (2), (3), and (4), 
and (c) of the Federal Aviation Regulations, 
dated February 1, 1965, as amended through 
Amendment 23-30, except as set forth in 
Special Conditions 2 through 4. 

2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 
with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriate. In addition, certain Part 23 
requirements listed in Special Condition 1 are 
reworded for ADI systems, as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955(a) General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *” with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper engine operation must be 
shown * * *” 

(b) In § 23.955, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1) with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when each pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
sentence, the words “of a single-engine 
airplane” are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(d) In § 23.971, replace the current 
paragraph (a) with “(a) Each ADI fluid tank. 
must be drainable in the normal ground 
attitude.” Replace current paragraph (b) with 
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“(b) Each drain required by paragraph (a) of 
this section must comply with the provisions 
of § 23.999(b).” 

(e) In § 23.991, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “(a) Primary pumps. (1) The pumps 
which supplies ADI fluids to an engine during 
normal (nonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “(b) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 
must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine.” In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 
“primary” and the word “emergency” with 
the word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph 
(d) with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect 
to operating limitations established for the 
ADI system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to a degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that estblished for proper operation of 
the ADI system”, and add a new paragraph 
as follows: “{e) Be located with respect to 
any pressure or flow-sensing devices such 
that the blockage of the filter will be 
detectable by this device.” 

(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b)(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 

(h) In § 23.1141(a), paragraphs (d) and (e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by 
reference, are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) Im § 23.1141fa), paragraph (e)(1) of 
§ 23.1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

{j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine- 
engine-powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) In § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI system, add the 
following sentence: “In addition, there must 
be an indicator or warning light that indicates 
the proper operation or malfunction of the 
ADI system.” 

(1) In § 23.1337(b), replace the current lead- 
in paragraph with the following paragraph: 
“There must be means to indicate the 
quantity of ADI fluid in each tank. A dipstick, 
sight gauge, or an indicator, calibrated in 
either gallons or pounds and clearly marked 
to indicate which scale is being used, may be 
used. In addition * * *.” 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
air. 

4. The ADI fluid tank filler openings must 
be conspiciously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., specifications”; 
and (b) the capacity of the tank, in either 
pounds or gallons, consistent with other ADI 
system markings. 



Federal Register / Vol. 53, No. 20 / Monday, February 1, 1988 / Rules and Regulations 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on January 
8, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 
Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1953 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 019CE, Special Conditions No. 
23-ACE-19] 

Special Conditions; Petersen Aviation, 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Cessna Aircraft 
Company Model 310 Series Airplanes 
that are modified to incorporate anti- 
detonation injection (ADI) system 
provisions. The certification basis for 
the existing type design of these 
airplanes does not contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for these 
systems. These special conditions 
contain the additional safety standards 
which the Administrator finds necessary 
to establish a level of safety equivalent 
to the original certification basis for 
these airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE-110), Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Cessna Model 310 Series 
Airplanes. This installation incorporates 
ADI tanks, pumps, lines, and an 
associated control system to supply ADI 
fluid to the engines in measured 
quantities to allow the engines to be 
operated on automobile gasoline 
(autogas). The engines will be 
previously certificated for use of autogas 
with ADI independently of the airplane 
installation certification. Petersen 
Aviation, Inc. has indicated to the FAA 
that they plan substantially equivalent 

modifications to several other makes 
and models of small airplanes. 
The installation of ADI systems in 

small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplanes was 
established. In addition, the 
Administrator has determined that the 
current Part 23 does not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for ADI systems; therefore, an 
ADI system is considered a novel and 
unusual design feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as a part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b)(2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after 
public notice, as required by §§ 11.28 
and 11.29{b), effective October 14, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
§ 21.101(b)(2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid (a mixture of 60 percent 
alcohol and 40 percent water) is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline and, as such, must be 
handled and protected in the same 
manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid system 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis for the Cessna 
Aircraft Company Model 310 Series (TC 
3A10) is as follows: Model 310 through 
310F, CAR 3 dated November 1, 1949, as 
amended by 3-1 through 3-10; Models 
310G through T310P, same as earlier 
models plus §§ 3.109, 3.111, 3.112, 3.115, 
3.118 and 3.120 of CAR 3, dated May 15, 
1956, as amended by 3-2 and 3-5; 
Models 310Q and T310Q, same as 
earlier models plus § 3.688 of CAR 3 
dated May 15, 1956, as amended by 3-2, 
3-5, and 3-8; Models 310R and T310R, 
same as earlier models plus §§ 23.161 
and 23.171 through 23.181 of Part 23 
dated February 1, 1965, as amended by 
23-1 through 23-7, and 23.1327, as 
amended through 23-23, in addition, for 
S/N 310R0801 and up, compliance with 
ice protection has been demonstrated in 
accordance with § 23.1419 of 
Amendment 23-14, effective December 
20, 1973, when ice protection equipment 
is installed in accordance with the 
Pilot's Operating Handbook and Factory 
Kit No. 194; S/N 310Q0901 and on, 
markings, placards, and manuals are 
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primarily in knots instead of m.p.h., as 
required by CAR 3, but permitted by 
Part 23, Amendment 23-7; S/N 310R0501 
and up, findings of equivalent level of 
safety were made for CAR 3.757 and 
3.778{a}; Model 310R/T310R, S/N 
310R1801 and up, compliance with noise 
certification requirements has been 
demonstrated in accordance with Part 
36, dated December 1, 1969, as amended 
through 36~10. 

In addition, these special conditions 
are applicable when ADI systems are 
installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-19, 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 28, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was September 29, 1986. 
One commenter, representing the 

general aviation manufacturers, 
submitted several comments to Docket 
No. 018CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-18, and 
stated that the “* * * comments are 
applicable to all such special conditions 
concerning ADI systems installations.” 
The FAA addressed these comments in 
the adoption of the final special 
conditions, for Petersen Aviation, Inc., 
modified Beech Model 33 Series, Model 
35 Series, and Model 36 Series 
Airplanes, published in the Federal 
Register on April 10, 1987 (52 FR 11627). 

Another commenter, representing an 
aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
with the FAA’s determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline. While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid might be a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 
temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 

“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 
generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude 
nonflammable ADI fluids from having to 
be specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 
The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 

have been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines ‘for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water. 



2730 

According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer's Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, pages 12-43, 
methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with a 
flash point of 75 °F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 
The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 

term. However, unless and until 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., adopts a 
descriptor or a trade name for this 
system, the FAA will refer to it as an 
ADI flammable fluid system, as 
distinguished from a nonflammable fluid 
system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane, it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. The 
paragraph was published as a 
Supplemental Notice of public comment 
in the Federal Register on August 31, 
1987 (52 FR 32808). The comment period 
closed on September 30, 1987. No 
comments were received. The 
requirement has been incorporated into 
these final special conditions as 
paragraph 2(I). 

Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 310 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 
certificated for use with those ADI 
systems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
model and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 
and 23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 
The authority citation for these special 

conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 

106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as part of the type certification basis for 
Cessna Model 310 Series Airplanes 
modified to incorporate the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., Anti-Detonation Injection 
(ADI) System as follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 

as specified in § 23.951 (a) and (b); § 23.953; 
§ 23.954; § 23.955 (a) and (c)(1); § 23.959; 
§ 23.961; § 23.983 (a), (d), and (e); 
§ 23.965(a)(1); § 23.967(a) (1) and (2), (b), (c), 
(d), and (e); § 23.969; § 23.971; § 23.973 (a), (b), 
and (c); § 23.975(a) (1), (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7); 
§ 23.977(a) (1), (b), (c), and (d); § 23.991; 
§ 23.993; § 23.994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; 
§ 23.1141; § 23.1143 (a), (e) and (f); § 23.1189 
(a) and (c); and § 23.1337 (a), (b)(1), (2), (3), 
and (4), and (c) of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, dated February 1, 1965, as 
amended through Amendment 23-30, except 
as set forth in Special Conditions 2 through 4. 

2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 
with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriate. 
In addition, certain Part 23 requirements 
listed in Special Condition 1 are reworded for 
ADI systems, as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955{a) General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *” with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper engine operation must be 
shown ee o 

(b) In § 23.955, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1) with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when each pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
sentence, the words “of a single-engine 
airplane” are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(d) In § 23.971, replace the current 
paragraph (a) with “(a) Each ADI fluid tank 
must be drainable in the normal ground 
attitude.” Replace current paragraph (b) with 
“(b) Each drain required by paragraph (a) of 
this section must comply with the provisions 
of § 23.999(b).” 

(e) In § 23.991, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “(a) Primary pumps. (1) The pump 
which supplies ADI fluid to an engine during 
normal (nonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “(b) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 
must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine.” In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 
“primary” and the word “emergency” with 
the word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph 
(d) with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect 
to operating limitations established for the 
ADI system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to a degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that established for proper operation of 
the ADI system,” and add a new paragraph 
as follows: “(e) Be located with respect to 
any pressure or flow-sensing devices such 

Federal Register / Vol. 53, No. 20 / Monday, February 1, 1988 / Rules and Regulations 

that the blockage of the filter will be detected 
by this device.” 

(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b)(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 

(h) In § 23.1141(a), paragraphs (d) and (e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by 
reference, are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) In § 23.1141(a), paragraph (e)(1) of 
§ 23.1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

(j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine- 
engine-powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) In § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI systems, add the 
following sentence: “In addition, there must 
be an indicator or warning light that indicates 
the proper operation or malfunction of the 
ADI system.” 

(1) In § 23.1337(b), replace the current lead- 
in paragraph with the following paragraph: 
“There must be means to indicate the . 
quantity of ADI fluid in each tank. A dipstick, 
sight gauge, or an indicator, calibrated in 
either gallons or pounds and clearly marked 
to indicate which scale is being used, may be 
used. In addition * * *.” 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
air. 

4. The ADI fluid tank filler openings must 
be conspicuously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., specification”; 
and (b) the capacity of the tank, in either 
pounds or gallons, consistent with other ADI 
system markings. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 
7, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 
Director, Central Region. 
[FR Doc. 88-1952 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 024CE, Special Conditions No. 
23-ACE-24] 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Cessna Model 320 
Series, Model 340 Series, and Model 335 
Series Airplanes that are modified to 
incorporate anti-detonation injection 
(ADI) system provisions. The 
certification basis for the existing type 
design of these airplanes does not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for these systems. These 
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special conditions contain the additional 
safety standards which the 
Administrator finds necessary to 
establish a level of safety equivalent to 
the original certification basis for these 
airplanes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE-110), Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106; 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Cessna Model 320 Series 
Airplanes. This installation incorporates 
ADI tanks, pumps, and associated 
control systems to supply ADI fluid to 
the engines in measured quantities to 
allow the engines to be operated on 
automobile gasoline (autogas). The 
engines will be previously certificated 
for use of autogas with ADI 
independently of the airplane 
installation certification. Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., has indicated to the FAA 
that they plan substantially equivalent 
modifications to several other makes 
and models of small airplanes. 

The installation of ADI systems in 
small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplanes was 
established. In addition, the 
Administrator has determined that the 
current Part 23 does not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for these ADI systems; 
therefore, an ADI system is considered a 
novel and unusual design feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b)(2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after 
public notice, as required by §§ 11.28 
and 11.29(b), effective October 14, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
§ 21.101(b){2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid used in this system (a mixture 

of 60 percent methanol and 40 percent 
water) is a flammable liquid in the same 
volatility class as gasoline and, as such, 
must be handled and protected in the 
same manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid system 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis (TC A25CE) for 
the Cessna Aircraft Company Model 320 
Series, Model 340 Series, and Model 335 
Series Airplanes is as follows: 

For the Model 320 Series: Part 3 of the 
Civil Air Regulations, effective May 15, 
1956, as amended by Amendments 3-1 
through 3-5. 

For the Model 340 Series: Part 3 of the 
Civil Air Regulations, effective May 15, 
1956, as amended by 3-1 through 3-5 
and 3-8, except Subpart B; Part 23, 
Subpart B, and §§ 23.959, 23.1041 and 
23.1305({p) of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, effective February 1, 1965, 
as amended by Amendments 23-1 

23-7 and exemption No. 1435. 
For the Models 340A and 335: Part 3 of 

the Civil Air Regulations, effective May 
15, 1956, as amended by Amendments 3- 
1 through 3-5 and 3-8, except Subpart B 
and §§ 3.437(a), (b), (c), (d), (f), 3.581, 
and 3.666; Part 23, Subpart B and 
§§ 23.959, 23.1041 and 23.1305(p), 
effective February 1, 1965, as amended 
by Amendments 23-1 through 23-7; 
§ 23.1387(e), as amended by Amendment 
23-12, § 23.1327 as amended by 
Amendment 23-23; and FAR 36, dated 
December 1, 1969, as amended by 
Amendments 36-1 through 36-4 (36-10, 
Model 335); findings of equivalent level 
of safety for CAR sections 3.757 and 
3.778{a). 

For Model 340, S/N 340-0301 and up, 
Models 340A and 335, markings, 
placards and manuals are primarily in 
knots instead of m.p.h., as required by 
CAR 3, but permitted by Part 23, 
Amendment 23-7. 

For Model 340A, S/N 340A0201 and 
up, and Model 335, in addition to the 
above certification basis, compliance 
with ice protection has been 
demonstrated in accordance with 
§ 23.1419 as amended by Amendment 
23-14, effective December 20, 1973, 
when ice protection equipment is 
installed in accordance with the Pilot's 
Operating Handbook and Factory Kit 
(FK) No. 194. 

For Model 335, S/N 335-0001 and up; 
in addition to the above certification 
basis, oxygen systems must comply with 
§ 23.1441 as amended by Amendment 
23-9, effective June 17, 1970, to make the 
airplane eligible for operation at 
altitudes where supplemental oxygen is 
mandatory. 
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For all models, these special 
conditions are applicable when ADI 
systems are installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-24 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 17, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was October 13, 1986. 
One commenter representing a 

general aviation manufacturer, stated 
that “Airplanes covered by TC A25CE 
and also A10CE were included in 
Airworthiness Directive Amendment 39- 
793 relating to the flow of fuel from tip 
tanks. FAA will recall that the 
capability to keep engines running with 
the corrections required by that AD 
depended, in part, on the particular 
characteristics of the engine, as 
originally type certificated, to tolerate 
and recover from fuel flow that may be 
encountered during prolonged steep 
descents. We believe that the proposed 
modification should be examined to 
assure that the modified engines have 
acceptable tolerance and recovery 
characteristics to preclude the situation 
corrected in that AD.” 

The FAA has concluded that the ADI 
installation will not affect the condition 
described by the commenter. In deep 
descents, the engines would be expected 
to be producing less than 75 percent 
power; the ADI system would not be 
operating at less than 75 percent power. 
The commenter continues: “FAA will 

also recall that for T.C. A25CE, in 
Airworthiness Directive Amendment 39- 
407B, FAA established that a peculiar 
relationship existed between the 
characteristics of installed engines and 
the dynamic response characteristics of 
the empennage. Cessna’s airframe 
investigations were limited to the 
characteristics of engines as type 
certificated. We believe that additional 
investigations should be accomplished 
to assure airworthiness of the present 
airframe in combination with the 
proposed modified engines.” 

The FAA has concluded that there 
should be no change in the relationship 
between the engines and the dynamics 
of the empennage caused by the 
installation and use of an ADI system. 
The rotational speed of the engines is 
unchanged; any detonation resulting 
from the use of autogas will be 
suppressed by the ADI system. 
The commenter pointed out that 

“* * * for both Amendments, 39-793 
and 39-407B, it was necessary to 
examine characteristics not provided for 
in the certification bases. In both of 
these cases, FAA held that a potential 
existed for catastrophic failure. It is 
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recommended that the Special 
Conditions proposed in this case be 
expanded to require compliance with 
the same criteria as in the ADs and that 
FAA examine the applicant's 
compliance evidence with the same 
depth as they did in the referenced AD 
programs.” 
As indicated above, the FAA has 

determined that expanding the special 
conditions, as recommended by the 
commenter, is not necessary. The use cf 
autogas and ADI should not adversely 
affect the characteristics that are of 
concern to the commenter. 
The same commenter had sent 

comments on these special conditions to 
a representative of the General Aviation 
Manufacturers Association (GAMA) for 
compilation with other comments and 
submittal to a docket. The commenter 
also submitted a duplicate set of 
GAMA-addressed comments to this 
docket. The FAA has reviewed those 
comments and finds that they are among 
the comments, except for one instance, 
submitted to Docket No. 018CE (Notice 
No. 23-ACE-18). These comments were 
analyzed and disposed of in the final 
special conditions for Petersen Aviation, 
Inc. modified Beech Model 33 Series 
Airplanes published in the Federal 
Register (52 FR 11627), April 10, 1987, 
and will not be further addressed here. 
The exception is as follows: “It is 
understood that an effect of some ADI 
systems is to increase the temperature 
of gases in the exhaust stream. Yet the 
draft special conditions are silent with 
respect to accounting for any increased 
temperature and its effect on the 
integrity of exhaust system components 
or their limitations.” 

The FAA is not familiar with ADI 
systems that increase the temperature of 
gases in the exhaust stream. In all cases 
that the FAA is familiar with, addition 
of ADI systems reduces the occurrences 
of detonation thereby reducing the peak 
temperature in the combustion chamber 
which results in an overall lower 
exhaust gas temperature than would 
occur without the ADI system. 

Another commenter, representing an 
aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
with the FAA’s determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline. While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc. ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid is normally a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 

temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 
“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 

generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude 
nonflammable ADI fluids from having to 
be specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 

The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 
have: been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water. 
According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer’s Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, pages 12-43, 
methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with a 
flash point of 75 °F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 
The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 

term. However, unless and until 
Petersen adopts a descriptor or a trade 
name for this system, the FAA will refer 
to it as an ADI flammable fluid system 
as distinguished from a nonflammable 
fluid system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane, it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. This 
paragraph was published in the Federal 
Register (52 FR 32809) for public 
comment on August 31, 1987. The 
comment period closed on September 
30, 1987. No comments were received. 
The requirements has been incorporated 
into these final special condition as 
paragraph 2(]). 

Conclusion 

This action affects only the Cessna 
Model 320 Series, Model 340 Series, and 
Model 335 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 
certificated for use with those ADI 
systems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
models and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and 
23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. 
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The authority citation for these 
special conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958; as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 
106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as a part of the type certification basis 
for the Cessna Model 320 Series, Model 
340 Series, and Model 335 Series 
Airplanes modified to incorporate the 
Petersen Aviation, Inc., Anti-Detonation 
Injection (ADI) System as follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 
as specified in § 23.951 (a) and (b); § 23.953, 
§ 23.954, § 23.955 (a) and (c)(1); § 23.959; 
§ 23.961; § 23.963 (a), (d), and (e); § 23.965 
(a)(1); § 23.967 (a)(1) and (2), (b), (c), (d), and 
(e); § 23.069; § 23.971; § 23.973 (a), (b), and (c); 
§ 23.975 (a)(1) (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7); § 23.977 

(a)(1), (b), (c), and (d); § 23.991; § 23.993; 
§ 23,994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; § 23.1141; 
§ 23.1143 (a), (e), and (f); § 23.1189 (a) and (c); 
and § 23.1337(a), (b) (1), (2), (3), and (4), and 
(c) of Part 23 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, dated February 1, 1965, as 
amended through Amendment 23-30, except 
as set forth in Special Conditions 2 through 4. 

2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 
with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriated. In addition, certain Part 23 
requirements listed in Special Condition 1 are 
reworded for ADI systems as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955(a), General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *” with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper engine operation must be shown 

(b) In § 23.995, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1} with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when each pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
sentence, the words “* * * of a single-engine 
airplane” are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(d) In § 23.971, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “(a) Each ADI fluid tank must be 
drainable in the normal ground attitude”. 
Replace current paragraph (b) with “(b) Each 
drain required by paragraph (a) of this 
section must comply with the provisions of 
§ 23.999(b)”. 

(e) In § 23.991, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “{a) Primary pumps. (1) The pump 
which supplies ADI fluid to an engine during 
normal (nonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
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primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “(b) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 

must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine.” In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 

“primary” and the word “emergency” with 
the word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph 
(d) with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect 
to operating limitations established for the 
ADI system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to e degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that established for proper operation of 
the ADI system,” and add a new paragraph 
for ADI systems to read as follows: “(e) Be 
located with respect to any pressure or flow 
sensing devices such that the blockage of the 
filter will be detected by this device.” 

(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b)(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 

(h) In § 23.1141(a), paragraphs (d) and (e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by 
reference, are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) In § 23.1141(a), paragraph (e)(1) of 
§ 23.1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

(j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine 
engine powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) In § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI system, add the 
sentence: “In addition, there must be an 
indicator or warning light that indicates the 
proper operation or malfunction of the ADI 
system.” ‘ 

(1) In § 23.1337(b), for ADI systems, replace 
the current lead-in paragraph with the 
following paragraph: “There must be a means 
to indicate the quantity of ADI fluid in each 
tank. A dipstick, sight guage, or an indicator, 
calibrated in either gallons or pounds and 
clearly marked to indicate which scale is 
being used, may be used. In addition * * *” 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
air. 

4. The ADI filler openings must be 
conspicuously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., specification”; 
and (b) the capacity of the tank in either 
pounds or gallons consistent with other ADI 
system markings. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 
13, 1988. 

Jerold M. Chavkin, 

Acting Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1954 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 026CE, Special Conditions No. 
23-ACE-26] 

Special Conditions; Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Modified Gulfstream Aerospace 
Mode! 500 Series Airplanes to 
incorporate Anti-Detonation Injection 
(ADI) System Provisions 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final special conditions. 

SUMMARY: These special conditions are 
issued to become part of the type 
certification basis for Gulfstream 
Aerospace Corporation Model 500 
Series Airplanes that are modified to 
incorporate anti-detonation injection 
(ADI) system provisions. The 
certification basis for the existing type 
design of these airplanes does not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for these systems. These 
special conditions contain the additional 
safety standards which the 
Administrator finds necessary to 
establish a level of safety equivalent to 
the original certification basis for these 
airplanes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Oscar Ball, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE-110), Aircraft 
Certification Division, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1656, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
telephone (816) 374-5688. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 25, 1986, Petersen Aviation, 
Inc., Route 1, Box 18, Minden, Nebraska 
68959, submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to incorporate an ADI system 
on the Gulfstream Aerospace Model 500 
Series Airplanes. This installation 
incorporates ADI tanks, pumps, lines, 
and an associated control system to 
supply ADI fluid to the engines in 
measured quantities to allow the 
engines to be operated on automobile 
gasoline (autogas). The engines will be 
previously certificated for use of autogas 
with ADI independently of the airplane 
installation certification. Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., has indicated to the FAA 
that they plan substantially equivalent 
modifications to several other makes 
and models of small airplanes. 
The installation of ADI systems in 

small airplanes for this purpose was not 
envisioned when the certification basis 
for the subject airplanes was 
established. In addition, the 

Administrator has determined that the 
current Part 23 does not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety 
standards for ADI systems; therefore, an 
ADI system is considered a novei and 
unusual design feature. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as a part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101(b)(2) do not 
contain adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of the novel and 
unusual design features of the airplane. 
Special conditions, as appropriate, are 
issued in accordance with § 11.49 after 
public notice, as required by §§ 11.28 
and 11.29(b), effective October 4, 1980, 
and will become part of the type 
certification basis, as provided by 
§ 21.101(b)(2). 
While developing these special 

conditions, the FAA determined that the 
ADI fluid (a mixture of 60 percent 
alcohol and 40 percent water) is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline and, as such, must be 
handled and protected in the same 
manner. Therefore, these special 
conditions require the ADI fluid system 
to meet essentially the same standards 
as the airplane fuel system. 

Type Certification Basis 

The certification basis (TC 6A1) for 
the Gulfstream Aerospace Corporation 
Model 500 Series Airplane is as follows: 
Model 500: CAR 3 effective November 

1, 1949, through Amendment 3-12 dated 
May 18, 1954, and CAR 3.431, as 
amended May 15, 1956. 
Model 500-A, CAR 3 effective May 15, 

1956, including Amendments 3-3 and 3-4 
effective October 6, 1958. 

In addition, these special conditions 
are applicable when ADI systems are 
installed. 

Discussion of Comments 

The FAA received two comments in 
response to Notice No. 23-ACE-26, 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 21, 1986. The closing date for 
comments was September 22, 1986. 
One commenter, representing the 

general aviation manufacturers, 
submitted several comments to Docket 
No. 018CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-18, and 
stated that the “* * * comments are 
applicable to all such special conditions 
concerning ADI systems installations.” 
The FAA addressed these comments in 
the adoption of the final special 
conditions, for Petersen Aviation, Inc., 
modified Beech Model 33 Series, Model 
35 Series, and Model 36 Series 
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Airplanes, published in the Federal 
Register on April 10, 1987 (52 FR 11627}. 
Another commenter, representing an 

aviation foundation, “* * * takes issue 
with the FAA's determination that the 
anti-detonation injection (ADI) fluid is a 
flammable liquid in the same volatility 
class as gasoline. While the Petersen 
Aviation, Inc., ADI fluid might be a 
flammable liquid, other ADI liquids are 
not. ADI fluid is normally a mixture of 
water and alcohol. Alcohol is added to 
water to prevent freezing at low ambient 
temperature conditions. The 
concentration of alcohol required to 
effectively lower the freezing 
temperature is insufficient to support a 
flame. 

“Anti-detonation injection (ADI) is a 
generic term covering different 
combinations and types of alcohol and 
water. All ADI fluids are not flammable 
and some change in the terminology 
must be incorporated to exclude 
nonflammable ADI fluids from having to 
be specially handled and protected as 
gasoline.” 

The FAA recognizes that ADI systems 
have been used in both reciprocating 
and turbine engines for many years. In 
these systems, the ADI mixture ratio of 
alcohol to water was lower and 
flammability was less. The ADI fluid to 
be used in the Petersen installation is 60 
percent methanol and 40 percent water. 
According to Perry's Chemical 
Engineer’s Handbook, Sixth Edition, 
McGraw-Hill, 1984, pages 12-43, 
methanol water mixtures are classed as 
a highly flammable fire hazard with a 
flash point of 75 °F for a 30 percent 
solution of methanol in water. 

The FAA agrees that ADI is a generic 
term. However, unless and until 
Petersen Aviation. Inc., adopts a 
descriptor or a trade name for this 
system, the FAA will refer to it as an 
ADI flammable fluid system, as 
distinguished from a nonflammable fluid 
system. The FAA does not plan a 
change in terminology at this time. 

Supplemental Notice 

During the type certification program 
of an ADI system on another airplane; it 
was discovered that a necessary 
paragraph addressing the ADI fluid 
quantity measuring device was 
inadvertently omitted from the Notice of 
Proposed Special Conditions. The 
paragraph was published as a 
Supplemental Notice for public comment 
in the Federal Register on August 31, 
1987 (52 FR 32810). The comment period 
closed on September 30, 1987. No 
comments were received. The 
requirement has been incorporated into 
these final special conditions as 
paragraph 2(I). 

Conclusion 

This action affects only Gulfstream 
Aerospace Model 500 Series Airplanes 
incorporating ADI systems and engines 
certificated for use with those ADI 
systems. It is not a rule of general 
applicability and applies only to the 
model and series of airplane identified 
in these final special conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and 
23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety, Tires. The 
authority citation for these special 
conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 

106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

Adoption of Special Conditions 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following special conditions are issued 
as a part of the type certification basis 
for the Gulfstream Aerospace Model 500 
Series Airplanes modified to incorporate 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc., Anti- 
Detonation Injection (ADI) System as 
follows: 

1. Each Anti-Detonation Injection (ADI) 
system must meet the applicable 
requirements for the design of a fuel system 
as specified in § 23.951 (a) and (b); § 23.953; 
§ 23.954, § 23.955 (a) and (c){1); § 23.959; 
§ 23.961; § 23.963 (a), (d), and (e); 
§ 23.965(a)(1); § 23.967 (a) (1) and (2), (b), (c), 
(d), and (e); § 23.969; § 23.971; § 23.973 (a), (b), 
and (c); § 23.975 (a)(1), (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7); 
§ 23.977 (a)(1), (b), (c), and (d); § 23.991; 
§ 23.993; § 23.994; § 23.995; § 23.997; § 23.999; 
§ 23.1141; § 23.1143 (a), (e), and (f)}; § 23.1189 
(a) and (c); and § 23.1337 (a), (b)(1), (2), (3). 
and (4), and (c) of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, dated February 1, 1965, as 
amended through Amendment 23-30, except 
as set forth in Special Conditions 2 through 4. 

2. For ADI systems, replace the word “fuel” 
with the words “ADI fluid” in all Part 23 
sections listed in Special Condition 1, as 
appropriate. In addition, certain Part 23 
requirements listed in Special Condition 1 are 
reworded for ADI systems, as follows: 

(a) In § 23.955{a) General. In the first 
sentence, replace the words “The ability of 
the fuel system to provide fuel at the rates 
specified in this section and at a pressure 
sufficient for proper carburetor operation 
must be shown * * *" with the words “The 
ability of the ADI system to provide ADI fluid 
at a flow rate and pressure sufficient for 
proper engine operation must be shown 

(b) In § 23.955, replace the entire paragraph 
(c)(1) with “This flow rate is required for 
each primary pump and each alternate pump, 
when the pump is supplied with normal 
voltage.” 

(c) In § 23.967(d), the first sentence is not 
applicable to ADI systems. In the second 
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(d) In § 23.971, replace the current 
paragraph (a} with “(a} Each ADI fluid tank 
must be drainable in the normal ground 
attitude”. Replace current paragraph (b) with 
“(b)} Each drain required by —- (a) of 
this section must comply with the provisions 
of § 23.999{b)”. 

(e) In § 23.981, replace current paragraph 
(a) with “{a) Primary pumps. (1) The pump 
which supplies ADI fluid to an engine during 
normal (nonfailure) operation of the system is 
a primary pump and there must be one 
primary pump for each engine. (2) It must be 
possible to bypass or flow ADI fluid through 
each primary pump.” Replace current 
paragraph (b) with “{b) Alternate provisions 
to permit continued supply of ADI fluid to the 
engine in the event of primary pump failure 
must be incorporated in the installation. Any 
pump used for that purpose will be an 
alternate pump for that engine.” In paragraph 
(c), replace the word “normal” with the word 
“primary” and the word “emergency” with 
the word “alternate”. 

(f) In § 23.997, replace current paragraph (d) 
with “(d) Have the capacity (with respect to 
operating limitations established for the ADI 
system) to ensure that ADI system 
functioning is not impaired, with the ADI 
fluid contaminated to a degree (with respect 
to particle size and density) that is greater 
than that established for proper operation of 
the ADI system,” and add a new paragraph 
as follows: “(e) Be located with respect to 
any pressure or flow devices such 
that the blockage of the filter will be detected 
by this device”. 

(g) In § 23.999, paragraph (b)(1) is not 
applicable to ADI systems. 

(h) In § 23.1141(a), paragraphs (d) and (e) of 
§ 23.777, which are incorporated by reference, 
are not applicable to ADI systems. 

(i) In § 23.1141(a), paragraph (e)(1) of 
§ 23.1555, which is incorporated by reference, 
is not applicable to ADI systems. 

(j) In § 23.1141(e), the words “for turbine- 
engine-powered airplanes” are not applicable 
to ADI systems. 

(k) In § 23.1143, as applies to the control 
and shutoff of the ADI system, add the 
following sentence: “In addition, there must 
be an indicator or warning light that indicates 
the proper operation or malfunction of the 
ADI system.” 

(1) In § 23.1337(b), replace the current lead- - 
in paragraph with the following paragraph: 
“There must be means to indicate the 
quantity of ADI fluid in each tank. A dipstick, 
sight gauge, or an indicator, calibrated in 
either gallons or pounds and clearly marked 
to indicate which scale is being used, may be 
used. In addition * * *.” 

3. If the ADI fluid is injected into the 
induction air ducts, it must be injected in a 
location where the discharge, distribution, or 
atomization of the fluid will not be affected 
by operation on either primary or alternate 
air. 

4. The ADI fluid tank filler openings must 
be conspicuously marked at or near the filler 
cover with: (a) the words “ADI fluid meeting 
the Petersen Aviation, Inc. specification”; and 
(b) the capacity of the tank, in either pounds 
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or gallons, consistent with other ADI system 
markings. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on January 
7, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 
Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1957 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 87-CE-20-AD; Amendment 39- 
5837] 

Airworthiness Directives; Beech Model 
F33A, V35B, A36, A36TC, B36TC, E55, 
95B55, 58, 58A, 58P, 58PA, 58TC, and 
58TCA Airplanes 
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment revises 
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 87-18-06, 
Amendment 39-5721, applicable to 
certain Beech Models F33A, V35B, A36, 
A36TC, B36TC, E55, 95B55, 58, 58A, 58P, 
58PA, 58TC, and 58TCA airplanes, 
which requires the replacement of the 
seat recline actuator handle assembly 
with a redesigned one to prevent the 
inadvertent reclining of the co-pilot's 
and/or third and fourth passenger seats. 
This AD, issued to all registered affected 
owners/operators with an effective date 
of October 9, 1987, was inadvertently 
not published in the Federal Register. 
This revision corrects that oversight, 
establishes a new effective date for the 
AD, and allows for previous compliance 
with the unpublished version of the AD. 
Dates: Effective Date: February 5, 1988. 
Compliance: As prescribed in the body 
of the AD. 
ADDRESSES: Beech Service Bulletin 
Number 2175, revision dated June 1987, 
applicable to this AD may be obtained 
from Beech Aircraft Corporation, 
Commercial Service, Dept. 52, P.O. Box 
85, Wichita, Kansas 67201-0085. This 
information may be examined at the 
Rules Docket, FAA, Office of the 
Regional Counsel, Room 1558, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Larry Engler, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Wichita Aircraft 
Certification Office, ACE-120W, 1801 
Airport Road, Room 100, Wichita, 
Kansas 67209; Telephone (316) 946-4409. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: AD 87- 

18-06, Amendment 39-5721, requiring 
the replacement of the seat recline 
actuator handle assembly with a 
redesigned one to prevent the 
inadvertent reclining of the co-pilot's 
and/or third and fourth passenger seats 
on certain Beech Model F33A, V35B, 
A36, A36TC, B36TC, E55, 95B55, 58, 58A, 
58P, 58PA, 58TC, and 58TCA airplanes 

was issued to all registered affected 
owners/operators with an effective date 
of October 9, 1987. The AD resulted from 
free play designed into the armrest that 
allows the optional seat recline adjuster 
handle to be inadvertently actuated if 
force is applied downward in the 
forward end of the armrest. The AD 
requires the replacement of the existing 
seat recline actuator handle on the co- 
pilot's and the third and fourth seats 
with a new handle assembly. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to comment on the AD prior 
to its adoption. No comments or 
objections were received on the 
proposal or the FAA determination of 
the related cost to the public. 

Subsequently, the FAA determined 
that although the AD was issued to all 
registered owners/operators, the AD 
was never published in the Federal 
Register. Therefore, the FAA is revising 
this AD with a new effective date as a 
means of total public notification as 
required by the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553), and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 
The FAA has determined that this 

regulation as originally issued, only 
involved 2200 airplanes at an 
approximate one-time cost of $40 for 
each airplane with a total cost estimated 
to be $88,000 to the public sector. The 
cost of this revision to the AD will have 
no additional economic impact on the 
private sector. 

Therefore, I certify that this action (1) 
is not a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291; (2) is not a “significant 
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies 
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 
26, 1979); and (3) will not have a 
significant economic impact, positive or 
negative, on a substantial number of 
small entities under the criteria of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A copy of the final evaluation 

prepared for this action is contained in 
the regulatory docket. A copy of it may 
be obtained by contacting the Rules 
Docket at the location provided under 
the caption “ADDRESSES”. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aviation safety, 
Aircraft, Safety. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the FAR as 
follows: 

PART 39—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 
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Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89 

§39.13 [Amended] 

2. By revising and reissuing AD 87-18- 
06, Amendment 39-5721, as follows: 

Beech: Applies to model and serial numbered 
airplanes listed below equipped with the 
optional hydrolock seat recline actuators 
on co-pilot and third and fourth seats, 
certificated in any category: 

Serial Numbers 

CE-919, CE-923, CE-925, CE- 
927, CE-929, thru CE-1083. 

D-10348, O-10353 thru D- 
10403. 

E-1422, E-1551, E-1569, E- 
1581, E-1594 thru E-2327. 

EA-21, EA-28, EA-33 thru EA- 
454. 

TC-2340, TC-2355 thru TC- 
2456. 

TE-1152, TE-1181 thru TE- 
1201. 

TH-1027, TH-1062, TH-1067, 
TH-1080 thru TH-1507. 

TJ-210, TJ-235 thru TJ-497. 
58TC and 58TCA | TK-107, TK-108, TK-110 thru 

TK-151. 

Compliance: Required within the next 100 
hours time-in-service or the next scheduled 
inspection, whichever occurs first after the 
effective date of this revised AD, unless 
already accomplished per the original 
issuance of this AD. 
To prevent the co-pilot and/or passenger 

chair armrest from coming in contact with the 
seat recline actuator handle and 
inadvertently releasing the locking feature on 
the seatback, accomplish the following: 

(a) Replace the seat recline actuator handle 
on the co-pilot's and the third and fourth 
passenger seats that are equipped with 
reclining backs, with a new P/N 102-530111-5 
handle assembly in accordance with the 
instructions in Beech Service Bulletin No. 
2175, revision dated June 1987. 
Note.—The third and fourth passenger 

seats are the seats immediately behind the 
pilot's and co-pilot’s seats. 

(b) Airplanes may be flown in accordance 
with FAR 21.197 to a location where this AD 
may be accomplished. 

(c) An equivalent means of compliance 
with this AD may be used if approved by the 
Manager, FAA, Wichita Aircraft Certification 
Office, 1801 Airport Road, Room 100, Wichita, 
Kansas 67209; Telephone (316) 946-4400. 

All persons affected by this directive 
may obtain copies of the documents 
referred to herein upon request to Beech 
Aircraft Corporation, Commercial 
Service, Dept. 52, P.O. Box 85, Wichita, 
Kansas 67201-0085, or may examine 
these documents at the FAA, Office of 
the Regional Counsel, 601 East 12th 
Street, Room 1558, Kansas City, Missouri 
64106. 
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This amendement revises AD 
87-18-06, Amendment 39-5721, effective 
October 9, 1987. 

This amendment becomes effective on 
February 5, 1988. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January 
21, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 

Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1960 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 87-NM-78-AD; Amdt. 39-5839] 

Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-9-81, -82, and -83 

Series Airplanes Equipped With 
Honeywell, inc., P/N HG280D80 Digital 
Air Data Computers 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to certain McDonnell Douglas 
Model DC-9-81, -82, and -83 series 
airplanes, which requires inspection and 
modification, if necessary, of certain 
Honeywell Digital Air Data Computers 
(DADC). This amendment is prompted 
by reports of erroneous information 
being transmitted to the Digital Flight 
Guidance Computer (DFGC) from the 

DADC. This condition, if not corrected, 
could lead to an aircraft stall close to 
the ground during an automatic pilot or 
flight director go-around maneuver. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 11, 1988. 

ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855 
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach, 
California 90846, Attention: Director of 
Publications, C1—L00 (54-60); or 
Honeywell, Incorporated, Commercial 
Aviation Division Technical Services, 
Mail Station MN23-6345, P.O. Box 889, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55440. This 
information may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or at the Los Angeles 
Aircraft Certification Office, 4344 
Donald Douglas Drive, Long Beach, 
California. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Richard S. Saul, Aerospace 
Engineer, Systems and Equipment 
Branch, ANM-132L, FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 4344 Donald 
Douglas Drive, Long Beach, California 
90808; telephone (213) 514-6323. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 

proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include a new 
airworthiness directive (AD) which 
requires inspection and modification, if 
necessary, of certain Honeywell DADC 
on McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9-81, 
-82, and -83 series airplanes, was 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 7, 1987 (52 FR 29390). 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
consideration has been given to the 
single comment received. 

The commenter, the Air Transport 
Association (ATA) of America, 
indicated that its affected operators 
intend to accomplish the proposed 
modification within the proposed 
compliance period. 

After careful review of the available 
data, including the comment noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the following rule. 

It is estimated that 366 airplanes of 
U.S. registry will be affected by this AD, 
that it will take approximately 4.2 
manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost will be $40 per manhour. 
Based on these figures, the total cost 
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $61,488. 

For the reasons discussed above, the 
FAA has determined that this regulation 
is not considered to be major under 
Executive Order 12291 or significant 
under DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 
1979); and it is further certified under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
that this rule will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small 
entities, because of the minimal cost of 
compliance per airplane ($168). A final 
evaluation has been prepared for this 
regulation and has been placed in the 
docket. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Aviation safety, Aircraft. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) as 
follows: 

PART 39—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 
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Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 

§39.13 [Amended] 

2. By adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 
McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnell 

Douglas Model DC-9-81, -82, and -83 
series airplanes, as listed in McDonnell 
Douglas Service Bulletin 34-177, dated 
April 28, 1987, certificated in any 
category. Compliance required as 
indicated, unless previously 
accomplished. 

To prevent erroneous information from 

being transmitted to the Digital Flight 
Guidance Computer (DFGC) from the Digital 
Air Data Computer (DADC) in the event of an 

- electrical transient, accomplish the following: 
A. Within 12 months after the effective 

date of this airworthiness directive (AD), 
inspect Honeywell P/N HG280D80 DADC in 
affected airplanes to determine if 
Modification 8 has been installed, in 
accordance with Part 2 of the 
Accomplishment Instructions of McDonnell 
Douglas Service Bulletin 34-177, dated April 

28, 1987, or later revisions approved by the 
Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft Certification 
Office, FAA, Northwest Mountain Region. 

1. If Modification 8 has been installed and 
identified, no further action is necessary. 

2. If Modification 8 has been installed but 
not identified, identify the DADC in 
accordance with the service bulletin. 

3. If Modification 8 has not been installed, 
modify and identify the DADC in accordance 
with the service bulletin. 

B. Alternate means of compliance which 
provide an acceptable level of safety may be 
used when approved by the Manager, Los 

~ Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

C. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service information from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation, 3855 Lakewood Boulevard, 
Long Beach, California 90846, Attention: 
Director of Publications, C1-L00 (54-60); 
or Honeywell, Incorporated, 
Commercial Aviation Division Technical 
Services, Mail Station MN23-6345, P.O. 
Box 889, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55440. 
These documents may be examined at 
the FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
17900 Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or the Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 4344 Donald 
Douglas Drive, Long Beach, California. 

This Amendment becomes effective 
March 11, 1988. 



Federal! Register / Vol. 53, No: 20 / Monday, February 1, 1988 / Rules and Regulations 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on January 
21, 1988. 

Wayne J. Barlow, 

Director, Northwest Mountain Regioa. 

[FR Doc. 88-1961 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Part 39 

{Docket No. 87-NM-101-AD; Amdt. 39- 
5838] 

Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-10-10, -10F, -15, 
-30, -30F, -40, and KC-10A (Military) 
‘Series Airplanes 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to McDonnell Douglas Model 
DC-10-10, -10F, -15, -30, 30F, -40, and 
KC-10A (Military) series airplanes, 
which requires inspections and repair, 
as necessary, of the horizontal stabilizer 
constant and outer section integrally- 
machined skin panels, as well as 
inspections and replacement of H-11 
material bolts used for attachment of the 
horizontal stablilizer constant section to 
the spar caps. This amendment is 
prompted by reports of cracks in the 
horizontal stabilizer skin panel and a 
failed bolt. This condition, if not 
corrected, could result in structural 
failure of the horizontal stabilizer. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 11, 1988. 
ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855 
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach, 
California 90846, Attention: Director of 
Publications, C1-L00 (54-60). This 
information may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or at 4344 Donald Douglas 
Drive, Long Beach, California. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Kyle L. Olsen, Aerospace Engineer, 
Airframe Branch, ANM-121L, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Los 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 
4344 Donald Douglas Drive, Long Beach, 
California 90808; telephone (213) 514- 

proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include a new 

iness directive (AD) which 
requires inspections and repair, as 
necessary, of the horizontal stabilizer 
constant and outer section integrally 
machined skin panels, plus inspections 
and replacement of H-11 material bolts 

used for attachment of the horizontal 
stabilizer constant section to the spar 
caps, on McDonnell Douglas Model DC- 
10 series airplanes, was published in the 
Federal Register on September 9, 1987 
(52 FR 33950). The comment period for 
the proposal closed on October 12, 1987. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
consideration has been given to the 
comments received. 
Comments received from the 

manufacturer and an operator suggested 
that the description of the horizontal 
stabilizer skin panel read, “constant and 
outer section upper and lower skin 
panels.” The FAA agrees that the 
suggested language is clearer and has 
revised the wording of paragraph A. 
accordingly. 
The manufacturer suggested that the 

final rule be changed to give credit for 
inspection previously accomplished 
since May 8, 1987 (the date of the 
service bulletins), rather than 18 months 
as proposed in paragraph A. and 6 
months as proposed in paragraph B. The 
FAA agrees that the reference to 18 
months prior to the effective date (as 
indicated in proposed paragraph A.) is 
anomolous in that, prior to May 8, 1987, 
which is the issuance date of the service 
bulletin, it was not possible to perform 
an inspection in accordance with that 
service bulletin. Accordingly, the FAA 
has revised paragraphs A. and B. of the 
final rule to reflect the language 
“* « * unless already accomplished 
since May 8, 1987.” 

One operator stated that proposed 
paragraphs D.2.b. and D.2.c. would 
require inspection of a greater area than 
that described in the service bulletin. 
The FAA agrees that only the cracked 
skin panel{s) and the adjacent panels 
need to be inspected along with the 
bolts on the spar cap nearest to the 
cracked panei{(s). The final rule has been 
revised accordingly. 

After careful review of the available 
data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the following rule with the 
changes previously noted. 

It is estimated that 196 airplanes of 
US. registry will be affected by this AD, 
that it will take approximately 7 
manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost will be $40 per manhour. 
Based on these figures, the total cost 
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $54,880. 

For the reasons discussed above, the 
FAA has determined that this regulation 
is not considered to be major under 
Executive Order 12291 or-significant 
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under DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 
1979); and it is further certified under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
that this rule will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small 
entities, because few, if any, Model DC- 
10 series airplanes are operated by 
smail entities. A final evaluation has 
been prepared for this regulation and 
has been placed in the docket. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Aviation safety, Aircraft. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delgated to me by the Administrator, the 
Federal Aviation Administration 
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) as 
follows: 

PART 39—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106[g) [Revised, Pub. L. 97-499, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 

§39.13 [Amended] 

2. By adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-10-10, —10F, —15, -30, 
-30F, -40, and KC-10A (Military) series 
airplanes, certificated in any category. 
Compliance required as indicated, unless 
previously accomplished. 

To prevent failure of a horizontal stabilizer 
skin panel or a spar cap bolt due to stress 
corrosion, accomplish the following: 

A. Within the next 6 months after the 
effective date of this AD, unless already 
accomplished since May 8, 1987, and 
thereafter at intervals not to exceed 2 years, 
inspect the horizontal stabilizer constant and 
outer section upper and lower skin panels 
and apply LPS-3 (or equivalent) corrosion- 
inhibiting compound in accordance with 
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin 
A55-16, dated May 8, 1987, or later FAA- 
approved revison. 

B. Within the next 6 months after the 
effective date of this AD, unless already 
accomplished since May 8, 1987, and 
thereafter at intervals not to exceed one year, 
inspect the horizontal stabilizer spar cap 
bolts made from H-11 material in accordance 
with McDonnell Douglas Alert Service 
Bulletin A55-17, dated May 8, 1987, or later 
FAA-approved revision. 

C. If a broken bolt is found, prior to further 
flight, replace the broken bolt with a new bolt 
in accordance with McDonnel Douglas Alert 
Service Bulletin A55-17, dated May 8, 1987, or 
later FAA-approved revision. 

D. If a crack is found in a skin panel: 
1. Prior to further flight, repair or replace in 

accordance with McDonnell Douglas Alert 
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Service Bulletin A55-16, dated May 8, 1987, or 
later FAA-approved revision; or 

2. If the crack is within limits defined in 
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin 
A55-16, dated May 8, 1987, or later FAA- 
approved revision, accomplish the following: 

a. Prior to further flight, apply LPS-3 (or 
equivalent) corrosion inhibiting compound in 
accordance with McDonnell Douglas Alert 
Service Bulletin A55-16, dated May 8, 1987, or 
later FAA-approved revision; and 

b. Prior to further flight, inspect the 
horizontal stabilizer spar cap bolts nearest to 
the cracked panel(s) and, if necessary, 
replace broken attachment bolts in 
accordance with McDonnell Douglas Alert 
Service Bulletin A55-17, dated May 8, 1987, or 
later FAA-approved revision; and 

c. At intervals not to exceed 3 months from 
the last inspection, reinspect the cracked skin 
panel(s) and the adjacent panels (forward 
and aft and inboard or outboard) and 
horizontal stabilizer spar cap bolts nearest to 
the cracked panel(s) in accordance with 
paragraphs A. and B., above. 

E. If, at any inspection, a crack is found in 
the skin panel which is outside acceptable 
limits defined in paragraph D.2., above, prior 
to further flight, repair or replace in 
accordance with McDonnell Douglas Alert 
Service Bulletin A55-16, dated may 8, 1987, or 
later FAA-approved revision. 

F. Installation of a new inconel or 
multiphase bolt, as applicable, to replace an 
H-11 material bolt constitutes terminating 
action for the repetitive inspections required 
by this AD for that bolt. 

G. Alternate means of compliance which 
provide an acceptable level of safety may be 
used when approved by the Manager, Los 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

H. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service information from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation, 3855 Lakwood Boulevard, 
Long Beach, California 90846, Attention: 
Director of Publications, C1—L00 (54-60). 
These documents may be examined at 
the FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
17900 Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington or the Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 4344 Donald 
Douglas Drive, Long Beach, California. 

This Amendment becomes effective 
March 11, 1988. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on January 
21, 1988. 

Wayne J. Barlow, 

Director Northwest Mountain Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1962 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

14 CFR Part 1206 

Availability of Agency Records to 
Members of the Public; Correction 

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA). 

ACTION: Final rule; correction. 

summary: NASA is correcting errors 
found in this regulation published in the 
Federal Register on October 28, 1987 (52 
FR 41406). This action corrects the 
NASA official identified in §1206.500 
and § 1206.503(a)(4) from the Associate 
Deputy Administrator (Policy) to the 
Associate Deputy Administrator 
(Institution). This also necessitates 
correction to the table of contents for 
Subpart 5, § 1206.500. 

This action also corrects the names 
and addresses of several NASA 
information centers listed in § 1206.401. 
The name of the Dryden Flight Research 
Center has been changed to the Dryden 
Flight Research Facility. The name of 
the Wallops Flight Center has been 
changed to the Wallops Flight Facility, 
The ZIP code at the Langley Research 
Center has been changed to 23665. The 
ZIP code at the NASA Resident 
Procurement Office (JPL) has been 
changed to 91109. The address of the 
National Space Technology Laboratories 
has been changed from Bay St. Louis to 
NSTL, MS 39529. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Elizabeth N. Siegel, 202 453-2465. 

PART 1206—{CORRECTED] 

1. Table of contents for Subpart 5 is 
corrected to read as follows: 

Subpart 5—Responsibilities 

1206.500 Associate Deputy Administrator 
(Institution). 

* * * * * 

2. Section 1206.401 (c), (f), (j), (k), and 
(1) are corrected to read as follows: 

§ 1206.401 Location of NASA information 
centers. 
* * : * * 

(c}) NASA Information Center, Hugh L. 
Dryden Flight Research Facility, Post 
Office Box 273, Edwards, CA 93523. 

(f) NASA Information Center, Langley 
Research Center, Langley Station, 
Hampton, VA 23665. 
* 7 + * . 
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(j) NASA Information Center, 
National Space Technology 
Laboratories, NSTL, MS 39529. 

(k) NASA Information Center, NASA 
Resident Procurement Office (JPL), 4800 
Oak Grove Drive, Pasadena, CA 91109. 

(1) NASA Information Center, Wallops 
Flight Facility, Wallops Island, VA 
23337. 

3. The introductory text of §1206.500 is 
corrected to read as follows: 

§ 1206.500 Associate 
Administrator (institution). 

Except as otherwise provided in 
§ 1206.504, the Associate Deputy 
Administrator (Institution) or designee is 
reponsible for the following: 

4. Section 1206.503(a)(4) is corrected to 
read as follows: 

§ 1206.503 NASA Headquarters. 
8 * ef 

‘a In coordination with the Associate 
Deputy Administrator (Institution), 
ensuring that requests for agency 
records under the cognizance of 
Headquarters are processed and initial 
determinations made within the time 
limits specified in Subpart 6 of this part. 
* * * * * 

James C. Fletcher, 

Administrator. 

January 25, 1988. 
[FR Doc. 88-1973 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7510-01-M 

GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

41 CFR Part 101-1 

{FPMR Amdt. A-41] 

AGENCY: Office of Administration, GSA. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: These changes to FPMR 
Subchapter A reflect changes in GSA 
organization and policy and clarify 
procedures for distributing FPMR and 
other publications and for obtaining 
GSA forms. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Dynnelle Kozlowski, Directives and 
Correspondence Branch (202-535-7942). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
General Services Administration has 
determined that this rule is not a major 
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rule for the purposes of Executive Order 
12291 of February 17, 1981, because it is 
not likely to result in an annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more; a 
major increase in costs to consumers or 
others; or significant adverse effects. 
The General Services Administration 
has based all administrative decisions 
underlying this rule on adequate 
information concerning the need for, and 
consequences of, this rule; has 
determined that the potential benefits to 
society from this rule outweigh the 
potential costs and has maximized the 
net benefits, and has chosen the 
alternative approach involving the least 
net cost to society. 

List of Subjects in 41 CFR Part 101-1 

Government property management. 

PART 101-1—INTRODUCTION 

1. The authority citation for Part 101-1 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Sec. 205({c), 63 Stat. 390 (40 
U.S.C. 486{c)). 

Subpart 101-1.1—Regulation System 

2. Section 101-1.104-2(a) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 101-1.104-2 Distribution. 

(a) Each agency shall designate an 
official to serve as liaison with GSA on 
matters pertaining to the distribution of 
FPMR and other publications in the 
FPMR series. Agencies shall report all 
changes in designation of agency liaison 
officers to the General Services 
Administration (CAR), Washington, DC 
20405. 

Subpart 101-1.49—lilustration of 
Forms 

3. Section 101-1.4902 is amended to 
revise paragraph (b) to read as follows: 

§ 101-1.4902 GSA forms. 
* * * * * 

(b) GSA forms illustrated in § 101- 
14902 may be obtained by addressing 
requests to the General Services 
Administration, National Forms and 
Publications Center-7 CAR-W, 
Warehouse 4, Dock No. 1, 501 West 
Felix Street, Forth Worth, TX 76115. 

Dated: January 19, 1988. 

T.C. Golden, 
Administrator of General Services. 

[FR Doc. 88-1966 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6820-34-41 

FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

44 CFR Part 5 

implementation of Executive Order 
12600 of June 23, 1987, Predisclosure 
Notification Procedures for 
Confidential Commercial information 

AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) is 
amending its Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) regulations to add a new 
section regarding predisclosure 
notification procedures for confidential 
commercial information as required by 
Executive Order (E.O.) 12600 of June 23, 
1987. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 2, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Linda M. Keener, FOIA/Privacy 
Specialist, (202) 646-3840. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this notice is to issue final 
implementing regulations in 
conformance with the requirements of 
E.O. 12600 which was published in the 
Federal Register on June 25, 1987, 52 FR 
23781. Section 7 of E.O. 12600 of June 23, 
1987, requires that the designation and 
notification procedures required by this 
Executive Order shall be established by 
regulation, after notice and public 
comment. On September 9, 1987, FEMA 
published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking to issue proposed 
implementing regulations as required by 
E.O. 12600. FEMA received one 
comment pursuant to that notice from a 
public interest group. 

Section-By-Section Analysis 

Section 5.57{d) Opportunity to object 
to disclosure. 

The commenter objects to FEMA's 
proposal to give 7 working days to 
submitters to object to disclosure and 
urges FEMA to reduce the response time 
for submitters, implement notification 
procedures by telephone rather than 
letter, or take any other steps to make 
clear that the notification procedures do 
not obviate the Agency's obligation to 
respond to a FOIA request within 10 
working days. 
FEMA believes that the notification 

procedures as required by E.O. 12600 
constitute unusual circumstances which 
permit an extension of 10 working days 
beyond the normal time limits, thereby, 
providing for a due date for response to 
the FOIA requester within 20 working 
days rather than the normal 10 working 
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days. Although E.O. 12600 requires 
ageiicies to provide notice to submitters 
within “a reasonable number of days” to 
submit objections to disclosure or prior 
to the specified disclosure date by the 
Agency, FEMA believes that “a 
reasonable number of days” should be 
clearly defined to avoid inconsistent 
interpretation by the various FOIA case 
processors of what it constitutes. FEMA 
is cognizant that the FOIA time limits 
are not always realistic. However, it 
believes that the Agency has carefully 
considered the interests of both the 
submitters and the public and 
determined that 7 working days is the 
fewest number of days that FEMA can 
reasonably expect to receive submitters’ 
comments and still be responsive to the 
needs of the FOIA requesters. While 
FEMA will expedite the consultation 
process as much as possible in notifying 
submitters, it will continue to do so 
through written procedures due to the 
potential of litigation, wherein the 
propriety of FEMA's determination to 
release any of the submitter’s 
information over their objections would 
be decided on the administrative written 
record. Also, verbal notices have a much 
greater probability of being 
misconstrued or misunderstood than do 
written notices. Because the majority of 
FEMA's records which require 
notification to submitters involve 
procurement activities and the contract 
area has a high turnover of personnel, it 
would be difficult for FEMA to verify 
proper notification to a submitter absent 
a written record. Accordingly, FEMA 
has not made any changes to this 
section. 

Section 5.57(d)(2) Opportunity to 
object to disclosure. 

The commenter also challenges 
FEMA's “invitation” that the requester 
not consider the time delay as a denial 
but voluntarily agree to an extension of 
time. The commenter argues that the 
proposed rule makes no provision for 
following the time limit should the 
requester decline the invitation, and 
suggests that FEMA simply intends to 
ignore the law while it considers 
business information submitters’ 
comments. The commenter suggests that 
it is simply inappropriate for FEMA to 
request through regulation that FOIA 
requester ignore the time provisions 
made for their benefit in the FOIA. 

In its experience, FEMA has found 
informal negotiations with some 
requesters for voluntary extension of the 
time limits to be quite effective in 
avoiding unnecessary FOIA litigation. 
The inclusion of these informal 
negotiation procedures in FEMA's 
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proposed rule was not in any way meant 
to restrict the legal rights of a requester 
to submit an administrative appeal or 
seek judicial review which is provided 
by the FOIA. Based upon the comment, 
however, FEMA has revised this section 
as it agrees that negotiation procedures 
continue to be best handled informally. 
FEMA has determined that this 

document is not a major rule under E.O. 
12291 since it will not have a significant 
economic effect on a substantial number 
of small entities. The basis for this 
determination is that any economic 
impact on small entities resulting from 
this proposed rule would be attributable 
to E.O. 12600, not to these regulations. 

This final rule does not contain 
information collection requirements 
which require approval by the Office of 
Management and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 
3501, et seq. 

The publication of this notice is made 
in accordance with the requirements of 5 
U.S.C. 553 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act. 

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 5 

Freedom of Information Act, 
Production or disclosure of information. 

Accordingly, for reasons set out in the 
preamble, 44 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter 
A, is amended as follows: 

PART 5—{AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 5 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552 as amended by the 
Freedom of Information Reform Act of 1986 
(Pub. L. 99-570); Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 
1978; E.O. 12127; and E.O. 12600. 

§5.52 [Amended] 

2. Section 5.52 is amended by 
removing paragraph (c). 

§§ 5.57, 5.58, 5.59 and 5.60 [Redesignated 
as § 5.58, 5.59, 5.60 and 5.61] 

3. Sections 5.57, 5.58, 5.59, and 5.60 are 
redesignated as §§ 5.58, 5.59, 5.60, and 
5.61 respectively. 

4. A new § 5.57 is added to read as 
follows: 

§5.57 Predisciosure notification 
procedures for confidential commercial 
information. 

(a) Jn general. Business information 
provided to FEMA by a business 
submitter shall not be disclosed 
pursuant to a Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) request except in 
accordance with this section. For 
purposes of this section, the following 
definitions apply: 

(1) “Confidential commercial 
information” means records provided to 
the government by a submitter that 
arguably contain material exempt from 

release under Exemption 4 of the 
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C 
552(b)(4), because disclosure could 
reasonably be expected to cause 
substantial competitive harm. 

(2) “Submitter” means any person or 
entity who provides confidential 
commercial information to the 
government. The term “submitter” 
includes, but is not limited to, 
corporations, State governments, and 
foreign governments. 

(b) Notice to business submitters. 
FEMA shall provide a submitter with 
prompt notice of receipt of a Freedom of 
Information Act request encompassing 
its business information whenever 
required in accordance with paragraph 
(c) of this section, and except as 
provided in paragraph (g) of this section. 
The written notice shall either describe 
the exact nature of the business 
information requested or provide copies 
of the records or portions of records 
containing the business information. 

(c) When notice is required. (1) For 
confidential commercial information 
submitted prior to January 1, 1988, 
FEMA shall provide a submitter with 
notice of receipt of a FOIA request 
whenever: 

(i) The records are less than 10 years 
old and the information has been 
designated by the submitter as 
confidential commercial information; 

(ii) FEMA has reason to believe that 
disclosure of the information could 
reasonably result in commercial or 
financial injury to the submitter; or 

(iii) The information is subject to prior 
express commitment of confidentiality 
given by FEMA to the submitter. 

(2) For confidential commercial 
information submitted to FEMA on or . 
after January 1, 1988, FEMA shall 
provide a submitter with notice of 
receipt of a FOIA request whenever: 

(i) The submitter has in good faith 
designated the information as 
commercially or financially sensitive 
information; or 

(ii) FEMA has reason to believe that 
disclosure of the information could 
reasonably result in commercial or 
financial injury to the submitter. 

(3) Notice of a request for confidential 
commercial information falling within 
paragraph (c)(2)(i) of this section shall 
be required for a period of not more than 
10 years after the date of submission 
unless the submitter requests, and 
provides acceptable justification for, a 
specific notice period of greater 
duration. 

(4) Whenever possible, the submitter's 
claim of confidentiality shall be 
supported by a statement or certification 
by an officer or authorized 
representative of the company that the 
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information in question is in fact 
confidential commercial or financial 
information and has not been disclosed 
to the public. 

(d) Opportunity to object to 
disclosure, (1) Through the notice 
described in paragraph (b) of this 
section, FEMA shall afford a submitter 7 
working days within which to provide 
FEMA with a detailed statement of any 
objection to disclosure. Such statement 
shall specify all grounds for withholding 
any of the information under any 
exemptions of the Freedom of 
Information Act and, in the case of 
Exemption 4, shall demonstrate why the 
information is contended to be a trade 
secret or commercial or financial 
information which is considered 
privileged or confidential. Information 
provided by a submitter pursuant to this 
paragraph may itself be subject to 
disclosure under the FOIA. 

(2) When notice is given to a 
submitter under this section, FEMA 
shall notify the requester that such 
notice has been given to the submitter. 
The requester will be further advised 
that a delay in responding to the 
request, i.e., 10 working days after 
receipt of the request by FEMA or 20 
working days after receipt of the request 
by FEMA if the time limits are extended 
under unusual circumstances permitted 
by the FOIA, may be considered a 
denial of access to records and the 
requester may proceed with an 
adminstrative appeal or seek judicial 
review, if appropriate. 

(e) Notice of intent to disclose. FEMA 
shall consider carefully a submitter's 
objections and specific grounds for 
nondisclosure prior to determining 
whether to disclose business 
information. Whenever FEMA decides 
to disclose business information over 
the objection of a submitter, FEMA shall 
forward to the submitter a written notice 
which shall include: 

(1) A statement of the reasons for 
which the submitter's disclosure 
objections were not sustained; 

(2) A description of the business 
information to be disclosed; and 

(3) A specified disclosure date, which 
is 7 working days after the notice of the 
final decision to release the requested 
information has been mailed to the 
submitter. FEMA shall inform the 
submitter that disclosure will be made 
by the specified disclosure date, unless 
the submitter seeks a court injunction to 
prevent its release by the date. When 
notice is given to a submitter under this 
section, FEMA shall notify the requester 
that such notice has been given to the 
submitter and the proposed date for 
disclosure. 
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(f) Notice of lawsuit. (1) Whenever a 
requester brings legal action seeking to 
compel disclosure of business 
information covered by paragraph (c) of 
this section, FEMA shall promptly notify 
the submitter. 

(2) Whenever a submitter brings legal 
action seeking to prevent disclosure of 
business information covered by 
paragraph (c) of this section, FEMA 
shall promptly notify the requester. 

(g) Exception to notice requirement. 
The notice requirements of this section 
shall not apply if: 

(1) FEMA determines that the 
information shall not be disclosed; 

(2) The information has been 
published or otherwise officially made 
available to the public; 

(3) Disclosure of the information is 
required by law (other than 5 U.S.C. 
552); or 

(4) The information was required in 
the course of a lawful investigation of a 
possible violation of criminal law. 

§5.60 [Amended] 

5. Newly redesignated § 5.60 is 
amended by changing “§ 5.58” to read 
“8 5.59”. 

§5.61 [Amended] 

6. Newly redesignated § 5.61 is 
amended by changing “§ 5.59” to read 
“§ 5.60”. 

Date: January 26, 1988. 

Julius W. Becton, Jr., 

Director. 

[FR Doc. 88-1923 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-21-M 

44 CFR Part 64 

[Docket No. FEMA 6773] 

Suspension of Community Eligibility; 
Pennsylvania et al. 

AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule lists communities, . 
where the sale of flood insurance has 
been authorized under the National 
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), that 
are suspended on the effective dates 
listed within this rule because of 
noncompliance with the floodplain 
management requirements of the 
program. If FEMA receives 
documentation that the community has 
adopted the required floodplain 
management measures prior to the 
effective suspension date given in this 
rule, the suspension will be withdrawn 
by publication in the Federal Register. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: The third date 
(“Susp.”) listed in the third column. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Frank H. Thomas, Assistant 
Administrator, Office of Loss Reduction, 
Federal Insurance Administration, (202) 
646-2717, Federal Center Plaza, 500 C 
Street, Southwest, Room 416, 
Washington, DC 20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP), enables property owners to 
purchase flood insurance at rates made 
reasonable through a Federal subsidy. In 
return, communities agree to adopt and 
administer local floodplain management 
measures aimed at protecting lives and 
new construction from future flooding. 
Section 1315 of the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4022), prohibits flood insurance 
coverage as authorized under the 
National Flood Insurance Program (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128) unless an appropriate 
public body shall have adopted 
adequate floodplain management 
measures with effective enforcement 
measures. The communities listed in this 
notice no longer meet that statutory 
requirement for compliance with 
program regulations (44 CFR Part 59 et. 
seq.). Accordingly, the communities will 
be suspended on the effective date in 
the third column. As of that date, flood 
insurance will no longer be available in 
the community. However, some of these 
communities may adopt and submit the 
required documentation of legally 
enforceable floodplain management 
measures after this rule is published but 
prior to the actual suspension date. 
These communities will not be 
suspended and will continue their 
eligibility for the sale of insurance. A 
notice withdrawing the suspension of 
the communities will be published in the 
Federal Register. In the interim, if you 
wish to determine if a particular 
community was suspended on the 
suspension date, contact the appropriate 
FEMA Regional Office or the NFIP 
servicing contractor. 

In addition, the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency has identified the 
special flood areas in these communities 
by publishing a Flood Hazard Boundary 
Map. The date of the flood map, if one 
has been published, is indicated in the 
fourth column of the table. No direct 
Federal financial assistance (except 
assistance pursuant to the Disaster 
Relief Act of 1974 not in connection with 
a flood) may legally be provided for 
construction or acquisition of buildings 
in the identified special flood hazard 
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area of communities not participating in 
the NFIP and indentified for more than a 
year, on the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency’s initial flood 
insurance map of the community as 
having flood-prone areas. (Section 
202(a) of the Flood Disaster Protection 
Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), as 

amended). This prohibition against 
certain types of Federal assistance 
becomes effective for the communities 
listed on the date shown in the last 
column. 
The Administrator finds that notice 

and public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 
553(b) are impracticable and 
unnecessary because communities listed 
in this final rule have been adequately 
notified. Each community receives a 6- 
month, 90-day, and 30-day notification 
addressed to the Chief Executive Officer 
that the community will be suspended 
unless the required floodplain 
management measures are met prior to 

the effective suspension date. For the 
same reasons, this final rule may take 
effect within less than 30 days. 

Pursuant to the provision of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Administrator, Federal 
Insurance Administration, FEMA, 
hereby certifies that this rule if 
promulgated will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. As stated in 
section 2 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973, the establishment 
of local floodplain management together 
with the availability of flood insurance 
decreases the economic impact of future 
flood losses to both the particular 
community and the nation as a whole. 
This rule in and of itself does not have a 
significant economic impact. Any 
economic impact results from the 
community's decision not to (adopt) 
(enforce) adequate floodplain 
management, thus placing itself in 
noncompliance of the Federal standards 
required for community participation. In 
each entry, a complete chronology of 
effective dates appears for each listed 
community. 

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 64. 

Flood insurance, Floodplains. 

PART 64—{ AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 64 
continues to read as follows: 

Avthority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et. seq., 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E.O. 12127. 

2. Section 64.6 is amended by adding 
in alphabetical sequence new entries to 
the table. 
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$64.6 List of eligible communities. 

pei aol eee | eee eee etepieet Curent eftectve ieee 

Region lil—Regular Conversions 

Pennsylvania: 
Hamilton, Township of, Monroe County. 421888 | Mar. 31, 1978, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Susp. 
Hatfield, Township of, Montgomery County...| 420699 | Apr. 21, 1972, Emerg.; Nov. 15, 1979, Reg.; Feb. 

Susp. 
Washington, Township of, Armstrong} 421317 | Feb. 17, 1977, Emerg., Feb. 4, 1988, Reg; Feb. 
County. Susp. 

Region IV 

Georgia: Jesup, City of, Wayne County 4, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

1976, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Louisiana: lowa, Town of, Caicasieu Parish . 2, 1974, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Texas: Arlington, City of, Tarrant County sy 31, 1970, Emerg.; Dec. 31, 1970, Reg.; Feb. 

Region Vil 

Kansas: Geary County, Unincorporated Areas Jan. 8, 1979, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg., Feb. 
Susp. 

Nebraska: Saline County, Unincorporated Areas. Feb. 3, 1981, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 
Susp. 

Region Vill 
i Nov. 25, 1974, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Susp. 

California: 

Stockton, City of, San Joaquin County Apr. 19, 1973, Emerg.; Jan. 3, 1979, Reg.; Feb. 

oe 
Mar. 17, 1972, Emerg.; Sept. 15, 1978, Reg.; Feb. 

29, 1981, Emerg.; Feb. 4, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Region i—Regular Conversions 

Maine: 

Fairfield, Town of, Somerset County . 11, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Waterville, City of, Kennebec County 26 1974, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

ae Marion, Town of, Plymouth “1971, Emerg.; Apr. 6, 1973, Reg.; Feb. 
inty. . 

Region Ill 

Pennsylvania: 

8, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

. 23, 1977, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

1977, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

1, 1976, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Nov. 26, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

Sept. 22, 1980, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Fieg.; Feb. 
Susp. 

. 30, 1974, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1986, Reg.; Feb. 

Lewisburg, City of, Marshall County 470121 2, 1982, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 
Saip. 

Marshall County, Unincorporated Areas 470119 11, 1981, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 

"Susp. | 
Mount Pleasant, City of, Maury County 470125 1973, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; Feb. 5, 

sp. 
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State and location 

Region V 

Michigan: Blissfield, Village of, Lenawee County .. 

Region IX 
Nevada: Lincoln County, Unincorporated Areas ... 

Enterprise, City of, Wallowa County 

Joseph, City of, Wallowa County 

Wallowa, City of, Wallowa County 

Wallowa County, Unincorporated Areas 

Jefferson County, Unincorporated Areas. 

Region iX—Minimal Conversion 

Oregon: Lostine, City of, Wallowa County 

320014 

410225 

410226 

410228 

410224 

160214 

Dec. 10, 1976, Emerg.; July 19, 1982, Reg.; Feb. 17, 1988, 
Su sp. 

Dec. 12, 1983, Emerg.; Mar. 1, 
Susp. 

1984, Reg.; 

May 6, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; 

April 30, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; 
Sp. 

Mar. 12, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; 
Susp. 

Mar. 3, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; 

July 6, 1978, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; 
Susp. 

Mar. 3, 1975, Emerg.; Feb. 17, 1988, Reg.; 
Susp. 

Certain Federal assistance no longer available in special flood hazard areas. 
Code for reading fourth column: Emerg.—Emergency; Reg.—Reguiar; Susp.—Suspension. 

Issued January 25, 1988. 

Harold T. Duryee, 
Administrator, Federal Insurance 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 88-1924 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 

44 CFR Part 67 

Final Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: Final base (100-year) flood 
elevations are determined for the 
communities listed below. 
The base (100-year) flood elevations 

are the basis for the floodplain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
showing base (100-year) flood 
elevations, for the community. This date 
may be obtained by contacting the office 
where the maps are available for 
inspection indicated on the table below. 
ADDRESSES: See table below. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John L. Matticks, Chief, Risk Studies 
Division, Federal Insurance 
Administration, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472, (202) 646-2767. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Emergency Management 

Agency gives notice of the final 
determinations of flood elevations for 
each community listed. Proposed base 
flood elevations or proposed modified 
base flood elevations have been 
published in the Federal Register for 
each community listed. 

This final rule is issued in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67. An 
opportunity for the community or 
individuals to appeal proposed 
determination to or through the 
community for a period of ninety (90) 
days has been provided. 
The Agency has developed criteria for 

flood plain management in floodprone 
areas in accordance with 44 CFR Part 
60. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Administrator, to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 
Director, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifies 
for reasons set out in the proposed rule 
that the final flood elevation 
determinations, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Also, this rule is not a major rule under 
terms of Executive Order 12291, so no 
regulatory analyses have been prepared. 
It does not involve any collection of 
information for purposes of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. 

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 67 

Flood insurance, Flood plains. 
The authority citation for Part 67 

continues to read as follows: 

. 17, 1988, 

. 17, 1988, 

. 17, 1988, 

. 17, 1988, 

. 17, 1988, 

. 17, 1988, 
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Commu- | Effective dates of authorization/cancellation of sale of flood | Current effective Dated ! 
nity No. insurance in community map date 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq., 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E.O. 12127. 

Interested lessees and owners of real 
property are encouraged to review the 
proof Flood Insurance Study and Flood 
Insurance Rate Map available at the 
address cited below for each 
community. 

The modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations are finalized in the 
communities listed below. Elevations at 
selected locations in each community 
are shown. Any appeals of the proposed 
base flood elevations which were 
received have been resolved by the 
Agency. 

; feet 
above 

Source of flooding and location ground. 

en 

CALIFORNIA 

Sutter County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6909) 

Auburn Ravine: 
100 feet downstream from the center of Pleas- 
ant Grove Road... 

At a point 150 feet north ofthe stream and 150 
feet west of the Union Pacific Railroad ... 

Creek: 
At Center of Keys Road, 450 feet east of its 

eastern intersection with Pleasant Grove 
Road... pipiegucenilaaulseipenaeaspesattenee 

Curry Creek ‘Bypass: 
er 

ant Grove Road... as ia 
East Side Canal: 

350 feet downstream from the center of Pacific 

250 fet wpstram tom the canter of Pleasant 
Grove Road... ia 

King Slough: 
ne ee ee ee 
Grove Road a 

North King Slough: 
At center of Catlett Road, 300 feet east of the 
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Source of flooding and location 

Pleasam Grove Creek: 
At center of Fifield Road, 450 feet west of its 

intersection with Pleasant Grove Road 
Pleasamt Grove Creek Bypass: 

150 feet upstream from the center of Pleasant 
Grove Road... cicioleebanigicctiins a 

Pleasant Grove Creek ‘Canal: 
At the intersection of Pacific Avenue and Hows- 

Maps are available for review at the Planning 
Department, County Administration Building, 463 
Second Street, Yuba City, California 95991. 

Lyndon (town), Caledonia County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6909) 

Passumpsic River: 
Upstream side of Lyndonville Electric Company 

Dam... 
Approximately 150, feet downstream ‘of “conflu- 

Approximately 75 feet — of U.S. Route 5 
(Chapel Street)... 

Approximately 670. “feet” “upstream “of. “State | 
Route 122 (Central Street) 

Approximately 40 feet downstream of Canadian 
Pacific Railroad (first upstream crossing). 

At confluence of West Branch Passumpsic 

East Branch Passumpsic River: 
At State Route 114 
Approximately 1,200 feet upstream of conflu- 

At aedinaaes with Passumpsic River 
At Town Highway 6 (Severence Hill Road) 

Millers Run: 
At confluence with Passumpsic River 
Approximately 100 feet upstream of interstate 

Approximately 50 feet upstream of Town High- 

At Town Highway 26 
Wheelock Branch Brook: 

At confluence with Passumpsic River-........ 
At Mill Street 

Maps available for inspection at the Town 
Clerk's Office, Lyndon, Vermont. 

WASHINGTON 

Spokane County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6645) 

Chester Creek: 
Intersection of Chester Creek and center of 

Country Homes Drainage: 
Intersection of Whitehouse and Barnes Street 

Hangman Creek: 
260 feet upstream from center of Hatch Road 

Little Spokane River: 
intersection of Little Spokane River and center 

Newman | 2ke: 
Along entire lake shoreline 

Saltese Creek: 
30 feet upstream of center of Barker Road 

Saltese Flats: 

Maps are availabie for inspection at the Public 
Works Department, Public Safety Building, West 
1100 Mallon Avenue, Spokane, Washington. 

The base (100-year) flood elevations 
are finalized in the communities listed 
below. Elevations at selected locations 
in each community are shown. No 

appeal was made during the 90-day 
period and the proposed base flood 
elevations have not been changed. 

Cottonwood (town), Houston County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

About 3,050 feet upstream of 
Buck Creok Tributary: 

Maps avaliable for inspection at the City Hall, 
Cottonwood, Alabama. 

Avondale (city), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

Agua Fria River: 

At downstream saye of indian Schoo! Road 

Maps are available for review at the Public 
Works Department, 525 North Central Avenue, 
Avondale, Arizona. 

Carefree (town), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

Andora Hilis Wash: 

Maps are available for review at the Town 
Engineer's Office, P.O. Box 740, Carefree, Ari- 
zona. 

El Mirage (city), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

2,650 feet upstream of Olive Avenue 
3,120 feet downstream of Bell Road .... 

stage ere auatiihte far soviet 0 the Cly ten 
ager's Office, 14405 Paim Street, Ei Mirage, 
Arizona. 

Gila Bend (town), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

Gila Bend Canal: 
Approximately 1,000 feet west of center of 
intersection of Euclid Avenue and Locke 

Maps are avaiiabie for review at the Town Hail, 
644 West Pima Street, Gila Bend, Arizona. 

Glendale (city), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

Agua Fria River: 
5,350 feet downstream of Glendale Avenue... 

4,750 feet upstream of confluence with Agua 

At downstream edge of Pinnacle Peak Road........ 
Skunk Creek: 
Se ee 

Ai upstream edge of 51st Avenue... 

Maps are available for review at the Community 
Development Department, 5850 West Glendale 
Avenue, Glendale, Arizona. 

Goodyear (city), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

4,200 feet upstream of confluence with Gila 

Maps are available for review at the City Hail, 
119 North Litchfield Road, Goodyear, Arizona. 

Maricopa County (unincorporated areas) 
(FEMA Docket No. 6903) 

Agua Fria River: 
4,020 feet west of intersection of Southern 

1,710 feet upstream from the southern bounda- 

560 feet upstream of Reems Road.. atatapeni 
At downstream edge of 115th Avenue 

New River: 
At confluence with Agua Fria River. 
1,500 feet downstream of New River Dam 

Salt River: 
At upstream edge of 115th Avenue... - 
1,460 feet east along Salt River indian Reserva- 

tion Boundary from North Aima School Road ... 
Skunk Creek: 
At upstream edge of Pinnacle Peak Road... 

Scatter Wash: 
At upstream edge of Pinnacle Peak Road, 200 

East Fork Cave Creek (Above Cave Creek Fload): 
i ee aatioed 

Confluence with Galloway Wash..............-..-cssse 
Approximately 2,100 leet upatream of Unnamed 



Ocotillo Wash: 
Confluence with Cave Creek .....ccccscse-.-ccsmsseeeenseee 
Approximately 900 feet upstream of Lone 

oe 1,800 feet upstream of Jeep Trail 
ro ORONO 2... -ereeceeensenn 

Drainage: 
At Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway 
— 1,100 feet upstream of Center 

Gite Bond Ganat 
At Souther Pacific Railroad Bridge, 1 mile east 

Theba ss cienanqeorstsineonnscsnsiiennetiochivsesttb 

400 tet upstream of Northem Avenue... 
4,000 feet upstream of Nor*nem Avenue............ 

New River 

Maps are available for review at the Engineer- 
ing Department, 8320 West Madison, Peoria, 

Phoenix (city), Maricopa County (FEMA Docket 
Mo. 6903) 

New River 
900 feet upstream of confluence with Agua Fria 
FRO ecichccstachsccpetnrermnnniaitastininctent 

At Bethany Home Road, 1,400 feet east of 
TOI AVOMUC ...-ensnncneesnesnsenessenennenceenesnennnnnec 

Salt River: 
240 feet upstream of corporate limit due south 

of intersection of Southern Avenue and 89th 
Avenue 
“Soe er 
Street and 1st Street 

Skunk Creek: 
At upstream edge of S1st 
400 feet downstream of edge of Happy Valley 

350 feet upstream of Skunk Creek Orive................ 
Scatter Wash, South Sranet: 
At confluence with Scatter Wash North Branch .... 
50 feet upstream of Wiliams Drive .................. 

Prescott (city), Yavapai County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6909) 

Willow Creek Reservoir Tributary: 

1.0 mile above Willow Creek Road.............. 
1.6 miles above Willow Creek Road........ 

0.18 mile above Willow Creek Road Bridge... 
0.55 mile above Willow Creek Road Bridge........... 
1.55 miles above Willow Creek Road Bridge......... 
Upstream corporate fimits........... pensactnaie 

Maps ere available for an’ the City 
Engineer's Office, 221 South Cortez Street, 
Prescott, Arizona. 

Gienrtes Outed, tales Chanty Guna 
Docket No. 6903) 

Agua Fria River: 
3,120 feet downstream of Bell Road...................... 
4,900 feet east of El Mirage Road at upstream 
edge of Beardsley ROA .........nccssseseseees 

Maps are available for review at the Maricopa 
County Flood Control District Office, 3335 West 
Durango, Phoenix, Arizona. 

Tempe (city}, Maricopa County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6903) 

Salt River: 
5,070 feet downstream of Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Bridge. 

Mapes are available for review at the Pacific 
Works Department-Engineering Division, 31 
East 5th Street, Tempe, Arizona. 

Wickenburg (town), Maricopa County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6903) 

Approximately 1,100 feet upstream of m of State 
SPR cxsonacocicciieeassediesnsqnssvbcdnsneheentndcernestenciscsienst 

Mapes avaliable for inepection at the City Hall, 
Cherry Vatiey, Arkansas. 

At the intersection of Swan Road and Liberty 
island Road on Cache Hass Area (RD 2098)... 

Etk Slough: 
At the intersection of Oxford Road and Jeffer- 

son Boulevard onNetherlands island (RD 
Se 

Cache Slough: 
At the southern tip of Ryer Isiand .................... 

At the eastern limits of the City of Benicia... 
At the meeting of Grizzly island Slough Road 
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At the intersection of Western Pacific Railroad 
and County Road 106........cccssseees 

At Yolo Causeway (Interstate Highway 60 and 

Area located within County Road 104, south of 

At County Road 142, in Merritt island (AD 150)... 
Sacramento River Deep Water Ship Channet: 
On the entire reach located within Yolo County... 

Maps are available for inspection at the Yolo 
County Department of Planning, 292 West 
Beamer Street, Woodiand, California. 

Bowling Green (city), Hardee County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Mapes for 
107 West Main Street, Bowling Green, Florida. 

Hardee County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Approximately .35 mile upstream of confluence 
Of Hick@y Branch ..........c.r-cvererssncsssesvetesoenenseesesneen 

Maps avaliable for inspection at the City Hal, 
152 East Central Avenue, Lake Wales, Florida. 

Mt. Dora (city), Lake County (FEMA Docket No. 
6913) 

Lake Dora: At SNOT ........0eecsessessessvecsessensersssenesned 
Lake Gertrude: At shoreline .. 
Lake John: At shoreiline............ 
Lake Tem: At shoreiline............ 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Mt. Dora, Florida. 

Tavares (city), Lake County (FEMA Docket No. 
6913) 

Lake Dora: AlOg SNOPUIME .......0-.cevescsssserseerennersnernees 

Lake Tavares: MONG SHOTOING..ececvenvnnes 
Maps availiable for inspection at the City Hall, 

201 East Main Street, Tavares, Florida. 

Wauchula (city), Hardee County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

Thompson Branch: 
Approximately 1,420 feet upstream of Sten- 
CIN PI cesses paitecscrenpssereseenciond 

strom Road. 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hail, 
225 East Main Street, Wauchula, Florida. 

Zolfo Springs (town), Hardee County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Maps evailable for inspection at the Town Hall, 
Highway 17, Zolfo Springs, Florida. 

Maps avaliable for inspection at the City Clerk's 
Office, City Hall, Aragon, Georgia. 

Rockmart (city), Potk County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6912) 

Euhariee Creek: 
About 0.8 mile downstream of Nathan Dean 
— 

Young Harris (city), Towns County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Com Creek: 
About 2,550 feet downstream of Sunset Drive...... 
Just downstream of Cupid Falls Dam....... ad 

About 1,400 feet upstream of Bryson Road 
Brasstown Creek Tributary: 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
_Young Harris, Georgie. 

Boise County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Payette River: 
Approximately 3,450 feet downstream of Boise 

Maps are evailable for inspection at the Boise 
County Courthouse, 340 Main Street, idaho 
City, idaho. 

Crouch (city), Boise County (FEMA Docket No. 
6912) 

Middle Fork Payette River: 
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# Depth 

Maps are available for inspection at City Hall, 
Crouch, Idaho. 

Custer County (FEMA Docket No. 6912) 
Salmon River: 

Due east of the Challis Creek Bridge on U.S. 

Maps are available for inspection at the Custer 

Idaho City (city), Boise County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6912) 

tii Crack api Pl 
= 750 feet downstream of Walulla 

lami a nant 
Placer Street Just downstream of 

Maps are available for inspection at City Hall, 
611 Main Street, idaho City, Idaho. 

Nezperce (city), Lewis County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6814) 

Long Hollow Creek: 

Maps are available for review at City Hall, 502 
Fifth Street, Nezperce, idaho. 

Stites (city), idaho County (FEMA Docket No. 

Maps are available for review at City Hall, 113 
Main Street, Stites, idaho. 

ee 

Green River: 
i ee ee 

Sweet. a 

About 400 feet upstream of Sterling Road ............ 

Maps available for inspection at the Zoning 

Dixon (city), Lee County (FEMA Docket No. 
6914) 

Rock River: 
About 2.850 feet downstream of confluence of 

Fargo Creek: 

About 340 feet upstream of Eastern Avenue 

West Branch Fargo Creek: 

About 1,300 feet upstream of Monroe Avenue s 

Maps available for inspection at the Building 
and Zoning Department, City Hall, 121 West 
2nd Street, Dixon, Itlinois. 

Evansville (village), Randolph County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, 
Evansville, Illinois. 

Lee County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Flock River: 

Maps available for inspection at the Lee County 
Zoning Office, County Courthouse, Dixon, Iili- 
nois. 

Nelson (village), Lee County (FEMA Docket No. 
6914) 

Nelson Creek: 
About 1,500 feet downstream of Chicago and 

Just downstream of Chicago and North Western 

Maps avaliable for Inepection at the Vilage Hall, 
Nelson, Illinois. 

Ogle County ( areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Rock River: 
About 1.9 miles downstream of confluence of 

Maps available for inspection at the office of 
the Zoning Administrator, County Courthouse 
Annex, 106 South 5th Street, Oregon, illinois. 

South Witmington (village), Grundy County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

East Fork Mazon River: 

“Lae 
Lake Street, South Wilmington, lilinois. 

Source of flooding and location 

Sugar Grove (village), Kane County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Welch Creek: 
About 900 feet downstream of Fay’s Lane 
Just downstream of Burlington Northern railroad.. 

Just upstream of Granart Road 
Tributary No. 1: 

Just upstream of north-south airport runway 
About 3,500 feet upstream of north-south air- 

About 650 feet downstream of Bliss Road ... 
About 750 feet upstream of Bliss Road 

Mape available for inspection at the Village Hall, 
85 Main Street, Sugar Grove, Illinois. 

Wamac (city), Clinton, Marion, and Washington 
Counties (FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

Fulton Branch: 

Just downstream of lilinois Central Gulf Railroad . 
Just upstream of Illinois Centrai Gulf Railroad 
About 650 feet upstream of Burlington Northern 

Fulton Branch Tributary: 
At confluence with Fulton Branch. 
Just upstream of Jefferson Avenue. 
About 650 feet upstream of Jefferson 
Just downstream of Wabash Street 

Webster Creek: 
Just upstream of Irvington Road 
Just upstream of east bridge of lilinois Central 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
361 East 17th, Wamac, lilinois. 

INDIANA 

Converse (town), Miami and Grant Counties 
(FEMA Docket No.6913) 

Dolin Young Ditch: 
Just upstream of Chessie System Railroad 

Maps available for inspection at the Cierk 
Treasurer's Office, Town Hall, Converse, Indi- 
ana. 

Carbondale (city), Osage County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Burys Creek: 
About 2,850 feet downstream of Main Street.. 
Just downstream of U.S. Highway 75 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Carbondale, Kansas. 

KENTUCKY 

Johnson County (FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Levisa Fork: 
At downstream County boundary. 
At downstream City of Paintsville corporate 
limits ... 

At upstream ‘City ‘of ‘Paintsville corporate I limits. i 
At upstream County boundary... 

Miller Creek: 
At confluence with Levisa Fork... oe 
At upstream side of Miller Creek Road... 
Approximately 513 feet upstream of Butcher 

ee eee S Seay 
Knob Branch Road... 

2747 

in feet 
above 

ground. 
Eleva- 
= in 
eet 

wav) 
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At downstream side of Sturgeon Branch Rosd..... 
Approximately 1.04 miles upstream of State 

Little Mudlick Creek: 
At confluence with Mudlick Creek ... 
Approximately 1.24 miles upstream “of confiu- | 

Creek ence with Mudiick 

Maps available for inspection at the Johnson 
County Courthouse, Paintsville, Kentucky. 

Abita Springs (Town), St. Tammany Parish 
(FEMA Docket No. 6917) 

Approximately 0.1 mile upstream of Allen 
LA 36 South Tributary: 

At confluence with LA 36 South Tributary... 
At upstream side of Laure! Street. 
Approximately 0.6 mile upstream of 

Southwind Branch 
Approximately 0.4 mile upstream from conflu- 
ence with Abita River 

Approximately 06 mile upstream from conflu- 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
Level Street, Abita Springs, Louisiana. 

Bogalusa (city), Washington Parish (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Cobum Creek: 

At upstream side of State Route 21. 
At upstream side of Jefferson Street 
At upstream side of Van Buren Street... 
At upstream corporate limits. 

Bogue Lusa Creek: 

At upstream side of State Route 21 
At upstream side of Illinois Central Gulf Rail- 

At downstream side of Verret Avenue... 
At upstream corporate limits. 

Yellow Branch: 
At downstream side of Illinois Central Gulf Rail- 

*759 

*620 

*747 

“724 

“774 

“614 
*633 
"669 
*705 

*621 

*626 

*639 

ice Water Branch: Approximately 200 feet 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Arkansas Avenue, Bogaiusa, Louisiana. 

Breaux Bridge (town), St. Martin Parish (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Bayou Teche: 

101 Bernard Street, Breaux Bridge, Louisiana. 

Maps available for inspection at 416 East Main, 
Broussard, Louisiana. 

Catahoula Parish ( 

Harrisonburg (village), Catahoula Parish (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Quachita River: Entire shoreline (or length) affect- 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
Harrisonburg, Louisiana. 

Madison Parish (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Parish Route 
Ditch L-70C1: 
At confluence with Lower 

Peari River (town), St. Tammany Parish (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

At State Route 41.0... -.-cececseeee 

tape eaten tes apecten oh On Torn eh, 
Willis Lane, Pearl River, Louisiana. 

Washington Parish (unincorporated areas) 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Bogue Chitto River: 

Docket No. 6912) 

Kennebec River: 
1.1 miles downstream of State 



Maps available for inspection at the Town 
Clerk's Safe, Benton, Maine. 

Camden (town), Knox County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6903) 

Sheet Flow (caused by Atlantic Ocean): 
Approximately 900 feet north of indian Point ........ 

Aproximately 0.40 mile northeast of lower park- 

Approximately 1,100 feet south of intersection 
of Indian Point Road and Loop Road 

Maps available for inspection at the George- 
town Office, Bay Point Road, Georgetown, 
Maine. 

Masardis (town), Aroostook County (FEMA 

Approximately 1.5 miles upstream of confluence 

Maps available for inspection at the Town 
Clerk's Office, Masardis, Maine. 

Mattawamkeag (town), Penobscot County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6909) 

Penobscot River: 

At confluence of Mattawamkeag River. 

Approximately 1.7 miles upstream of Maine 

Maps available for inspection at the Town 
Vault, Mattawamkeag, Maine. 

Passadumkeag (town), Penobscot County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6903) 

Penobscot River: 

Maps available for inspection at the Planning 
Board, Passadumkeag, Maine. 

Rome (town), Kennebec County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6903) 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hail, 
Rome Corners, Maine. 

Southport (town), Lincoin County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Atlantic Ocean: 
At State Route 27 crossing of Towsend Gut 
At Cape Newagen 

Approximately 1.9 miles north of Cape Newa- | 

About 1.63 miles upstream of Greggs Crossing 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Supervisor's Home, 512 North Main, Nashvilie, aachi 

Cheboygan (city), Cheboygan County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Cheboygan River: 

About 0.7 miles a rang Lincoin Avenue... 
Lake Huron: Along shoreline... 

Maps available for mapeatien City 
202 Backus Street, Cheboygan, Michigan. 

Memphis (city), St. Clair & Macomb Counties 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Belle River: 
About 1,950 feet downstream of Bordman Road.. 
About 2,200 feet upstream of the Memphis 

About 2,200 feet upstream ‘of the ‘Belle iver | 
Road... * 

Maps available a athe @ at the ini Hall, 
35095 Potter Street, Memphis, Michigan. 

Sault Ste. Marie (city), Chippewa County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

About 0.6 mile upstream of Easterday Avenue..... 
a Sault Power Canal: Within cornmunity 

St. Mary’s River: 
About 3.8 miles downstream of Interstate 75........ 
Just downstream of Soo Locks Tailgate .. 
Just upstream Soo Locks Tailgate ... 
About 5.8 miles upstream of intersta = 

Maps availabie for inspection at the City Hall, 
325 Court Street, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan. 

Vernon (village), Shiawassee County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Shiawassee River: 
Just downstream of State Highway 71......... 
Just upstream of confluence of Holly Drain.. 

Holly Drain: 

About 500 feet upstream of Leaver Street... 

Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, 
120 East Main Street, Vernon, Michigan. 

Renville County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6913) 

Minnesota River: 7: 
About 4.6 miles downstream of confluence of 

Aberdeen (city), Monroe County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

City Ditch: 
About 2,400 feet downstream of lilinois Central 
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Source of flooding and location 

Olid Tombigbee River: 
At mouth at Tombigbee River... *194 

At confluence with Old Tombigbee River “194 
About 3.5 miles upstream of Meridian Street *202 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Aberdeen, Mississippi. 

Amory (city), Monroe County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

Roundhouse Branch: About 1,500 feet down- 
Stream of 109th Street 

Burketts Creek: 
About 600 feet downstream of State Highway 

Just upstream of Boulevard Drive 
Burketts Creek Tributary No. 1: 

At confluence with Burketts Creek... 
Just upstream of Tschudi Street 

Burketts Creek Diversion Channel: 
Just upstream of drop structure 
About 0.56 mile upstream of State Highway 25.... 

Upper Burketis Creek: 
About 1,800 feet downstream of Phillips School 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Amory, Mississippi. 

Long Beach (city), Harrison County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Canal No. 1: 
About 800 feet downstream of Beatline Road 
About 0.7 mile upstream of Commission Road 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Long Beach, Mississippi. 

Monroe County (unincorporated 
Docket No. 6914) 

Tombigbee River: 

areas) (FEMA 

Just upstream of Lock B 

Olid Tombigbee River: Within community .... 
Mattubby Creek: 

At confluence with Olid Tombigbee River-............... 
About 3.5 miles upstream of Meridian Street ........ 

Weaver Creek: 

Just downstream of County Highway 617 
James Creek Tributary No. 1: 

Just upstream Thayer Road 
Just downstream of State Highway 25 . 
Just upstream of State Highway 25 .. 
Just upstream of Central Drive 

James Creek Tributary No. 2: 
Just upstream of lilinois Central Gulf Railroad 
About 850 feet upstream of Hamilton Street......... 

Roundhouse Branch: 
About 1,500 feet downstream of 109th Street 
At —— from Burketts Creek Tributary 

At mouth... 

About 1.0 mile upstream of U.S. “Highway 45... 
Burketts Creek: 

Just upstream of Boulevard Drive .... 
Burketts Creek Tributary No. 1: 

At confluence with Burketts Creek... 

Burketts Creek Diversion Channel: 

Just upstream of drop 
About 0.57 mile upstream of State Highway 25.... 

Upper Burketts Creek: 
About 1,800 feet downstream of Phillips Schoo! 

Docket No. 6914) 

Tennessee-Tombigbee Canal: Within community 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, Smithville, Mississippi. 

Cape Girardeau County (FEMA Docket No. 
6906) 

Mississiooi River: 

Downstream County 

igdeecaapalnkainertaanattaiian. oa 
ee ee Route 

Girardeau 
Approximately 0.4 mile upstream of most up- 
stream corporate limits of City of Cape Girar- 

Upstream side of County Route 316 
ee peer ee  ee 

ea 

— Creek Diversion Channet Within commu- 
OD ssoiiiinsstnittaepaiantintiatabeinPaaien 
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Aout 1200 feet downstream of Ot! Highway 

Just downstream of State Street... 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
712 Main Street, Scott City, Missouri. 

stream of southernmost corporate limits) 

Maps are available for inspection at the Town 
Clerk's Office, 112 S. Wibaux Street, Wibaux, 
Montana. 

Wibaux County (FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

Beaver Creek: 
Approximately 2.4 miles downstream of Inter- 

Approximately 0.5 mile south on Switch Road 
from intersection of Switch Road and Canaan 
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stream crossing of Goose Pond Road............... 
Orange Brook: 
At confluence with Indian Fiver .............---ssssssse 
Approximately 0.8 mile upstream of confluence 
with Indian PRV@F ........-...000- 

Maps available for inspection at the Select 
men's Office, Canaan, New Hampshire. 

Enfield (town), Grafton County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6963) 

Mascoma River: - 
At confluence with Mascoma Lake 

Approximately 0.5 mile upstream of State Route 
De icceeescasaemecheiaiedtncsinteedeneti 

Mapes svellable for inspection at the Town 
Clerk's Office, Town Hall, Enfield, New Hamp- 
shire. 

Farmington (town), Stratford County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6909) 

Cacheco River: 

Approximately 170 feet upstream of Eim Street... 
Kicking Horse Brook: 
At confluence with Dames Brook 
At downstream side of Winter Street 
Approximately 40 feet upstream of Gien Street 
Approximately 96 feet upstream of Charles 

‘Maps evaiiable for inspection at c/o Planning 
Bosid, Town Hall, Farmington, New Hampshire. 

Sliver City (town), Grant County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6917) 

San Vicente Arroyo: 
Approximately 0.5 mile upstream of confluence 

of Maude’s Creek................ eanssenscensed 
Approximately 100 feet upstream of Broken 

DOC DIB a sscrccarcncerececanasscctpsansocscerecssenszacecssocsesceel 

sesauiain a6 ane dusted w cape. 

At corporate 
Aopronmaiy 725 lot wpm of US. Roe 

Approximately 600 feet upstream of U.S. Route 
DOD cccacscsseesenseszscnssentenepenseneneaseaseneapsenveseseussnsesaseses: 

Mapes evailabie for inspection at the City Hall, 
101 West Groadway, Siiver City, New Mexico. 

Secorro (City), Socorro County (FEMA Decket 
Mo. 6914) 

# Depth 

Source of flooding and location 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hail, 
200 Church Street, Socorro, New Mexico. 

NEW YORK 

Annsville (town), Oneida County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

East Branch Fish Creek: 
At confluence with Fish Creel. cceeceneened 
Approximately 0.5 mile upstream of Paimer 
I aeecnnstiesentnnncenecinssnesstvcenssnszenestenecsniansiccanassscanal 

Vauit, Maine Street, Taberg, New York. 

Kingston (town), Ulster County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

Town Hail, Two Gristol Avenue, Auburn, New 
York. 

Ticonderoga ftown), Essex County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6917) 

oga Town Office, Town Clerk's Office, Ticonder- 
oga, New York. 

—— 

Vernon (village), Oneida County (FEMA Docket 
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Source of flooding and location 

Maps availabie for inspection at the Village Hall, 
Vernon, New York. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Louisburg (town), Franklin County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Tar River: 
About 900 feet downstream of confluence of 

Sycamore 
About 1.2 miles upstream of North Main Street... 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hail, 
110 West Nash Street, Louisburg, North Caroli- 
na. 

Southern Pines (town), Moore County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

McDeeds Creek: 
About 1,845 feet downstream of Old Connecti- 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
Southern Pines, North Carolina. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Tioga (city), Williams County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6912) 

Main Tributary: 
Approximately 475 feet upstream of the Burling- 
ton Northern Railroad 

At convergence with Main Tributary 
Approximately 170 feet downstream of diver- 

About 1.0 mile downstream of Main Street... 
About 0.9 mie upstream of industrial Drive... 
Moxahala Creek Overtiow Baseline: 
About 1,020 feet downstream of China Street... 
Just downstream of Main Street.................. 

tap san fr tect 
Building, 22 China Street, Crooksville, Ohio. 

Fairview (city), Major County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6912) 

Lost Creek: 
At downstream corporate limits 
Upstream side of U.S. Route 60, State Route 8... 

Mape avaliable for inepection at the City Hall, 
206 East Broadway, Fairview, Oklahoma. 

6914) 

Rickreall Creek: 
Aeprosinaily 1.100 loot downaream of Fe 

100 feet upstream of Main Street (State High- 
dices ecrccicheetth nerves 

re ee 

At confluence with Ash Creek and North Fork 
On OND a cciniiniihitticntsimnicicipelithsisntiibiabanieiint 

Approximately 2,000 feet upstream of U.S. 
Highway 99 West (Pacific Highway) .................. 

Middle Fork Tributary: 
At confluence with Middle Fork Ash Creek............ 

100 feet upstream of U.S. Highway 99 West 
a I ainsi la sciinciactatittnrerinnctieiisine 

Maps are available for review at City Hall, 151 
West Main Street, Monmouth, Oregon. 

Polk County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Club 
At confluence of North Fork Ash Creek and 

Middle Fork Ast Cre@k.........-ccescssessssessessensenereneees 

North Fork Ash Creek (at Monmouth): 
At confluence with Ash Creek and Middle Fork 

ABM CHOCK........-.-nereeneeen dauainhenibaiigertanniuanel 
10 feet downstream of Hoffman Road ................... 

North Fork Ash Creek (at Dallas): 

Godsey 
10 feet upstream of Kings Valley Highway ........... 
Middle Fork Ash Creek: 
At confluence with Ash Creek -1d North Fork 

Maps ere available for review at the Polk 
County Courthouse, 850 Main Street, Dallas, 

Road) 
Approximately 2,100 feet downstream of Town 
ship Road 597 (Alute Mill Road)........... 

Approximately 450 feet downstream of Hahn 
WI a caiceseassseceescjoccseinpepeacen 
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Center (township), Snyder County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Penns Creek: 
Approximately 1.8 miles downstream of State 

Inspection 
Secretary's residence, R.D. 1, Box 129, Middie- 
burg, Pennsylvania. 

Conewago (township), Adams County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Approximately 0.81 mile downstream of State 
Route 116..... ts ean iainecaodaniinieshias 

Approximately 0.28 “mile downstream of | State 
Route 116... bcicieedllbcntinaibecapitecenen 

i "1,000 “feet — of State. 
Route 116... sient enhchtaiis Naiuitcinicaiienahnblisa 

Maps available our ‘Naja at the Township 
Building, 350 Third Street, Hanover, Pennsyiva- 
nia. 

Cranberry (township), Venango County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Upateam ede of US. Rote 62h pao 

ape euciahie tor apestion ot te Tounsip 
Building, Route 257, Seneca, Pennsyivania. 

Dawson (borough), Fayette County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

‘oughiogheny River: 
Approximately 0.36 mile downstream of State 

East Franklin (township), Armstrong 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Allegheny River: 
Approximately 0.5 mile downstream of US. 

ee ne 

Se 
eT ee 

Lent Gauisichtin; Gua Coup rUNEA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Fishing Creek: 

Docket No. 6914) 

At downstream corporate 
Upstream side of U.S. Route 15 
Approximately 1,000 feet upstream of LA. 

Marsh Creek: 
Se ee 

ee ee 

Engineer, Gettysburg Engineer Company, 40 
—s Street, Gettysburg, Pennsylvania 

Giipin (township), Armstrong County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Downstream side of T-362 (Wetze! Road). 
Approximately 0.6 mile upstream of T-362 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 

Oa. 

Gouldsboro Lake Tributary: 

Approximately .5 mile upstream of Main Street 

Maps available for inspection at the Lehigh 
Municipal Building, Goulkisboro, Pennsylvania. 

Limestone (township), Union County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Downstream side of State Route 235 
—? 4 mile upstream of State Route 

Meeting Hall, R.0. 3, Mifflinburg, Pennsylvania. 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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Source of flooding and location 

(township), Chester County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

oe Run: 
Approximately 150 feet of downstream corpo- 

Upstream side of dam. 

Lower Frankford (township), Cumberland 
County (FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

At upstream corporate limits. 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, R.D. 9, Carlisle, Pennsylvania. 

Lower Nazareth (township), Northampton 
County (FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Oe ee ee ee ee 
Office, 306 Butztown Road, Bethlehem, 
sylvania. 

Lower Tyrone (township), Fayette County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

Youghiogheny River: 

Approximately 4.25 miles downstream of conflu- 

Maps available for inspection at the Teniahip 
Building, Dawson, Pennsylvania. 

(borough), Adams County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

Plum Creek: 
At upstream corporate limits.............. 

Confluence with West Branch Neshaminy Creek. 
Approximately 1,170 feet upstream of Sunset 

Road at the upstream limit of detailed study 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, 207 Park Avenue, Chalfont, Pennsyiva- 
nia. 

Parks (township), Armstrong County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

At State Route 66 Alternate... 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, Vandergrift, Pennsylvania. 

Perry (township), Armstrong 
Docket No. 6914) 

apn cunts ter teibdiiian tite Reendtp 
Building, Karns City, Pennsylvania. 

Perry (township), Snyder County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

West Branch Mahantango Creek: 
Approximately 0.4 mile downstream of T-301 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, A.D. 2, Mt. Pleasant Mills, Pennsylva- 
nia. 

Savilie (township), Perry County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6912) 

Approximately 1,600 feet downstream of Peach 

Building, A.D. #1, Elliottsburg, Pennsylvania. 

Smithfield (township), Monroe County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, East Stroudsburg, Pennsytvania. 

Spring (township), Snyder County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Building, Railroad Avenue, Beaver Springs, 
Pennsytvania. 

Upper Frankford (township), Cumbertand 
County (FEMA Docket No. 6912) 



Tyrone (township), Perry County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Laurel Run: 
aa ee 

Upstream side of L.R. 50010.............. 
Approximately 1,700 feet upstream 
50010 ........eecoee eoeesipeaeccsasnsciesensbsseesenmzecccencetonee 

Muddy Run: 
Approximately 1,155 feet downstream of State 

Routes 274 and 850 ................... Sealed 
Upstream side of State Routes 274 and 850. 
Downstream side of L.A. 50010 

Maps available for inspection at the Township 
Municipal Building, Route 274, Landisburg, 
Pennsytvania. 

Wipe nuatiabie tor teapestion ot te Tewnkip 
Building, 2130 Newville Road, Carlisle, Pennsyl- 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
608 First Street, Hampton, South Carolina. 

Docket No. 6912) 

Sugar Creek: 
About 0.88 mile downstream of Sugar Creek 
TRI ncesciesscnccsiastincniigiasldiliipaaitibidbricatatiatsins 

About 1,000 feet upstream of State Route 76 

boundary 
About 0.55 mile upstream of State Route 63 

Cawood Branch: 

About 0.7 mile upstream of Dunn Lane. 

aiken Soacintils:- the thanastien et O0 Comm, 
Executive’s Office, County Courthouse, Taze- 
well, Tennessee. 

Clifton (city), Wayne County (FEMA Docket No. 
6912) 

Tennessee River: 
About 157.1 miles upstream of mouth. 
About 159.2 miles upstream of mouth. 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Clifton, Tennessee. 

Dunlap (city), Sequatchie County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6913) 

Sequatchie River: 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Dunlap, Tennessee. 

Henning (town), Lauderdale County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Henning Creek: 
About 3,200 feet downstream of McFarlin 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Henning, Tennessee. 

Manchester (city), Coffee County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Duck River: 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
200 West Fort Street, Manchester, Tennessee. 

McMinnville (city), Warren County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Barren Fork: 
About 1.6 miles downstream of Beersheba 

Just downstream of South Chancery Street... 
Just upstream of South Chancery Street 
About 0.4 mile upstream of South Chancery 

Street..... 

Maps available for inspection at the Blue Mu- 
nicipal Building, West Colville Street, McMinn- 

ville, Tennessee. 

Pikeville (city), Bledsoe County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6917) 

Sequatchie River: 
About 3,800 feet downstream of State Route 30. 
About 3,600 feet upstream of Siete Route 30 

Tributary No. 1: 
Just upstream of William Howard Taft Highway.... 
Just downstream of Alvin York Highway 

Tributary No. 2: 
About 850 feet downstream of William Howard 

Tributary No. % 
About 800 feet downstream of William Howard 

About 700 feet upstream of Little's Circle.. ed 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Pikeville, Tennessee. 

Red Boiling Springs (city), Macon County 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Salt Lick Creek: 
About 1,900 feet downstream of North Main 

upstream of Market Street 
Salt Lick Creek Tributary: 

McClure Hollow: 
Just downstream of Market Street 
About 1,000 feet upstream of Sunset Drive. 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Red Boiling Springs, Tennessee. 

Viola (town), Warren County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6912) 

Hickory Creek: 
About 0.4 mile downstream of Mount Zion Road . 
About 0.3 mile upstream of Mount Zion Road 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Viola, Tennessee. 

Warren County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Just downstream of State Route 56... - 
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Source of flooding and location 

About 1,200 feet downstream of confluence of 

Ory Creek: 

CRI o, ccccnctiincaipiieitsintiniagliony e 
Just downstream of Hills Creek Road... 

Maps available for inspection at the County 
Courthouse, McMinnville, Tennessee. 

At confluence of Passumpsic River... 

Approximately 240 feet downstream Com- 
mertord Dam... 

Approximately 1.1 les upstream of Commer. 

Upstream side of East Barnet Dam......... 
Approximately 300 feet downstream of Pas- 

sseaetepnaananiimionsiauniian. 

magn audits 0b Coneliten @ to Sie 
Clerk's Office, Town Office, Barnet, Vermont 
05821. 

Jamaica (town), Windham County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6906) 

West River: 
At downstream corporate limits 
At the confluence of Turkey Mountain Brook 
Approximately 60 feet upstream of French 

Bridge 
Approximately 275 feet upstream of the confiu- 
ence of Ball Mountain Brook... 

West River Auxiliary Channel: 
At the confluence with West River 
At the divergence from West River 

Winhall River: 
At the most downstream corporate limits 

Approximately 100 feet upstream of the down- 
stream crossing of Vermont Route 30 

Bail Mountain Brook: 
At the confluence with West River 
Approximately 120 feet upstream of the cross- 
ing of Vermont Routes 30 and 100 

At the upstream side of the most downstream 
crossing of State Aid Highway 1 (Pikes Falls 
Road) 

Approximately 0.93 mile upstream of 

(Pikes Falls Road) 

Approximately 0.51 mile downstream of Sage 

taps avaliable for Inepection at the Town Hall, 
213 East Main Street, Glade Spring, Virginia. 

Honaker (town), Russell County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

Lewis Creek: 

Lancaster County (FEMA Docket No. 6912) 

Chesapeake Bay: 
Shoreline at State Route 646 (extended)... 

feguninalitt 0.14 mile downstream of first 
downstream crossing of U.S. Route 19........... - 

Approximately 0.24 mile upstream of most up- | 
stream crossing of U.S. Route 19 ........-....-.-0-« a] 

Lick Creek: 
At confluence with Cunch River 
Upstream side of second upstream crossing of 

Clinchfieid Railroad pochaprtnentbebscpies sieiouetai 
Approximately 0.08 mile upstream of State 
PRD OB ann asscacnanccccsscsneaniccsenseneoserecectecorensarenenssd 

St. Paul (town), Wise and Russell Counties 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Approximately 3,000 feet upstream of Clinch- 
field Railway along cut-off portion of channel... 

Mapes available for inspection at the Municipal 
Building, Russell Street, St. Paul, Virginia. 

Washington County (unincorporated 
(FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Wolf Creek: 
Approximately 0.4 mile downstream of confiu- 

ae en eee S 

Highway a 
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for inspection at the Planning 
Office, 205 Academy Drive, Abing- 

pine 

Columbia County (unincorporated 
{FEMA Docket No. 6914) 

Twcannon River: 
360 feet downstream from the Powers Road 
I sameincah inte ncaptickintiininatinin tenants 

Approximately 7870 teet upstream trom the 
Powers Road Bridge........... 

At downstream corporate limits of the City of | 
Starbuck............ 

510 feet upstream from the Tucannon Street 

won from County Road 2427 .. 
er ee 

sequen ae tabaon amas 
rate timits of the Clty of Dayton ................... 

70 Sie Silietta raathesarntee 

Source of flooding and location 

Maps are available for review at City Hall, 
Pianning Department, 111 South First, Dayton, 
Washington. 

Mason County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA 
Docket No. 697 

Docket No. 6914) 

Tucannon River: 
450 feet downstream of the southwest corpo- 

550 feet downstream from the Tucannon Street 

100 feet downstream from the Tucannon Street 

Bridge 
500 feet upstream of the Tucannon Street 
Bridge sunenssopetesonnpansveqsunsonesmusesusaangnesten 

200 feet upstream of the southeast corporate 
fimits of Starbuck......... 

Maps are available for review at City Hall, Main 
Sweet, Starbuck, Washington. 

Barrackville (town), Marion County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Mage avaiable tor inspection at the City Hall, 
Barrackville, West Virginia. 

Bridgeport (city), Harrison County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6912) 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hail, 
131 W. Main Street, Bridgeport, West Virginia. 

Fairview (town), Marion County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

Paw Paw Creek 
At downstream corporate MIS ....ceoeeeneoee 

Source of flooding and location 

Approximately 132 feet upstream of Madison 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hail, 
Fairview, West Virginia. 

Farmington (town), Marion County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Buffalo Creek: 
Approximately 100 feet downstream of the 
downstream corporate limi 
Downstream side of State Route 15 
Approximately 425 feet upstream of the up- 
stream corporate fimits 

Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 
Farmington, West Virginia. 

sarge > 

tape avaliable for inepection at the City Hall 
Lost Creek, West Virginia. 

ES 

West Fork River: 
Upstream side of State Route 20.... mnt 
Entire Length of Termite Creek witin the com- 

Mape evellabte tor inepection at the City Hall, 
Lumberport, West Virginia. 
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Source of flooding and location 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 
Monongah, West Virginia. 

Pax (town), Fayette County (FEMA Docket No. 
6914) 

Paint Creek: 
At downstream corporate limits 
At upstream corporate limits... 

Maps available for inspection ‘at the City Hat, | 
Pax, West Virginia. 

Rivesville (town). Marion County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Maps available for inspection at the Town Hail, 
Rivesville, West Virginia. 

Shinnston (city), Harrison County (FEMA 
Docket No. 6914) 

Worthington (town), Marion County (FEMA 

ee ee eee ee 
274 Main Street, Worthington, West Virginia. 

Manawa (city), Waupaca County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

Little Wolf River: 
About 1.2 miles downstream of Bridge Sireet....... 
Just downstream of Manawa Dam...............0:...00- 
Just upstream of Manawa Dam................... 
About 0.5 mile upstream of Manawa Dam.......... 

Maps evailable for inepection at the City Hall, 
590 Clark Street, Manawa, Wisconsin. 

Marion (city), Waupaca County (FEMA Docket 
No. 6914) 

About 1.0 mile downstream of Parkview Avenue... 

Mape avaliable for Inepection at the City Hell, 
402 North Main Street, Marion, Wisconsin. 

Mape ere available for review at the Town 
Clerk's Office, 145 Coffeen Street, Ranchester, 

Wyoming. 

Administrator, Federal Insurance 
Administration. 

Issued: January 25, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-1820 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 



Proposed Rules 

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

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Commodity Credit Corporation 

7 CFR Part 1421 

Standards for Approval of 
Warehouses for Grain, Rice, Dry Edible 
Beans, and Seed; Reopening of 
Comment Period 

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corporation, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of reopening comment 
period. 

summary: On October 8, 1987, the 
Commodity Credit Corporation (“CCC”) 
published in the Federal Register a 
proposed rule with respect to warehouse 
bonding requirements. The proposed 
rule provided for a comment period 
ending January 8, 1988 (52 FR 37619). In 
response to requests received, CCC 
determined that the comment period 
should be reopened for an extended 
period. 

DATE: The comment period for the 
proposed rule which was published on 
October 8, 1987 at FR 37619 is reopened 
to February 12, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Steven Closson, Chief, Storage Contract 
Branch, Warehouse Division, USDA, 
Room 5962-South Building, P.O. Box 
2415, Washington, DC 20013, (202) 447- 
5647. 

Signed at Washington, DC, on January 27, 
1988. 

Milton Hertz, 

Executive Vice President, Commodity Credit 
Corporation. 

[FR Doc. 88-2018 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-05-™ 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 

9 CFR Part 51 

(Docket No. 87-100] 

Federal Indemnity Payments for 
Brucellosis Reactor Cattle and Bison 

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: We propose to phase out 
federal indemnity payments for reactor 
cattle and bison destroyed because of 
brucellosis. This would involve reducing 
indemnity amounts in Fiscal Year 1988 
and again in Fiscal Year 1989; we would 
pay no federal indemnity for brucellosis 
reactor cattle and bison after Fiscal 
Year 1989. Rates of destruction of 
reactor animals in recent years have 
been the same in states offering and not 
offering federal indemnity. Once an 
incentive for owners to slaughter reactor 
animals, this federal indemnity is no 
longer a decisive factor in brucellosis 
eradication. We therefore propose to 
cease federal indemnity payments for 
brucellosis reactor cattle and bison, so 
that we may allocate these federal funds 
for more effective use within the 
brucellosis eradication program. 

DATE: Consideration will be given only 
to comments postmarked or received on 
or before April 1, 1988. 

ADDRESS: Send an original and two 
copies of written comments to Steven B. 
Farbman, Assistant Director, Regulatory 
Coordination, APHIS, USDA, Room 728, 
Federal Building, 6505 Belcrest Road, 
Hyattsville, MD 20782. Please state that 
your comments refer to Docket No. 87- 
100. Comments received may be 
inspected in Room 728 of the Federal 
Building between 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except 
holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Dr. H.E. Metcalf, Senior Staff 
Veterinarian, Program Planning Staff, 
VS, APHIS, USDA, Room 841, Federal 
Building, 6505 Belcrest Road, 
Hyattsville, MD 20782, 301-436-8713. 

Federal Register 

Vol. 53, No. 20 

Monday, February 1, 1988 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

The regulations on animals destroyed 
because of brucellosis in 9 CFR Part 51 
(referred to below as the regulations) 
authorize payment of federal indemnity 
to certain owners of brucellosis reactor 
and brucellosis exposed cattle and 
bison. The payment of this federal 
indemnity originated as an incentive to 
encourage participation in brucellosis 
eradication efforts. 

With brucellosis reactors having only 
slaughter value in today’s market, 
compensating reactors’ owners is no 
longer necessary. Unlike the owners of 
brucellosis exposed animals, the owners 
of confirmed reactors have few options 
other than to dispose of them. For us to 
continue offering them an incentive to 
take action they are likely to take 
without this federal indemnity would 
reduce the amount available for 
allocations to brucellosis eradication 
program areas more directly dependent 
on our funding for their success—such 
as the program for depopulating herds of 
brucellosis exposed cattle or bison. 
We are therefore proposing to phase 

out federal indemnity payments for 
brucellosis reactor cattle and bison. Our 
proposal, which would authorize no 
more of these payments after Fiscal 
Year 1989, has the support of the United 
States Animal Health Association 
(USAHA). Industry representatives and 
state and federal animal health officials 
constitute the membership of USAHA; 
in their annual report for 1983, they 
recommended phasing out federal 
indemnity payments at a rate of 20 
percent each year, with all payments 
ending by the end of the decade. Recent 
statistics support this proposed action: 
The number of animals infected with 
brucellosis, destroyed because they are 
reactors, has been dropping at a rate 
fluctuating between 11 and 20 percent 
each year since 1981. This has been the 
case in all states, including those that 
have discontinued Federal indemnity 
payments, giving us reason to believe 
that the success of the national 
brucellosis eradication program does 
not depend on compensating owners 
who destroy brucellosis reactor cattle or 
bison. 
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We propose to reduce federal 
indemnity payments for reactors during 
fiscal years 1988 and 1989, at a rate of 20 
percent of the current indemnity each 
year before payments cease in Fiscal 
Year 1990. We prefer this phasing down 
of federal indemnity payments to a more 
abrupt cessation, to enable states 
interested in continuing to compensate 
owners of reactors to make appropriate 
allocations in their annual budgets. 

Executive Order 12291 and Regulatory 
Flexibility Act 

We are issuing this proposed rule in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and we have determined that it is 
not a “major rule.” Based on information 
compiled by the Department, we have 
determined that this proposed rule 
would have an effect on the economy of 
less than $100 million; would not cause a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individuals, industries, 
federal, state, or local government 
agencies or geographic regions; and 
would not cause a significant adverse 
effect on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The economic effect of the proposed 
change would be minimal. Since Fiscal 
Year 1975, when Texas discontinued 
paying federal indemnity, owners of 
brucellosis reactor cattle and bison have 
been destroying those animals at 
approximately the same rate, whether or 
not federal indemnity has been 
available. In Fiscal Year 1987, the 
number of brucellosis reactors 
continued to drop in the high incidence 
states of Arkansas, Texas, and 
Louisiana as it did in other states, 
although the three named states offer no 
federal indemnity. Accordingly, there is 
no evidence that continuing payment of 
federal indemnity has any effect on the 
sale of brucellosis reactors for slaughter 
or the elimination of reactor herds. 
Owners of brucellosis reactors have 
little to gain by keeping those animals, 
which have slaughter value only. Begun 
as an incentive for owners to participate 
in the brucellosis eradication program, 
the federal indemnity for reactor cattle 
and bison destroyed because of 
brucellosis no longer serves that 
purpose. Recent statistics indicate that 
the owners of brucellosis reactors do not 
decide to participate in the brucellosis 
eradication program on the basis of our 
offer of federal indemnity. 

The ratio of herd owners to herds in 
the United States is approximately one- 
to-one. The total number of herds, in 
Fiscal Year 1987, was 1,479,849. Of that 
number, 4,752 were found to contain 

brucellosis reactors. Almost half of 
those—2,024 reactor herds—were found 
in Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana, the 
three states offering no federal 
indemnity to owners. If every eligible 
owner of a brucellosis reactor decided 
to claim the federal indemnity, fewer 
than 2,728 owners, would have been 
affected. With the brucellosis 
eradication program reducing the 
number of brucellosis reactors each 
year, we expect the number of owners of 
reactors to be similarly reduced; the 
availability of federal indemnity affects 
fewer herd owners each year. This 
means that, at most, less than .002 
percent, or 2,728 of the 1,479,849 herd 
owners in the United States, might be 
affected by our proposed 
discontinuation of federal indemnity 
payments if it were effective 
immediately. Considering the two-year 
phase-out proposed, and the continuing 
success of the brucellosis eradication 
program, we expect the actual number 
of herd owners affected by our proposal 
to be under 2,728. Furthermore, a herd 
containing even one brucellosis reactor 
is considered a reactor herd; the average 
percentage of reactor animals within a 
reactor herd is less than six percent. 
Under these circumstances, the 

Administrator of the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service has 
determined that the proposed rule would 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. 

Paperwork Reduction Act 

This proposed rule contains no 
information collection or recordkeeping 
requirements under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq.) 

Executive Order 12372 

This program/ activity is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
under No. 10.025 and is subject to the 
provisions of Executive Order 12372, 
which requires intergovernmental 
consultation with state and local 
officials. (See 7 CFR Part 3015, Subpart 
V.) 

List of Subjects in 9 CFR Part 51 

Animal diseases, Bison, Brucellosis, 
Cattle, Hogs, Indemnity payments. 

Accordingly, we propose to amend 9 
CFR Part 51 as follows: 

PART 51—ANIMALS DESTROYED 
BECAUSE OF BRUCELLOSIS 

1. The authority citation would 
continue to read as follows: 

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114, 114a, 

114a-1, 120, 121, 125, 134b; 7 CFR 2.17. 2.51, 

and 371.2(d). 
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2. In § 51.3. paragraph (a)(1) would be 
revised to read as follows: 

$51.3 Payment to owners for animals 
destroyed. 

(a) eee 

(1) Brucellosis reactor cattle and 
bison. The Administrator may, through 
Fiscal Year 1989, continue to authorize * 
payment of federal indemnity to owners 
of cattle or bison destroyed as 
brucellosis reactors. The maximum 
federal indemnity paid in Fiscal Year 
1988 will not exceed $200 for registered 
cattle nor $40 for nonregistered cattle or 
bison, with the following exceptions: 
This figure for nonregistered dairy cattle 
will not exceed $200; and, in Alaska, 
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands, the maximum indemnity paid 
for nonregistered cattle or bison will not 
exceed $120. The maximum federal 
indemnity paid in Fiscal Year 1989 will 
not exceed $150 for registered cattle nor 
$30 for nonregistered cattle or bison, 
with the following exceptions: This 
figure for nonregistered dairy cattle will 
not exceed $150; and, in Alaska, Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands, the 
maximum indemnity paid for 
nonregistered cattle or bison will not 
exceed $90. Payment of all federal 
indemnity for reactor cattle or bison will 
cease in Fiscal Year 1990. The owner of 
brucellosis reactor cattle or bison must 
provide the Veterinarian in Charge with 
proof of destruction * to receive an 
indemnity payment. 

* * * * 

Done in Washington, DC, this 26th day of 
January, 1988. 

James W. Glossser, 

Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service. 

[FR Doc. 88-1971 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-34-4 

* The Administrator will authorize payment of 
federal indemnity by the United States Department 
of Agriculture at the maximum per head rates in 
§ 51.3: (a} So long as sufficient funds appropriated 
by Congress for that fiscal year appear to be 
available for brucellosis exposed cattle and bison; 
(b) In states or areas not under federal quarantine; 
(c) In states requesting payment of federal 
indemnity; and (d) In states not requesting a lower 
rate. 

* The Veterinarian in Charge will accept any of 
the following documents as proof of destruction: (a) 
A postmortem report; (b) A written statement by a 
state representative, veterinary services 
representative, or accredited veterinarian attesting 
to the destruction of the animal; (d) The owner or 
caretaker's written, sworn statement attesting to the 
animal's destruction; (e) A permit (VS Form 1-27) 
consigning the animal from a farm or market 
directly to a recognized slaughtering establishment; 
or (f) In unique situations where no document listed 
above is available, a comparable proof of 
destruction. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Parts 21 and 23 

[Docket No. 048CE, Notice No. 23-ACE-39] 

Special Conditions; Dornier 228-200 
Airplanes With Electronic Flight 
instrument Systems (EFIS) 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed special 
conditions. 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes special 
conditions for incorporation of an 
electronic flight instrument system 
(EFIS) in the Dornier 228-200 Airplanes. 
These airplanes will have novel and 
unusual design features when compared 
to the state of technology envisaged in 
the airworthiness standards applicable 
to these airplanes when EFIS is 
installed. These novel and unusual 
design features include the use of a 
cathode-ray tube electronic flight 
instrument system for which the 
applicable regulations do not contain 
adequate or appropriate airworthiness 
standards. This notice contains the 
additional safety standards which the 
Administrator considers necessary to 
establish a level of safety equivalent to 
that provided by the applicable 
airworthiness standards. 
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before March 2, 1988. 
ADDRESS: Comments on this proposal 
may be mailed in duplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
Regional Counsel, ACE-7, Attention: 
Rules Docket Clerk, Docket No. 048CE, 
Room No. 1558, 601 East 12th Street, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. All 
comments must be marked: Docket No. 
048CE. Comments may be inspected in 
the Rules Docket weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 7:30 a.m. and 
4:00 p.m. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ervin E. Dvorak, Aerospace Engineer, 
Standards Office (ACE-110), Aircraft 
Certification Division, Central Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, Room 
1656, 601 East 12th Street, Federal Office 
Building, Kansas City, Missouri 64106; 
telephone (616) 374-5688. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of these 
special conditions by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket or 

notice number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the address specified 
above. All communications received on 
or before the closing date for comments 
specified above will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking further 
rulemaking action on this proposal. 
Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this notice 
must include a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to 
Docket No. 048CE.” The postcard will be 
date stamped and returned to the 
commenter. The proposals contained in 
this notice may be changed in light of 
the comments received. All comments 
received will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested parties. A report summarizing 
each substantive public contact with 
FAA personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 

Type Certification Basis 

The type certification basis for the 
Dornier 228-200 Airplanes is as follows: 
Special Faderal Aviation Regulation 
(SFAR) 41C, effective September 13, 
1982; Part 23 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (FAR), effective February 1, 
1965, as amended by Amendments 23-2 
through 23-23; SFAR 27 effective 
February 1, 1974, as amended by 
Amendments 27-1 through 27-4; and 
Part 36, effective December 1, 1969, as 
amended by Amendments 36-1 through 
36-12. 

Background 

On September 14, 1987, AAR 
Oklahoma, Inc., Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma submitted an application for 
supplemental type certificate (STC) 
approval of the design changes 
necessary to install a Collins 85B 
Electronic Flight Instrument System 
(EFIS) on the Dornier 228-200 Airplane. 
This installation incorporates an 
electronic attitude director indicator 
(EADI) and electronic horizontal 
situation indicator (EHSI) in lieu of the 
traditional mechanical or electro- 
mechanical displays providing similar 
information to the flight crew. 

Special conditions may be issued and 
amended, as necessary, as part of the 
type certification basis if the 
Administrator finds that the 
airworthiness standards designated in 
accordance with § 21.101 do not contain 
adequate or appropriate safety 
standards because of novel or unusual 
design features of an airplane or 
installation. Special conditions, as 
appropriate, are issued in accordance 
with § 11.49, after public notice as 

required by §§ 11.28 and 11.29(b), 
effective October 14, 1980, and will 
become a part of the type certification 
basis, as provided by § 21.101(b)(2). 

The proposed type design of the 
Collins 85B EFIS installation in the 
Dornier 228-200 Airplane contains a 
number of novel and unusual design 
features not envisaged by the applicable 
Part 23 airworthiness standards. Special 
conditions are considered necessary 
because the airworthiness standards of 
Part 23 do not contain adequate or 
appropriate safety standards for the 
novel or unusual design features of the 
Collins 85B EFIS installation in the 
Dornier 228-200 Airplane. 

Special conditions resulting from this 
notice will also be applicable to all 
Dornier 228-200 series airplanes for 
installation of similar EFIS (not limited 
to the same manufacturer) without 
further amendment of the special 
conditions. 
AAR Oklahoma, Inc. has proposed 

cathode-ray tube (CRT) electronic 
display units for primary attitude, 
heading, and navigation cockpit 
displays. The cockpit instrument panel 
configuration would feature five EFIS 
displays, an electronic horizontal 
situation indicator (EHSI) in the left and 
right instrument panels and a 
multifunction display in the center 
panel. All other displays; i.e., airspeed, 
altitude, vertical speed, etc., will be 
conventional instruments. A back-up 
conventional attitude instrument will be 
near the center of the panel. 

Emissive color on a CRT display will 
inevitably appear different than 
reflective colors on conventional 
electro-mechanical displays. Different 
intensities and color temperatures of 
ambient illumination will also affect the 
perceived colors. Therefore, display 
legibility must be adequate for all 
cockpit lighting conditions including 
direct sunlight. 

Features of this system are novel and 
unusual relative to the applicable 
airworthiness requirements. Current 
small airplane airworthiness 
requirements are based on “single-fault 
or “fail-safe” concepts and, when 
promulgated, the FAA did not envision 
use of complex, safety-critical systems 
in small airplanes. The current small 
airplane requirements envisioned 
instruments that were single function; 
i.e., a failure would cause loss of only 
one instrument function, although 
several instrument functions may have 
been housed in a common case. 

Flight instruments for the pilot are 
required to be grouped in front of the 
pilot so deviation from looking forward 
along the airplane flight path is 
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minimized when the pilot shifts from 
viewing the flight path to viewing the 
flight instruments. 

For instrument flight, the airplane 
must be equipped with the minimum 
flight instruments listed in the operating 
rules. This minimum listing of 
instruments includes all instruments that 
have long been accepted as the 
minimum for continued safe flight. Back- 
up instruments for these instruments are 
not required by the small airplane 
airworthiness requirements because the 
FAA has long accepted that the small 
airplane could be safely flown following 
a single instrument failure. The basic 
airman certification program for an 
instrument flight rules (IFR) rating has 
long included the required 
demonstration of ability to fly the 
airplane safely following failure of any 
one of the previously cited instruments 
and has not required, as a basic IFR 
rating requirement, that all IFR rated 
airmen must demonstrate abilities using 
other back-up instruments. 
A special condition is proposed which 

would allow installation of electronic 
displays that feature design 
characteristics where a single 
malfunction or failure could affect more 
than one primary instrument, display, or 
system. The proposed special condition 
would also provide requirements to 
assure adequate reliability of system 
design functions that are determined to 
be essential for continued safe flight and 
landing of the airplane. 

In installations where electronic 
displays take the place of traditional 
instruments, the reliability must not be 
less than that of the traditional 
instruments. This is in regard to the 
collective reliability of the traditional 
instruments rather than the reliability of 
a single traditional instrument. For this 
raason, the proposed special condition 
includes requiremeuts needed for their 
certification. 

The proposed special condition will 
also require a detailed examination of 
each item of equipment/component of 
the electronic display system, and 
installation of the system, to determine 
if the airplane is dependent upon its 
function for continued safe flight and 
landing, or if its failure would 
significantly reduce the capability of the 
airplane or the ability of the crew to 
cope with these adverse operating 
conditions. Each component of the 
installation identified by such an 
examination as being critical to the safe 
operation of the airplane would be 
required to meet the proposed special 
condition. 

The present § 23.1309 has been used 
as a means of evaluating systems since 
being incorporated into 14 CFR Part 23 

by Amendment 23-14, dated December 
20, 1973. The “no-single-fault” or “fail- 
safe” concept of § 23.1309, along with 
experience based on service-proven 
designs and good engineering judgment 
have been used to successfully evaluate 
most airplane systems and equipment. 
However, the FAA is finding it difficult 
to apply the “single fault” concept as a 
means of determining the effect or 
likelihood of certain failure conditions to 
complex systems like those proposed for 
the Collins 85B EFIS installation. 
Therefore, the FAA considers it 
necessary to include the proposed 
additional system analysis requirements 
in the certification basis. This will also 
allow the use of the latest available 
“rational method” of safety analysis of 
the systems to assure a level of safety 
intended in the applicable requirements. 
The development of rational methods 

for safety assessment of systems is 
based on the premise that an inverse 
relationship exists between the 
probability of a failure condition and its 
effect on the airplane. That is, the more 
serious the effect, the lower the 
probability must be that the related 
failure condition will occur. 

Use of these rational methods for 
safety assessment of systems does not 
mandate use of numerical analysis. An 
applicant may use numerical analysis to 
assist in showing compliance but, in 
many cases, adequate data is not 
available for preparing a stand-alone 
numerical analysis for showing 
compliance. Therefore, in small airplane 
certification, a rational analysis based 
on identification of failure modes and 
their consequences is frequently 
acceptable substantiation of compliance 
with the various required levels of 
system reliability rather than a 
numerical analysis alone. 

If it is determined that the airplane 
includes systems that perform more 
critical functions, it will be necessary to 
show that those systems meet more 
stringent requirements. Systems that 
perform a function that is needed for 
continued safety of flight and landing of 
the airplane, whose failure would be 
catastrophic, would be required to meet 
requirements that establish either that 
there will be no failures of that system, 
or that a failure is extremely 
improbable. 

The special condition also requires 
that the occurrence of system(s) failures 
which would significantly reduce the 
airplane's capability, or the ability of the 
crew to cope with adverse operating 
conditions, and thereby be potentially 
catastrophic, be improbable. It is 
recognized that any system(s) failure 
will reduce the airplane's or crew's 
capability by some degree, but that 
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reduction may not be of the degree as to 
lead to potentially catastrophic results. 
The proposed special condition 

provides reliability requirements which 
are based on the criticality of the 
system's function and will provide the 
standards needed for certification of 
complex safety-critical systems being 
proposed for installation. 

The FAA has considered the features 
proposed by AAR Oklahoma, Inc. for 
the EFIS installation in the Dornier 228- 
200 Airplane and has concluded that, 
notwithstanding the existing small 
airplane requirements which did not 
envision the use of such complex or 
critical systems, special conditions can 
be promulgated for the affected systems, 
in lieu of applicable requirements, that 
will provide the intended level of safety. 
Accordingly, the special conditions are 
proposed. 

Conclusion 

This action affects only specified 
model series airplanes. It is not a rule of 
general applicability and applies only to 
the series and models of airplanes 
identified in these proposed special 
conditions. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Parts 21 and 
23 

Aviation safety, Aircraft, Air 
transportation, Safety. 
The authority citation for these 

special conditions is as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958; as amended (49 
U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. - 
106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.101; and 14 CFR 
11.28 and 11.49. 

The Proposed Special Conditions 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes the following special 
conditions as part of the type 
certification basis for the Dornier 228- 
200 Airplanes: 

1. In addition to Appendix A of Part 135 
and in lieu of § 23.1309(b) and applicable 
requirements of Part 23 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to the contrary, for 
instruments, systems, and installations 
whose design incorporates electronic 
displays that feature design characteristics 
where a single malfunction or failure could 
affect more than one primary instrument 
display or system, and/or system design 
functions that are determined to be essential 
for continued safe flight and landing of the 
airplane, the following special condition 
applies: 

(a) Systems and associated components 
must be examined separately and in relation 
to other airplane systems to determine if the 
airplane is dependent upon its function for 
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continued safe flight and landing, and if its 
failure would significantly reduce the 
capability of the airplane or the ability of the 
crew to cope with adverse operating 
conditions. Each system and each component 
identified by this examination upon which 
the airplane is dependent for continued safe 
flight and landing, or whose failure would 
significantiy reduce the capability of the 
airplane or the ability of the crew to cope 
with adverse operating conditions, must be 
designed and examined to comply with the 
following requirements: 

(1) 2t must be shown that there will be no 
singly failure or probable combination of 
failures under any anticipated operating 
condition which would prevent the continued 
safe flight and landing of the airplane, or it 
must be shown that such failures are 
extremely improbable. 

(2) It must be shown that there will be no 

conditions, or it must be shown that such 
failures are improbable. 

{3) Warning information must be provided 
to alert the crew to unsafe system operating 
conditions and to enable them to take 
appropriate corrective action. This warning 
information must not tend to initiate crew 
action which would create additional 
hazards. 

(4) Compliance with the requirements of 
this special condition must be shown by 
analysis and, where necessary, by 

noo resulting effects on the airplane 
occupants, considering the state of flight 

= operating sinter onndllionn and 
(v) The crew warning cues, corrective 

action required, and the capability of 
detecting faults. 

(5) Numerical analysis may be used to 
support the engineering examination. 

(b) Electronic display units, including those 

member for continued safe operation, after 

any single failure or probable combination of 
failures that is not shown to comply with 
paragraph (a)(1) of this special condition. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on January 
11, 1988. 

Donald J. Schneider, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1949 Filed 1-29-88; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 64-CE-03-AD] 

Airworthiness Directives; Cessna 180, 
A162, 182, F182, FR162, R182, 185, 188, 
T188, 190, 195, 205, 206, P206, U206, 
TP206, TU206, 207, T207, 210 and T210 
Series Airplanes 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

~ (NPRM) 

SumMARY: This Notice proposes to 
revise and reissue Airworthiness 
Directive (AD) 84-10-01, Amendment 
39-4863 (49 FR 21507, May 22, 1984), 
applicable to certain Cessna single 
engine airplanes, to allow for an 
equivalent means of compliance for 
those airplanes presently required to be 
equipped with a fuel system preflight 
placard. The equivalent means of 
compliance is the installation of raised 
filler neck fuel caps. Incidents of engine 
power loss and accidents due to water 
contamination of the fuel system have 
occurred on some models of the above 
airplanes. The prescribed action will 
identify airplanes having bladder fuel 
cells which tend to retain water 
contamination, provide fuel tank 
drainage provisions and reduce the 
possibility that water may enter and be 
retained in the fuel tanks. 
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before March 8, 1988. 
ADDRESSES: Cessna Service Information 
Letters SE79—45 dated September 10, 
1979, SE82-34 dated july 23, 1982, SEa4— 
8 dated March 16, 1964, SE-64-9 dated 
March 23, 1964, and Cessna Single 
Engine Service Kit SK182-85 dated 
September 10, 1984, applicable to this 
AD may be obtained from Censsna 
Aircraft Company, P.O. Box 1521, 
Wichita, Kansas 67201. 

Send comments on the proposal in 
triplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration, Central Region, Office 
of the Regional Counsel, Attention: 
Rules Docket No. 84—CE-03-AD, Room 
1558, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106. Comments may be 
inspected at this location between 8 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
holidays excepted. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Paul O. Pendleton, Aerospace 
Engineer, ACE-140W, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Wichita Aircraft 
Certification Office, 1801 Airport Road, 
Room 100, Wichita, Kansas 67209; 
telephone 316-946-4427. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket or 
notice number and be submitted in 
triplicate to the address specified above. 
All communications received on or 
before the closing date for comments 
specified above will be considered by 
the Director before taking action on the 
proposed rule. The proposals contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, economic, environmental 
and energy aspects of the proposed rule. 
All comments submitted will be 
available both before and after the 
closing date for comments in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. A report summarizing each 
FAA public contact concerned with the 
substance of this proposal will be filed 
in the Rules Docket. 

Availability of NPRMs 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Central 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Attention: Airworthiness Rules Docket 
No. 84—CE-03-AD, Room 1558, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. 

Discussion 

AD 84-10-01, Amendment 39-4863 (49 
FR 21507, May 22, 1984), which was 
effective May 22, 1984, applicable to 
certain Cessna single engine airplanes 
required (among other ) that 
airplanes con es in the fuel 
bladder tanks (other than fluid trapping 
diagonal corner wrinkles which were 
required to be removed or the bladder 
replaced) that trapped more than three 
fluid ounces to be for specific 
fuel system preflight procedures. 
Accident reports reviewed since AD 84- 
10-01 became effective indicate that 
pilot negligence of the fuel system 
preflight procedures still exist. Also, 
some owner pilots oe consider the fuel 
system 
cumbersome but they are lean willing to 
have the fuel bladders replaced to 
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eliminate the fluid trapping wrinkles. 
This proposal would allow fuel bladders 
containing wrinkles that trap more than 
three fluid ounces (other than fluid 
trapping diagonal corner wrinkles) to 
remain in service and delete the 
requirement to install the fuel system 
preflight placard if those airplanes are 
equipped with Cessna Service Kit 
$K182-85, which is for installation of 
reduced diameter fuel filler caps on all 
fuel filler openings. The reduced 
diameter filler caps installed by SK182- 
85 are the raised filler neck type which 
have proven to be able to prevent 
precipitation from entering the fuel 
tanks even when the caps receive 
minimum maintenance and inspection. If 
the airplane owner elects to install the 
raised filler neck fuel caps, the projected 
cost for parts and labor is $200 per 
airplane. The cost of compliance with 
the proposed revised AD is so small that 
the expense of compliance will not be a 
significant financial impact on any small 
entities operating these airplanes. 

This proposal also corrects the serial 
numbers on the 180, 182, and 210 series 
airplanes by deleting the series prefix 
which are not part of the serial numbers 
on early production airplanes. 

Therefore, I certify that this action: (1) 
Is not a major rule under the provisions 
of Executive Order 12291, (2) is not a 
significant rule under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979), and (3) if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 

A copy of the draft regulatory 
evaluation has been prepared for this 
action and has been placed in the public 
docket. A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the Rules Docket at the 
location provided under the caption 
“ADDRESSES”. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aviation safety, 
Aircraft, Safety. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the FAR as follows: 

PART 39—[ AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354{a), and1421 and 

1423; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revied, Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 

2. By revising and reissuing AD 84-10- 
01, Amendment 39-4863 (49 FR 21507, 
May 22, 1984), as follows: 

§39.13 [Amended] 

Cessna: Applies to the following series and 
serial numbered airplanes certificated in 
any category: 

30000 thru 50911; 18050912 thru 
18053000 (1953 thru 1978) 

18053001 thru 18053203 (1979 
thru 1881) (optional tanks only) 

33000 thru 53007; 18253008 thru 
18266590 (1956 thru 1978) 

..| 18200001 thru 18200583 
(1978) 

185-0001 thru 18509683 (1961 
thru 1978) 

18503684 thru 18504414 (1979 
thru 1983) (optional tanks only) 

| 188-0446 thru 18803856 (1972 
thru 1981) (wing tanks only) 

18800967T thru 18803966T (1972 
thru 1983) 

718803307T thru 118803966T 
(1979 thru 1983) 

TOC vrscnccqeccnes - 

190/195 .....-secseee 
210-5 (205)....... 

206, U206, 
TU206. 

P206, TP206 ...... 

207, T207 .....-000e 

P206-0001 thru P20600647 (1965 
thru 1970) 

20700001 thru 20700771 (1969 
thru 1984) 

57001 thru 57575; 21057576 thru 

A182-0001 thru A182-0146 (1966 
thru 1974) 

F 18200001 thru F18200094 (1976 
thru 1978) 

..| FR18200001 thru FR18200020 
(1978) 

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent power loss or engine stoppage 
due to water contamination of the fuel 
system, accomplish the following: 

(a) Within the next 50 hours time-in-service 
after the effective date of this AD, on all 
applicable airplanes, install quick drains in 
the fuel tank sumps and fuel tank reservoirs 
where applicable, in accordance with the kits 
specified by Cessna Service Letters SE79-45 
and SE84-8, or using equivalent aircraft 
standard hardware. 

(b) Within the next 50 hours time-in-service 
after the effective date of this AD, inspect the 
fuel tank filler area for proper sealing in 
accordance with the following: 

(1) On all applicable airplanes: 
(i) Visually inspect the wing aft of the fuel 

filler for indications of inflight fuel leakage. 
(ii) Visually inspect the fuel cap locking 

mechanism and seals for cracking, distortion 
and any condition which might prevent 
sealing. 

(iii) Remove the fuel filler caps and inspect 
the adapter sealing face for distortion, 
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scratches, corrosion or any condition which 
may prevent the cap from sealing. 

(2) In addition, on all applicable airplanes 
except models 190 and 195 airplanes; 

(i) Visually check the sealing and security 
of the attachment of the adapter flange to the 
adapter plate paying particular attention to 
the adhesive (if present) between the parts. 

(ii) Check the fuel cap seal by actuating the 
locking tab and noting that force is 
maintained between the cap, seal, and 
adapter when the tab is in the overcenter 
locked position or conduct a fuel cap seal test 
in accordance with Cessna Single Engine 
Service Information Letter SE82-34. 

(3) Correct any deficiencies disclosed by 
the above inspections by parts replacement 
or adjustment, as required, before returning 
the airplane to service. 

(c) Within the next 50 hours time-in-service 
after the effective date of this AD, on all 
applicable airplanes, except models 190 and 
195, conduct an inspection for fuel tank 
wrinkles in accordance with the following: 

(1) Drain the wing fuel tanks. 
(2) Note any wrinkles which retain fluid 

after draining. Remove diagonal wrinkles 
across the inboard rear corner in the vicinity 
of the fuel tank drain by installation of 
Cessna drain kit described in Service Letter 
SE84-9, or by replacement of the fuel bladder. 
Verify that no wrinkles exist in the tank sump 
drain area before returning-the airplane to 
service. 

Note: The manufacturer has identified 
some new bladder cells which may require 
installation with a special adapter to prevent 
the formation of the above described 
wrinkles and has included this part with 
these bladder cells. Use of this part, or the 
drain kit, may be necessary to eliminate 
these wrinkles. 

(3) If wrinkles are found in the tank bottom 
at a location other than diagonally across the 
inboard rear corner, determine the amount of 
fluid which is trapped by these wrinkles in 
accordance with the following: 

{i) Place the airplane in the normal ground 
(water) attitude. 

(ii) Service tank(s) with enough fuel to 
completely cover bottom of tank surface. 
Drain tank and note any wrinkles which 
retain fuel. 

(iii) Direct all trapped fluid to the tank 
drain area, using a non-absorbent squeegee 
or other tool compatible with the fuel 
bladder, and drain and measure the fluid 
retained in both tanks, 

(iv) If this total does not exceed three 
ounces, no further action is required. 

(v) If the total quantity drained exceeds 
three ounces, check the snaps and fasteners 
for security. If necessary, blend and smooth 
the tank bottom to remove wrinkles. Blending 
may include replacement of the protective 
tape on the corners or edges to maintain a 
tank surface which will not trap excess fluid. 
Caution: Excessive blending or smoothing 
may cause leaks to develop in the tank. 

(vi) If the tanks trap fluid in excess of three 
ounces after compliance with paragraph (v) 
above accomplish either paragraph (A) or 
paragraph (B) as follows: 
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(A) Fabricate using letters at least .10 
inches in height, and install a placard in full 
view of the pilot which states as follows: 

“Prior to flight following exposure to rain, 
sleet, snow, or after fueling from an unfiltered 
fuel source: 

1. Drain and catch the contents of the fuel 
gascolator, wing, and (if equipped) reservoir 
tank sumps and check for water 
contamination. 

2. Place the airplane on a level surface and 
lower the tail to within 5 inches of the ground 
(on nose gear airplanes). 

3. Rock the wings 10 inches up and 10 
inches down at least 12 times. 

4. Drain and catch the contents of the fuel 
gascolator, wing, and (if equipped) reservoir 
tanks sumps and check for water 
contamination. 

5. If water is found in step 4. above, repeat 
steps 3. and 4. until no additional water is 
detected, or drain the entire airplane fuel 
system.” 

(B) Install reduced diameter (raised filler 
neck) fuel caps on all fuel filler openings in 
accordance with Cessna Service Kit SK182- 
85. If SK182-85 is accomplished, paragraph 
(d) below no longer applies. 

(d) Within 12 months after initial 
compliance with the AD, and each 12 months 
thereafter, reinspect the fuel filler installation 
of airplanes that require the placard per 
paragraph (c)(3)(vi) in accordance with 
paragraph (b) of this AD. 

(e) The placard required by paragraph 
(c)(3)(vi) may be fabricated and installed by 
the airplane owner, or operator, providing 
that this person possesses at least a private 
pilot license. 

(f) Airplanes may be flown in accordance 
with FAR 21.197 to a location where this AD 
may be accomplished if it is determined that 
no water is present in the tank from which 
fuel will be used. 

(g) An equivalent means of compliance 
with this AD may be used if approved by the 
Manager, Aircraft Certification Office, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 1801 
Airport Road, Room 100, Mid-Continent 
Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67209. Fuel cells 
and quick drain valves that are approved for 
the applicable airplanes are approved as an 
equivalent means of compliance in 
replacement of corresponding parts required 
to be installed by this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive 
may obtain copies of the document(s) 
referred to herein upon request to 
Cessna Aircraft Company, Customer 
Service, P.O. Box 1521, Wichita, Kansas 
67201; or may examine the document(s) 
referred to herein at the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
Regional Counsel, Room 1558, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. 

This amendment revises AD 84-10-01, 
Amendment 39-4863 (49 FR 21507, May 
22, 1984), effective May 22, 1984. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on January 
19, 1988. 

Paul K. Bohr, 

Director, Central Region. 
[FR Doc. 88-1950 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 87-NM-134-AD] 

Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell 
Douglas Mode! DC-9-10 Through -80, 
and C-9 (Military) Series Airplanes, 
Fuselage Numbers 1 Through 1309 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to 
supersede an existing airworthiness 
directive (AD), applicable to certain 
McDonnell Douglas DC-9-10 through - 
50, and C-9 (Military) series airplanes, 
which currently requires visual/ 
borescope inspections, and repair or 
replacement, as necessary, of the aft 
pressure bulkhead tee cap. This 
proposal would provide for optional 
eddy current inspections of the fuselage 
aft pressure bulkhead tee cap from the 
forward side of the bulkhead and 
increase the current repetitive 
inspection intervals. This action would 
also expand the applicability to include 
certain Model DC-9-80 series airplanes. 
This proposal is prompted by reports of 
cracks in the aft pressure bulkhead tee 
cap. If this condition is not corrected, 
bulkhead tee cap cracks may develop, 
which could result in rapid 
depressurization and cause severe 
structural damage to the airplane. 

DATES: Comments must be received no 
later than March 28, 1988. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel (Attn: ANM-103), Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 87-NM- 
134~AD, 17900 Pacific Highway South, 
C-68966, Seattle, Washington 98168. The 
applicable service information may be 
obtained from McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation, 3855 Lakewood Boulevard, 
Long Beach, California 90846, Attention: 
Director, Publications and Training, C1- 
750 (54-60). This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, Seattle, Washington, or 4344 
Donald Douglas Drive, Long Beach, 
California. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Michael N. Asahara, Sr., Aerospace 
Engineer, Airframe Branch, ANM-122L, 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, Los 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 
4344 Donald Douglas Drive, Long Beach, 
California 90808; telephone (213) 514- 
6319. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 
Interested persons are invited to 

participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA/public 
contact concerned with the substance of 
this proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Office of 
the Regional Counsel (Attn: ANM-103), 
Attention: Airworthiness Rules Docket 
No. 87-NM-134—AD, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, C-68966, Seattle, 
Washington 98168. 

Discussion 
On April 25, 1985, FAA issued 

Airworthiness Directive (AD) 85-16-03, 
Amendment 39-5109 (50 FR 30804; July 
30, 1985), which requires inspection for 
cracks, and repair or replacement, as 
necessary, of the aft pressure bulkhead 
tee cap on McDonnell Douglas DC-9 
series airplanes with 35,000 or more 
landings. The AD was prompted by 
reports of cracks, which could lead to 
rapid depressurization and result in 
severe structural damage to the 
airplane. 

Since the issuance of that AD, 
McDonnell Douglas has developed an 
eddy current procedure for inspection 
for cracks in the aft pressure bulkhead 
tee cap from the forward side of the aft 
pressure bulkhead. This nondestructive 
inspection (NDI) procedure will increase 
the probability of detecting cracks in the 
tee caps. 

The FAA has reviewed and approved 
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service 
Bulletin (ASB) 53-191, Revision 1, dated 
July 20, 1987, which describes 
procedures for optional eddy current 
inspection and includes certain DC-9-80 
series airplanes in its effectivity. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other airplanes of this 
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same type design, an AD is proposed 
which would supersede AD 85-16-03 to 
include optional inspection using eddy 
current procedures from the forward 
side of the bulkhead, in accordance with 
the service bulletin previously 
mentioned; increase the repetitive 
inspection intervals from 3,500 to 15,000 
landings when using the eddy current 
procedures; and expand the 
applicability to include certain Model 
DC-9-80 series airplanes. 

It is estimated that 740 airplanes of 
U.S. registry would be affected by this 
AD. It would take approximately 12 
manhours per airplane to accomplish an 
optically-aided visual inspection, and 
148 manhours per airplane to 
accomplish high and low frequency 
eddy current inspections from the 
forward side of the bulkhead. The 
average labor cost would be $40 per 
manhour. Based on these figures, the 
total cost impact of the AD on U.S. 
operators is estimated to be $355,200 
and $4,380,000, respectively. 

For these reasons, the FAA has 
determined that this document: (1) 
Involves a proposed regulation which is 
not major under Executive Order 12291 
and (2) is not a significant rule pursuant 
to the Department of Transportation 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and it is 
further certified under the criteria of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act that this 
proposed rule, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities because few, if 
any, Model DC-9 series airplanes are 
operated by small entities. A copy of a 
draft regulatory evaluation prepared for 
this action is contained in the regulatory 
docket. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Aviation safety, Aircraft. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR 39.13) as follows: 

PART 39—[ AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 9J.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106{g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 

§ 39.13 [Amended] 

2. By superseding AD 85-16-03, 
Amendment 39-5109 (50 FR 30804; July 

30, 1985), with the following new 
airworthiness directive: 

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-9-10 through -80 and 
C-9 (Military) series airplanes, Fuselage 
Number 1 through 1309, certificated in 
any category. Compliance required as 
indicated, unless previously 
accomplished within the last 3,500 
landings. 

To detect cracks which could result in 
structural failure of the aft pressure bulkhead, 
accomplish the following: 

A. Prior to the accumulation of the number 
of landings indicated in the table below, 
inspect the aft pressure bulkhead attach cap 
section around the entire periphery of the 
fuselage in accordance with the following 
procedures outlined in either paragraph B. or 
C., below. 

For airplanes with less than 35,000 landings 
as of September 6, 1985, conduct the initial 
inspection before the accumulation of 36,500 
landings. 

Note: The specific areas of concern include 
the forward and/or aft face of the upstanding 
leg of the tee, starting at the outboard edge of 
the bulkhead web. The area extends 
outboard to approximately the inboard point 
of tangency for the .188-inch tee filet radius 
on the upstanding leg. 

B. Using an optically aided visual 
inspection technique, inspect from the aft 
side of the bulkhead in accordance with 
Option I of McDonnell Douglas Alert Service 
Bulletin A53-191, Revision 1, dated july 20, 
1987 (hereinafter referred to as ASB 53-191). 

1. If no tee cracks are found, repeat the 
optically aided visual inspections at intervals 
not to exceed 3,500 landings. 
2. If tee cracks are found, perform a high 

frequency eddy current inspection of the tee 
side of the bulkhead to determine length of 
cracks. 

a. If cracks are within the limits outlined in 
paragraph 1.D. of the Compliance section of 
ASB 53-191, perform weekly repetitive high 
frequency eddy current inspections from aft 
side of the bulkhead. 

(1) If weekly repetitive high frequency eddy 
current inspections reveal that a previously 
identified crack has progressed more than 0.5 
inches from the original crack tip, or within 
18 months after initial detection of crack, 
whichever occurs first, accomplish the 
requirements of paragraph B.2.b., below. 

b. If cracks have exceeded the limits 
outlined in paragraph 1.D. of the Compliance 
section of ASB 53-191, prior to further flight: 

(1) Repair by replacing cracked tee cap 
with a new part, in accordance with 
McDonnell Douglas Service Rework Drawing 
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$R09530001 (originally identified as MDC- 
J060305), dated February 15, 1985, or later 
FAA approved revisions. Upon accumulation 
of 36,500 landings after the repair, conduct 
repetitive inspections in accordance with 
paragraph B. or C. of this AD; or 

(2) Repair by splicingin asectionoftee 
cap, in accordance with McDonnell Douglas 
Service Rework Drawing SR09530001, dated 
February 15, 1985, or later FAA-approved 
revision. After repair, resume repetitive 
inspections in accordance with paragraph B. 
or C. of this AD. 

C. Using a high and low frequency eddy 
current inspection technique, inspect from the 
forward side of the bulkhead in accordance 
with Option H of ASB 53-191. 

1. If no cracks are found, repeat high and 
low frequency eddy current inspection from 
the forward side of the bulkhead at intervals 
not to exceed 15,000 landings. 

2. If cracks are found, accomplish the 
following: 

a. If cracks are within the limits outlined in 
paragraph 1.D. of the Compliance section of 
ASB 53-191, perform weekly repetitive high 
frequency eddy current inspections from the 
aft side of the bulkhead. 

(1) If weekly repetitive high frequency eddy 
current inspections reveal that a previously 
identified crack has progressed more than 0.5 
inches from the original crack tip, or within 
18 months after initial detection of the crack, 
whichever occurs first, accomplish the 
requirements of paragraph C.2.b., below. 

b. If cracks have exceeded the limits 
outlined in paragraph 1.D. of the Compliance 
section ASB 53-191, prier to further flight: 

(1) Replace cracked tee cap with new part, 
in accordance with McDonnell Douglas 
Service Rework Drawing SR09530001 
(originally identified as MDC-J060305), dated 
February 15, 1985, or later FAA approved 
revisions. Upon accumulation of 36,500 
landings after the repair, resume repetitive 
inspections in accordance with paragraph B. 
or C. of this AD; or 

(2) Repair by splicing in a section of tee 
cap, in accordance with McDonnell Douglas 
Service Rework Drawing SR09530001, dated 
February 15, 1985, or later FAA approved 
revision. After repair, resume repetitive 
inspections in accordance with paragraph B. 
or C. of this AD. 

D. Alternate means of compliance which 
provide an acceptable level of safety may be 
used when approved by the Manager, Los 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 

E. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes unpressurized to a base in 
order to comply with the requirements of this 
AD 

F. Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
Maintenance Inspector, subject to prior 
approval by the Manager, Los Angeles 
Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, may adjust the repetitive 
inspection intervals specified in this AD to 
permit compliance at an established 
inspection period of that operator if the 
request contains substantiating data to justify 
the change for that operator. 
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All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to the McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation, 3855 Lakewood Boulevard, 
Long Beach, California 90846, Attention: 
Director, Publications and Training, C1- 
L65 (54-60). These documents may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, Seattle, Washington, or at 4344 
Donald Douglas Drive, Long Beach, 
California. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on January 
21, 1988. 

Wayne J. Barlow, 

Director, Northwest Mountain Region. _ 

[FR Doc. 88-1951 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

16 CFR Part 453 

Trade Regulation Rule; Funeral 
Industry Practices 

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Extension of period for public 
comment on the advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking for the mandatory 
review of the trade regulation rule 
concerning funeral industry practices. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Trade 
Commission published an Advance 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on 
December 9, 1987, inviting public 
comment on how the trade regulation 
rule concerning funeral industry 
practices (‘Funeral Rule”) has affected 
consumers, funeral providers and others, 
and what changes, if any, should be 
made to the Rule. The comment period 
was scheduled to end on January 25, 
1988. To facilitate thorough public 
consideration and comment, the 
Commission has extended the comment 
period until February 5, 1988. 
DATES: Written comments will be 
accepted until February 5, 1988. 
ADDRESS: Written comments should be 
addressed to the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, 6th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20580. All comments should be 
captioned: “Comment on Advance 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking— 
Funeral Rule, FTC File No. 215-66.” 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ra’ouf M. Abdullah, Attorney, (202) 326- 
3024, Service Industry Practices, Bureau 
of Consumer Protection, Federal Trade 
Commission, Washington, DC 20580. 
Copies of the Federal Register notices 
are available through the FTC Public 

Reference Room, Room 130, 6th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20580, (202) 326-2222. 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: On 
December 9, 1987, the Commission 
published an advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking in the Federal 
Register to inform the general public 
about and seek public comment on the 
impending mandatory Funeral Rule 
review. 52 FR 46706 (Dec. 9, 1987). 
Section 453.10 of the Funeral Rule 
requires that the Commission initiate a 
rulemaking amendment proceeding four 
years after the effective date of the rule, 
which was April 30, 1984. The notice 
provided for a 45-day comment period, 
which was originally scheduled to end 
on January 25, 1988. 

In response to a request for additional 
time to comment by an interested party 
and to facilitate thorough public 
consideration of and comment on the 
Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking, the Commission announces 
that it has extended the time for public 
comment until February 5, 1988. 

List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 453 

Funerals, Trade practices. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Emily H. Rock, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1929 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Customs Service 

19 CFR Part 101 

Proposed Amendment Relating to the 
Customs Field Organizations— 
Chicago, IL; Cleveland, OH; Fort 
~Wayne, IN; Correction 

AGENCY: Customs Service, Treasury. 

ACTION: Proposed rule; correction. 

SUMMARY: In Federal Register Document 
87-28981, published on December 17, 
1987 (52 FR 47948), it was proposed to 
amend the Customs Regulations by 
changing the boundaries of the Chicago 
and Cleveland Districts, and by 
designating the newly approved 
Customs facility at Fort Wayne, IN, as a 
Customs station, Written comments 
were invited concerning the proposal. 

It has come to our attention that the 
description of the proposed Cleveland, 
Ohio District in the North Central 
Region was not worded correctly in the 
portion of the document describing the 
proposed amendments to § 101.3(b), 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 101.3(b)). 
The corrected description of the 
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proposed boundaries of the Cleveland, 
Ohio District is as follows: 

The States of Ohio, Kentucky; that part of 
the State of Indiana lying south of latitude 41° 
N.; that part of the state of Indiana lying east 
of longitude 86° W.; and the county of Erie in 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before February 16, 1988. 

ADDRESS: Comments (preferably in 
triplicate) may be submitted to and 
inspected at the Regulations and 
Disclosure Law Branch, U.S. Customs 
Service, Room 2324, 1301 Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20229. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Joseph O'Gorman or John Lenihan, 
Office of Workforce Effectiveness and 
Development (202-566-9425). 

Dated: January 26, 1988. 

Edward T. Rosse, 
Acting Director, Regulatory Procedures and 
Penalties Division. 

[FR Doc. 87-1968 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4820-02-M 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Food and Drug Administration 

21 CFR Part 12 

[Docket No. 87N-0364] 

Formal Evidentiary Public Hearing; 
Time Periods for Filing Exceptions to 
initial Decisions and Replies to 
Exceptions 

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is proposing to 
amend its regulations governing formal 
evidentiary public hearings to provide 
for a period of 60 days in which a party 
may file exceptions to an initial decision 
of the administrative law judge and to 
provide for a period of 60 days for filing 
replies to exceptions. FDA also proposes 
to revise these regulations to provide 
that the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs would grant extensions of these 
60-day periods only in extraordinary 
circumstances. 

DATES: Written comments by April 1, 
1988. FDA intends that any final rule 
based on this proposal would become 
effective 30 days after date of 
publication of a final rule. 
apopress: Written comments to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305}, Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Tenny P. Neprud, Jr., Division of 
Regulations Policy (HFC-220), Food and 
Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-3480. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Part 12 

of FDA's regulations (21 CFR Part 12) 
governs formal evidentiary public 
hearings. These hearings are held before 
an administrative law judge who, 
following the hearing and the parties’ 
briefs, issues an initial decision which 
may be appealed to the Commissioner. 
The Commissioner then issues a final 
decision. A party appeals the initial 
decision by filing and serving exceptions 
to the initial decision; the opposing 
party or parties then have an 
opportunity to file and serve replies to 
the exceptions (21 CFR 12.125). 

At present, the regulations specify 
that the period for filing and serving 

- exceptions is the period specified in the 
initial decision; this period may not 
exceed 30 days, unless extended by the 
Commissioner for good cause shown (21 
CFR 12.125 (a) and (d)). The regulations 
also state that the period for filing 
replies to exceptions is the period 
specified in the initial decision; this 
period may not exceed 30 days after the 
deadline (including any extension) for 
filing exceptions, unless extended by the 
Commissioner for good cause shown (21 
CFR 12.125 (c) and (d)). 

Based upon several years of 
experience, FDA believes that § 12.125 
should be revised to provide a period of 
60 days in which parties may file 
exceptions to an initial decision and a 
period of 60 days in which parties may 
file replies to exceptions. FDA is also 
proposing to provide that the 
Commissioner would grant extensions 
for filing exceptions or replies to 
exceptions only in extraordinary 
circumstances. 
FDA acknowledges that, frequently, 

30 days is not sufficient time to prepare 
exceptions to an initial decision. In 
general, several months pass between 
the filing of post-hearing briefs and the 
administrative law judge's issuance of 
an initial decision. Parties cannot 
predict when an initial decision will be 
issued. When the decision is issued, the 
parties’ counsel invariably are in the 
midst of another hearing, court 
litigation, or other legal work with 
deadlines. Strict adherence to a period 
of 30 days to file exceptions to an initial 
decision could cause hardship to parties 
because of the difficulty, on such short 
notice, of rearranging other assignments 
or arranging for substitute counsel for 
the formal evidentiary public hearing. 

Because of the difficulties parties 
have had in filing exceptions to initial 

decisions within 30 days, it has become 
common for parties who wish to file 
exceptions to the initial decision to 
request an extension of time for filing 
exceptions. Generally, the 
Commissioner has granted 30-day 
extensions, thus providing the excepting 
party or parties a total of 60 days in 
which to file exceptions. Requests by 
the opposing side for an extension of 
time to file a reply to exceptions have 
been less frequent, but have generally 
been granted upon request. 

The current regulations do not specify 
a procedure for parties to file requests 
for extensions for filing either 
exceptions or replies to exceptions. The 
preferred approach has been for the 
party's counsel to file the request with 
the Commissioner's Executive 
Secretariat and to serve copies of the 
request on the Chief Counsel (in the 
Chief Counse!’s capacity as advisor to 
the Commissioner) and on all parties. 
However, sometimes counsel have filed 
the request with the Commissioner's 
personal secretary or with the Dockets 
Management Branch, resulting in 
confusion and delays. 

In view of the fact that parties to 
formal evidentiary hearings routinely 
request extensions of time in which to 
file exceptions and replies thereto and 
that the Commissioner routinely grants 
such extension requests, FDA believes 
that it would be more reasonable and 
would comport more closely with 
current practice to revise Part 12 to 
provide 60 days for filing exceptions to 
an initial decision and 60 days to file 
replies to exceptions. In most 
circumstances, 60 days should be ample 
time for counsel to the party or parties 
planning to file exceptions to complete 
other ongoing work, to arrange 
reassignments of that work, or to 
arrange for substitute counsel to prepare 
the exceptions or the reply to the 
exceptions. 
The Commissioner is also proposing 

to revise that portion of the regulations 
that provides for granting extensions of 
time to file exceptions or replies (21 CFR 
12.125(d)) to limit such extensions to 
extraordinary circumstances. 
Extraordinary circumstances that would 
justify an extension would include, e.g., 
death or hospitalization of counsel or 
extended unavailability of a party's 
scientific advisors. The Commissioner 
believes that limiting extensions to 
extraordinary circumstances is 
appropriate because, generally, 60 days 
should be ample time to prepare 
exceptions or replies to exceptions or to 
arrange for substitute counsel. 

Finally, the Commissioner is 
proposing to revise 21 CFR 12.125(d) to 
specify that any request for extension 
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shall be made in writing and shall be 
filed with the Commissioner's Executive 
Secretariat, with copies of the request to 
be served on the Dockets Management 
Branch, the Chief Counsel, and all 
hearing participants. This revision and 
additional specificity should eliminate 
the confusion and accompanying delay 
that has occurred in the past as a result 
of the various approaches used by 
hearing participants when requesting 
extensions. 

The agency has determined under 21 
CFR 25.24(a)(8) that this action is of a 
type that does not individually or 
cumulatively have a significant effect on 
the human environment. Therefore, 
neither an environmental assessment 
nor an environmental impact statement 
is required. 
FDA has analyzed the economic 

impact of this proposal in accordance 
with Executive Order 12291 and the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354). The agency has determined that 
the final rule, if promulgated, will not be 
a major rule as defined in Executive 
Order 12291 and certifies that the rule 
will not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities, as 
defined by the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
April 1, 1988, submit to the Dockets 
Management Branch (address above), 
written comments regarding this 
proposal. Two copies of any comments 
are to be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit one copy. 
Comments are to be identified with the 
docket number found in brackets in the 
heading of this document. Received 
comments may be seen in the office 
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday. 

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 12 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, it is proposed that 
Part 12 be amended as follows: 

PART 12—FORMAL EVIDENTIARY 
PUBLIC HEARING 

1. The authority citation for 21 CFR 
Part 12 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Sec. 201 et seq., Pub. L. 717, 52 
Stat. 1040 as amended (21 U.S.C, 321 et seq.); 
sec. 1 et seq., Pub. L. 410, 58 Stat. 682 as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 201 et seq.); sec. 4, Pub. L. 
91-513, 64 Stat. 1241 (42 U.S.C. 257a); sec. 301 

et seq., Pub. L. 91-513, 84 Stat. 1253 (21 U.S.C. 
821 et seq.); sec. 409(b), Pub. L. 242, 81 Stat. 
600 (21 U.S.C. 679(b)); sec. 24(b), Pub. L. 85- 
172, 82 Stat. 807 (21 U.S.C. 467{{b)); sec. 2 et 
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seq., Pub. L. 91-597, 84 Stat. 1620 (21 U.S.C. 
1031 et seq.); secs. 1 through 9, Pub. L. 625, 44 
Stat. 1101-1103 as amended (21 U.S.C. 141- 
149); secs. 1 through 10, Chapter 358, 29 Stat. 
604-607 as amended (21 U.S.C. 41-50); sec. 2 
et seq., Pub. L. 783, 44 Stat. 1406 as amended 
(15 U.S.C. 401 et seq.); sec. 1 et seq., Pub. L. 
89-755, 80 Stat. 1296 as amended (15 U.S.C. 
1451 et seq.). 

2. Section 12.125 is amended by 
revising paragraphs (a), (c), and (d), to 
read as follows: 

§ 12.125 Appeal from or review of initial 
decision. 

(a) A participant may appeal an initial 
decision to the Commissioner by filing 
exceptions with the Dockets 
Management Branch, and serving them 
on the other participants, within 60 days 
of the date of the initial decision, unless 
extended by the Commissioner under 
paragraph (d) of this section. 

(c) Any reply to the exceptions is to 
be filed and served within 60 days of the 
end of the period (including any 
extensions) for filing exceptions, unless 
extended by the Commissioner under 
paragraph (d) of this section. 

(d) The Commissioner may extend the 
time for filing exceptions or replies to 
exceptions only in extraordinary 
circumstances. Such an extension shall 
be requested by filing a written request 
with the Commissioner's Executive 
Secretariat (HF-40) and serving copies 
of the request on the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), the 
Chief Counsel (GCF-1), and all hearing 
participants. 

Dated: January 7, 1988. 

Ronald G. Chesemore, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 88-1940 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 117 

[CGD1 88-001] 

Temporary Drawbridge Operation 
Regulations; Reynolds Channel, NY 

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Proposed temporary rule. 

summany: At the request of Long Island 
Rail Road, the Coast Guard is 
considering temporary regulations 
permitting the Wreck Lead railroad 
drawbridge over the Reynolds Channel, 
at mile 4.4, between Island Park and 

Long Beach, New York, to remain closed 
for 31 days from 23 March through 22 
April 1988. This temporary regulation is 
needed to facilitate the construction of a 
new bascule bridge adjacent to the 
existing swing bridge which will be 
removed. This action should relieve the 
bridge owner of the burden to open the 
draw during part of the construction of 
the new bridge and would only permit 
marine traffic which can pass under the 
fixed span. 
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before February 28, 1988. 
ADpDRESS: Comments should be mailed 
to Commander (obr), First Coast Guard 
District, Bldg. 135A, Governors Island, 
New York 10004-5098. The comments 
and other material referenced in this 
notice will be available for inspection 
and copying at this address. Normal 
office hours are between 9 a.m. and 3:30 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
holidays. Comments may also be hand- 
delivered to this address. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

William C. Heming, Bridge 
Administrator, First Coast Guard 
District (212) 668-7994. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this temporary rulemaking 
by submitting written views, comments, 
data or arguments. Persons submitting 
comments should include their names 
and addresses, identify the bridge, and 
give reasons for concurrence with or any 
recommended change in the proposal. 
Good cause exists for limiting the 
comment period to less than 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register, 
because of the need to have the work 
commence as soon as possible to 
minimize the impact on marine interests. 

The Commander, First Coast Guard 
District, will evaluate all 
communications received and determine 
a course of final action on this proposal. 
The proposed temporary regulations 
may be changed in light of comments 
received. 

Drafting Information 

The drafters of these regulations are 
Waverly W. Gregory, Jr., project 
manager, and CDR R. B. Ellard, project 
attorney. 

Discussion of Temporary Regulations 

Current regulations provide that the 
draw of the bridge shall open on signal 
at all times. The temporary regulations 
would allow the bridge to remain in the 
closed position from 9 a.m. on 23 March 
through 5 p.m. on 22 April 1988, 
inclusive. on 24 March 1987, the Coast 
Guard approved a bridge permit, P(5-87- 
3), for the replacement and relocation of 
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the draw of the Long Island Rail Road's 
Wreck Lead drawbridge across the 
Reynolds Channel. The existing 
movable bridge (built in 1927) is a cable- 
stayed steel bobtail swing bridge and is 
scheduled for removal. To minimize the 
closure time of the draw during 
construction, the existing 40 foot 
horizontal clearance of of the navigable 
channel has been reduced to 34 feet. 
There is only 3 foot vertical clearance at 
Mean High Water (MHW) when the 
bridge is in its closed position. A couple 
extra feet will be available under the 
fixed spans during construction. The 
proposed replacement project will 
provide for a new bridge and trestle 
located 400 to 500 feet south of the 
existing draw, with the channel width in 
the draw being increased tc 60 feet. The 
new movable bridge will be a rolling lift 
bascule and will increase the existing 
vertical clearance to 10 feet when the 
bridge is in its closed position. Public 
Notice 3-646, dated 5 February 1987, 
which proposed replacement and 
relocation of the draw also indicated 
that a 60 day closure between December 
and March was anticipated to facilitate 
construction. Replacement of the bridge 
was previously determined by the Long 
Island Rail Road to be the most cost 
effective and prudent course of action to 
minimize future disruption of both 
railroad and channel boat traffic. In 
order to minimize disruption to marine 
traffic, the contractor will be required by 
Long Island Rail Road to work overtime 
on all critical path work to assure the 
shortest possible closure period. This 
action along with redesign of part of the 
approach trestle in the vicinity of the 
existing draw have allowed the Long 
Island Rail Road to decrease the 
planned closure time frame from the 
original 60 days to 31 days. However, 
due to some construction delays the 
closure period is delayed until late 
March. During the 31 day closure period, 
the contractor is required to work 
around the clock to install pier supports, 
turnouts, preassembled girder-slab 
sections, and make the line fully 
operational. As soon as the line is 
operational the trestle in the vicinity of 
the new draw will be removed and the 
waterway swept for debris. 

Economic Assessment and Certification 

These proposed temporary regulations 
are considered to be non-major under 
Executive Order 12291 on Federal 
Regulation, and nonsignificant under the 
Department of Transportation regulatory 
policies and procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979). The economic impact 
has been found to be so minimal that a 
full regulatory evaluation is 
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unnecessary. This determination is 
based on the fact that work will be done 
outside prime boating season; that the 
bridge is in need of major repairs and 
both commercial fishing and 
recreational boaters have frequently 
been delayed or unable to transit the 
existing swing bridge due to 
unscheduled bridge malfunctions; and 
that the railroad has taken all 
reasonable and prudent measures to 
minimize the impact and the temporary 
hardships imposed by the proposed 
temporary regulations. Additionally, 
local marine oriented law enforcement 
agencies intended to relocate or share 
facilities to provide coverage on either 
side of the bridge. Anticipated impact 
will be to a couple of larger clam boats 
who will not be able to pass under the 
bridge. However, marine traffic does 
have alternate water routes through 
Jones and East Rockway Inlets. As a 
result of the imposition of the temporary 
regulations, the new relocated channel 
will improve visibility by eliminating the 

bend in the navigational channel. The 
bridge would also be widened and made 
higher to improve visibility and reduce 
delays and congestion.The relocated 
channel avoids encroachment on the 
nearby marina and lines up with the 
draw of the adjacent bridge. 

Since the impact of these regulations 
is expected to be minimal the Coast 
Guard certifies that they will not have a 
significant economic impact on.a 
substantial number of small entities. 

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117 

Bridges. 

Proposed Temporary Regulations 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
117 of Title 33, Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS 

1. The authority citation for Part 117 
continues to read as follows: 
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Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; 49 CFR 1.46; 33 
CFR 1.05-1(g). 

2. Section 117.799(j) is added to read 
as follows: 

§ 117.799 Long Island, New York Inland 
Waterway from East Rockaway Inlet to 
Shinnecock Canal. 
* * * * * 

(j) The draw of the existing and 
proposed LIRR (Wreck Lead) bridges, 
mile 4.4, at Island Park, New York need 
not be opened for the passage of vessels 
from 9 a.m., March 23, 1988 through 5 
p.m., April 22, 1988 inclusive, to effect 
replacement of the new and removal of 
the old bridge. 

Dated: January 22, 1988. 

R.L. Johanson, 

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
First Coast Guard District. 

[FR Doc. 88-2006 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 



Notices 

AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Import Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of opportunity to request 
administrative review of antidumping or 
countervailing duty order, finding, or 
suspended investigation. 

Background 

Each year during the anniversary 
month of the publication of an 
antidumping or countervailing duty 
order, finding, or suspension of 
investigation, an interested party as 
defined in section 771(9) of the Tariff 
Act of 1930 may request, in accordance 
with § 353.53a or § 355.10 of the 
Commerce Regulations, that the 
Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) conduct an administrative 
review of that antidumping or 
countervailing duty order, finding, or 
suspended investigation. 

Opportunity To Request a Review 

Not later than February 29, 1988, 
interested parties may request 
administrative review of the following 
orders, findings, or suspended 
investigations, with anniversary dates in 
February for the following periods: 

02/01/87-01/31/88 

08/11/86-01/31/88 
02/01/87-01/31/88 

02/01/87-01/31/88 
02/01/87-01/31/88 

02/01/87-01/31/88 

01/01/87-12/31/87 

01/01/87-12/31/87 
01/01/87-12/31/87 

01/01/87-12/31/87 

01/01/87-12/31/87 

Seven copies of the request should be 
submitted to the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Room B-099, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230. 
The Department will publish in the 

Federal Register a notice of “Initiation 
of Antidumping (Countervailing) Duty 
Administrative Review,” for requests 
received by February 29, 1988. 

If the Department does not receive by 
February 29, 1988 a request for review of 
entries covered by an order or finding 
listed in this notice and for the period 
identified above, the Department will 
instruct the Customs Service to assess 
antidumping or countervailing duties on 
those entries at a rate equal to the cash 
deposit of (or bond for) estimated 
antidumping or countervailing duties 
required on those entries at the time of 
entry, or withdrawal from warehouse, 
for consumption and to continue to 
collect the cash deposit previously 
ordered. 

This notice is not required by statute, 
but is published as a service to the 
international trading community. 

Joseph A. Spetrini, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for import 
Administration. 

Date: January 25, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2002 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-™ 

Federal Register 

Vol. 53, No. 20 

Monday, February 1, 1988 

[A-588-704] 

Preliminary Determination of Sales at 
Less Than Fair Value; Brass Sheet and 
Strip from Japan 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: We preliminarily determine 
that brass sheet and strip from Japan are 
being, or are likely to be, sold in the 
United States at less than fair value. We 
have notified the U.S. International 
Trade Commission (ITC) of our 
determination and have directed the 
U.S. Customs Service to suspend 
liquidation of all entries of brass sheet 
and strip from Japan as described in the 
“Suspension of Liquidation” section of 
this notice. If this investigation proceeds 
normally, we will make a final 
determination by April 11, 1988. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Michael J. Ready or Paul H. Tambakis, 
Office of Investigations, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone: (202) 377-2613 or 377-4136. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Preliminary Determination 

We preliminarily determine that brass 
sheet and strip from Japan are being, or 
are likely to be, sold in the United States 
at less than fair value, as provided in 
section 733 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1673b) (the Act). 
The estimated weighted-average 
margins are shown in the “Suspension 
of Liquidation” section of this notice. 

Case History 

Since our notice of initiation (52 FR 
30412), the following events have 
occurred: On September 3, 1987, the ITC 
determined that there is a reasonable 
indication that a U.S. industry is 
materially injured by reason of imports 
or brass sheet and strip from Japan (52 
FR 3424). 
On September 11, 1987, we presented 

antidumping duty questionnaires to 
Nippon Mining Co., Ltd. (NMC), Sambo 
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Copper Alloy Co., Ltd. (Sambo), 
Mitsubishi Shindoh Co., Ltd., 
(Mitsubishi), and Kobe Steel, Ltd, 
(Kobe), which accounted for 
approximately 90 percent of the exports 
of brass sheet and strip from Japan to 
the United States during the period of 
investigation. 
We received responses to there 

questionnaires from NMC and Sambo. 
After reviewing the responses, we sent 
our deficiency questionnaires and 
received supplemental responses from 
NMC and Sambo. Additional deficiency 
letters were sent to those respondents 
during November and December. These 
responses were received by the 
Department prior to this determination. 
On December 1, 1987, petitioners 

requested a postponement of the 
preliminary determination. On 
December 4, 1987, in accordance with 
section 733(c)(1)(A) of the Act, we 
postponed the preliminary 
determination until January 26, 1988 (52 
FR 46805, December 10, 1987). 
On December 24, 1987, petitioners 

alleged that NMC’s home market sales 
of brass sheet and strip were being 
made at prices that were below their 
costs of production. Given the timing of 
this allegation, we were unable to 
consider if for the preliminary 
determination. We wili address this 
allegation in our final determination. 

Scope of Investigation 

The United States has developed a 
system of tariff classification based on 
the international harmonized system of 
Customs nomenclature. The U.S. 
Congress is considering legislation to 
convert the United States to this 
Harmonized System (HS). In view of this 
proposal, we will be providing both the 
appropriate Tariff Schedules of the 
United States annotated (TSUSA) item 
numbers and the appropriate HS item 
numbers with our product descriptions 
on a test basis pending Congressional 
approval. As with the TSUSA, the HS 
item numbers are provided for 
convenience and Customs purposes. The 
written description remains dispositive. 
We are requesting petitioners to 

include the appropriate HS item 
number(s) as well as the (TSUSA) item 
number(s) in all new petitions filed with 
the Department. A reference copy of the 
proposed HS schedule is available for 
consultation at the Central Records 
Unit, Room B-099, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230. 
Additionally, all Customs officers have 
reference copies and petitioners may 

contact the Import Specialist at their 
local Customs office to consult the 
schedule. 
The products covered by this 

investigation are brass sheet and strip, 
other than leaded brass and tin brass 
and strip, currently provided for under 
the TSUSA item numbers 612.3960, 
612.3982, and 612.3986, and currently 
classifiable under HS item numbers 
7409.21.0050, 7409.21.0075, 7409.29.0050, 
and 7409.29.0075. 

The chemical compositions of the 
products under investigation are 
currently defined in the Copper 
Development Association (C.D.A.) 200 
series or the Unified Numbering System 
(U.N.S.) C20000 series. Products whose 
chemical compositions are defined by 
other C.D.A. or U.N.S. series are not 
covered by this investigation. 

Period of Investigation 

Following a request by Sambo and 
analysis of sales and shipment data by 
the respondents, we noted that the bulk 
of Sambo’s sales are made pursuant to 
long-term blanket contracts, most of 
which would not be captured by our 
February 1, 1987-July 31, 1987 period of 
investigation. Consequently, we 
extended the period of investigation for 
Sambo to October 1, 1986-July 31, 1987, 
as permitted by 19 CFR 353.38(a). No 
such extension was warranted for the 
other respondents, so their period of 
investigation remains from February 1, 
1987 to July 31, 1987. 

Such or Similar Comparisons 

We have determined that all of the 
brass sheet and strip under investigation 
constitutes the same class or kind of 
merchandise and differences between 
types of brass are not significant enough 
to warrant separate “such or similar” 
comparisons. Therefore, the brass sheet 
and strip was considered one “such or 
similar” category. 

In order to select the most similar 
products, we made comparisons of 
merchandise based on grade (chemical 
composition), gauge, width, coating 
(tinned or nontinned), temper and 
packed form (coil, cut-to-length or 
traverse-wound). 

For merchandise where there were no 
identical products with which to 
compare a product sold to the United 
States, we made adjustments to similar 
merchandise to account for differences 
in the physical characteristics of the 
merchandise, in accordance with section 
773(a)(4)(C) of the Act. Where 
adjustments were not provided by the 
respondents, we used the best 
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information otherwise available in 
making the product comparisons. 

Fair Value Comparisons 

To determine whether sales of brass 
sheet and strip from Japan to the United 
States were made at less than fair value, 
we compared the United States price to 
the foreign market value as specified 
below. Where a company has failed to 
respond to our questionnaire, in 
accordance with section 776(b) of the 
Act, we have determined that it is 
appropriate for this preliminary 
determination to assign that company 
the higher of either (1) the rate 
calculated from information supplied in 
the petition, or (2) the rate for the 
respondent with the highest margin of 
all respondents that supplied adequate 
responses. For Mitsubishi and Kobe, the 
margin was based on information from 
the petition as best information 
available. 

United States Price 

Since all sales were made directly to 
unrelated parties prior to importation 
into the United States, we based the 
United States price on purchase price, in 
accordance with section 772(b) of the 
Act. 
We calculated purchase price based 

on the packed c & f or c.i.f. duty unpaid 
prices to unrelated customers in the 
United States. We made deductions 
from purchase price, where appropriate, 
for foreign inland freight, export 
brokerage, ocean freight, and marine 
insurance, in accordance with section 
772(d)(2) of the Act. We made an 
addition to purchase price for duty 
drawback (i.e., import duties which 
were not collected by reason of the 
exportation of the merchandise to the 
United States) pursuant to section 
772(d)(1)(B) of the Act. 
Foreign Market Value 

In accordance with section 773(a) of 
the Act, we calculated foreign market 
value based on packed delivered prices 
to unrelated customers in the home 
market. We made deductions from the 
home market price, where appropriate, 
for inland freight and rebates. In order 
to adjust for differences in packing 
between the U.S. and home markets, we 
deducted the home market packing cost 
from the foreign market value and 
added U.S. packing costs. 
We made adjustments to the home 

market price, where appropriate, for 
ditferences in credit expenses and 
warranties, pursuant to 19 CFR 353.15. 
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Where information was provided, we 
made further adjustments to the home 
market price to account for differences 
in the physical characteristics of the 
merchandise in accordance with section 
773(a)(4)(C) of the Act. Where no such 
information was provided by 
respondents for certain product 
characteristics, the Department used the 
best information otherwise available 
and selected most similar merchandise 
on the basis of cost. As an example, 
with all product characteristics matched 
except for gauge, U.S. merchandise was 
compared to the next thinnest (more 
costly) home market merchandise. 

The credit expense formulas used by 
Sambo and NMC were inconsistent with 
Departmental practice. We recalculated 
credit expenses for these respondents 
based on the actual number of days 
from shipment date to payment date. 
We disallowed technical service 

expenses claimed by NMC in the home 
market because NMC did not 
sufficiently demonstrate that these 
expenses were directly related to the 
sales in question. We will seek further 
information at verification. 
Sambo claimed a quantity surcharge 

adjustment for certain home market 
sales. We are disallowing this claim 
because it has not been sufficiently 
quantified. We will seek further 
information at verification and consider 
it for purposes of our final 
determination. 
Sambo has also made claims for 

indirect selling expenses and inventory 
carrying costs in the home market. We 
denied these adjustments because no 
claim was made for commissions in the 
U.S. market in accordance with 19 CFR 
353.15(c). 

Currency Conversion 

For comparisons involving purchase 
price transactions, we made currency 
conversions in accordance with 19 CFR 
353.56(a)(1). All currency conversions 
were made at the rates certified by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 

Verificatior 

We will verify the information used in 
making our final determination in 
accordance with section 776(a) of the 
Act. 

Suspension of Liquidation 

In accordance with section 733(d) of 
the Act, we are directing the U.S. 
Customs Service to suspend liquidation 
of all entries of brass sheet and strip 
from Japan that are entered or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption, on or after the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. The U.S. Customs Service 

shall require a cash deposit or posting of 
a bond equal to the estimated amounts 
by which the foreign market value of 
brass sheet and strip from Japan 
exceeds the United States price as 
shown below. This suspension of 
liquidation will remain in effect until 
further notice. The weighted-average 
margins are as follows: 

Manufacturer/Producer/ 
Exporter 

This suspension of liquidation covers 
imports of brass sheet and strip meeting 
the definition outlined in the “Scope of 
Investigation” section of this notice. 

ITC Notification 

In accordance with section 733(f) of 
the Act, we have notified the ITC of our 
determination. In addition, we are 
making available to the ITC all 
nonprivileged and nonproprietary 
information relating to this 
investigation. We will allow the ITC 
access to all privileged and business 
proprietary information in our files, 
provided the ITC confirms that it will 
not disclose such information, either 
publicly or under administrative 
protective order, without the written 
consent of the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration. 
The ITC will determine whether these 

imports are materially injuring, or 
threaten material injury to, a U.S. 
industry before the later of 120 days 
after the date of this determination or 45 
days after the final determination, if 
affirmative. 

Public Comment 

In accordance with 19 CFR 353.47, if 
requested, we will hold a public hearing 
to afford interested parties an 
opportunity to comment on this 
preliminary determination at 10:00 a.m. 
on March 15, 1988, at the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 3708, 
14th Street and Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, DC 20230. Individuals 
who wish to participate in the hearing 
must submit a request to the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration, Room B-099, at the 
above address within ten days of the 
publication of this notice. Requests 
should contain: (1) The party’s name, 
address and telephone number; (2) the 
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number of participants; (3) the reasons 
for attending; and (4) a list of the issues 
to be discussed. 

In addition, prehearing brief in at least 
ten copies must be submitted to the 
Acting Assistant Secretary by March 8, 
1988. Oral presentations will be limited 
to issues raised in the briefs. All written 
views should be filed in accordance 
with 19 CFR 353.46, at the above 
address, in at least ten copies, not less 
than 30 days before the date of the final 
determination, or, if a hearing is held, 
within seven days after the hearing 
transcript is available. 

This determination is published 
pursuant to section 733(f) of the Act (19 
U.S.C. 1673b(f)). 

Joseph A. Spetrini, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

January 26, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2003 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 

Fiber Optics Subcommittee, 
Telecommunications Equipment, 
Technical Advisory Committee; Open 
Meeting 

A meeting of the Fiber Optics 
Subcommittee of the 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee will be 
held February 23, 1988, 2:30 p.m., 
Herbert C. Hoover Building, Room B- 
841, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC. The 
Fiber Optics Subcommittee was formed 
to study fiber optic communications 
equipment with the goal of making 
recommendations to the Office of 
Technology & Policy Analysis relating to 
the appropriate parameters for 
controlling exports for reasons of 
national security. 

Agenda 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 
2. Presentation of papers or comments 

by the public. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
and a limited number of seats will be 
available. To the extent time permits, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements to the Subcommittee. 
Written statements may be submitted at 
any time before or after the meeting. 

For further information or copies of 
the minutes, please call Betty Ferrell at 
(202) 377-4959. 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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Date: January 25, 1988. 

Betty Anne Ferrell, 

Acting Director, Technical Support Staff, 
Office of Technology & Policy Analysis. 

[FR Doc. 88-1925 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 

‘Switching Subcommittee of the 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee; Open 
Meeting 

A meeting of the Switching 
Subcommittee of the 
Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee will be 
held February 24, 1988, 9:30 a.m. Herbert 
C. Hoover Building, Room B-841, 14th 
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC. The Switching 
Subcommittee was formed to study 
computer controlled switching 
equipment with the goal of making 
recommendations to the Office of 
Technology & Policy Analysis relating to 
the appropriate parameters for 
controlling exports for reasons of 
national security. 

Agenda 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 
2. Presentation of papers or comments 

by the public. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
and a limited number of seats will be 
available. To the extent time permits, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements to the Subcommittee. 
Written statements may be submitted at 
any time before or after the meeting. 

For further information or copies of 
the minutes, call Betty Ferrell at (202) 
377-4959. 

Date: January 25, 1988. 
Betty Anne Ferrell, 

Acting Director, Technical Support Staff, 
Office of Technology & Policy Analysis. 

[FR Doc. 88-1927 Filed 1-29-88; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-™ 

Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee; Open 
Meeting 

A meeting of the Telecommunications 
Equipment Technical Advisory 
Committee will be held February 23, 
1988, 9:30 a.m. Herbert C. Hoover 
Building, Room B841, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., W 
DC. The Committee advises the Office 
of Technology and Policy Analysis with 
respect to technical questions that affect 

the level of export controls applicable to 
telecommunications and related 
equipment or technology. 

Agenda 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 
2. Presentation of papers or comments 

by the public. 
3. Election of Chairman. 
The meeting will be open to the public 

and a limited number of seats will be 
available. To the extent time permits, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements to the Committee. Written 
statements may be submitted at any 
time before or after the meeting. 

For further information or copies of 
the minutes, call Betty Ferrell at (202) 
377-4959. 

Date: January 25, 1988. 

Betty Anne Ferrell, 
Acting Director, Technical Support Staff, 
Office of Technology and Policy Analysis. 
{FR Doc. 68-1926 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

National Fish and Seafood 
Promotional Council; Meeting 

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce 

Time and Date: The meeting will 
convene at 6:15 a.m., February 15, 1988, 
and adjourn at approximately 12:30 p.m. 
February 16, 1988. 

Place: Westgate Hotel, 1055 2nd 
Avenue, San Diego, California 92101. 

Status: NOAA announces a meeting of 
the National Fish and Seafood 
Promotional Council (NFSPC). The 
NFSPC, consisting of 15 industry 
members and the Secretary of 
Commerce asa non voting member, was 
established by the Fish and Seafood 
Promotion Act of 1986 to carry out 
programs to promote the consumption of 
fish and eet ary and improve the 
competitiveness of the U.S. fishing 
industry. 
The NFSPC is required to submit an 

annua! plan to the Secretary of 
Commerce for his that 
describes the marketing activities it 
intends to carry out. Funding for NFSPC 
activities are provided for through 
Congressional appropriations and 
private donations. 

Matters To Be Considered 

Portion Opened to the Public: 
February 15, 1988, 8:45 a.m.-12:15 p.m.— 
1988 Marketing Plan Options, Market 
Research Needs and Methodologies. 
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February 16, 1988, 9:15 a.m—1:00 p.m., 
Budget, Administrative and Legal Issues, 

ort Promotion Activities, Model 
Seafood Surveillance Program, Summary 
Discussion on Council Staffing 
Requirements and 1988 Marketing Plan. 

Portion Closed to the Public: February 
15, 1988, 8:15 a.m.-—8:45 a.m.—internal 

NFSPC Policy issues; 12:15 p.m.-5:00 
p.m.—Working Lunch, Concurrent 
Meetings of the Marketing Plan, Market 
Research, Policy, Fund Raising, and 
Operations Committees. 

February 16, 1988, 8:30 a.m.-9:15 
a.m.—Fisheries Trade Issues. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Bruce C. Morehead, Interim Executive 
Director, National Fish and Seafood 
Promotional Council, Office of Trade 

and Industry Services, NMFS, 
Washington, DC 20235, Telephone: (202) 
673-5260. 

Dated: January 25, 1988. 

Carmen J. Blondin, 
Director, Office of Trade and industry 
Services. 
[FR Doc. 88-1991 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 

New England Fishery Management 
Council; Public Meeting 

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA, Commerce. 

The New England Fishery 
Management Council will convene a 
public meeting at the Sheraton Islander 
Inn, Goat Island, Newport, RI, to discuss 
reports of the groundfish, scallop, large 
pelagics, and coastal anadromous 
committees; an ad hoc committee report 
on saltwater licenses and user fees, and 
updates on other fishery management 
matters. The public meeting will 
convene February 11, 1988, at 1:30 p.m., 
and will adjourn in the afternoon of 
February 12 after agenda items have 
been completed. 

For further information, contact 
Douglas G. Marshall, Executive Director, 
New England Fishery Management 
Council, Suntaug Office Park, 5 
Broadway, (Route One), Saugus, MA 
01906; telephone: (617) 231-0422. 

Dated: January 27, 1988. 

Richard H. Schaefer, 

Acting Director. Office of Fisheries, 
Conservation and Management, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. 88-1992 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-81 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Amendment of an Import Limit and 
Restraint Period for Certain Cotton 

and Man-Made Fiber Textile Products 
Produced or Manufactured in Costa 
Rica; Correction 

January 27, 1988. 

In the letter to the Commissioner of 
Customs published in the Federal 
Register on December 16, 1987 (52 FR 
47744) the new twelve-month restraint 
period for Categories 340/640 should be 
corrected to read May 3, 1987 through 
May 2, 1988. 

Philip J. Martello, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 88-2001 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

Determinations of Active Military 

Under the provisions of section 401, 
Pub. L. 95-202 and DOD Directive 
1000.20, “Determinations of Active 
Military Service and Discharge: Civilian 
or Contractual Personnel,” the Secretary 
of the Air Force, acting in accordance 
with authority delegated to him by the 
Secretary of Defense, determined on 
January 19, 1988, that the service of the 
“American Merchant Marine in 
Oceangoing Service during ‘the Period of 
Armed Conflict, December 7, 1941, to 
August 15, 1945,” shall be considered 
“active duty” for the purposes of all 
laws administered by the Veterans 
Administration. Although technically 
not part of the United States Merchant 
Marine, Civil Service crewmembers 
aboard U.S. Army Transport Service 
and Naval Transportation Service 
vessels in oceangoing service or foreign 
waters are also included as parts of this 
approved group. 
To be eligible for Veterans 

Administration benefits, each member 
of the group must meet the following 
eligibility criteria: 

1. Was employed by the War Shipping 
Administration or Office of Defense 
Transportation or their agents as a 
merchant seaman documented by the 
U.S. Coast Guard or Department of 
Commerce (Merchant Mariner’s 
Document/Certificate of Service), or as 
a civil servant employed by the U.S. 
Army Transport Service (later 

redesignated U.S. Army Transportation 
Corps, Water Division) or the Naval 
Transportation Service; and 

2. Served satisfactorily as a crew 
member during the period of armed 
conflict, December 7, 1941, to August 15, 
1945, aboard 

(a) Merchant vessels in oceangoing, 
ie., foreign, intercoastal, or coastwise 
service (46 USCA 10301 and 10501) and 
further to include “near foreign” 
voyages between the United States and 
Canada, Mexico, or the West Indies via 
ocean routes, or 

(b) Public vessels in oceangoing 
service or foreign waters. 

Before an individual can receive any 
Veterans Administration benefits, the 
person must first apply for an Armed 
Forces Discharge Certificate by filling 
out a DD Form 2168 and sending it to 
one of the following offices: 
Merchant Marine: Commandant 

(GMVP-1/12), United States Coast 
Guard, Washington, DC 20593-0001. 
Army Transport Service: Commander, 

U.S. Army Reserve Components, 
Personnel & Administrative Center 
(PAS-EENC), 9700 Page Boulevard, St. 
Louis, MO 63132-5200. 

Naval Transportation Sve: Naval 
Military Personnel Command (NMPC-3}, 
Navy Department, Washington, DC 
20370-5300. 

Forms are available from Veterans 
Administration Offices, Merchant 
Marine veterans organizations, and from 
the offices listed above. 

For further information contact Lt. 
Col. Michael Dandar or Lt. Col. James 
Pauls at the Secretary of the Air Force 
Personnel Council (SAF/MRC), 
Washington, DC 20330-1000, telephone 
(202) 692-4744. 
Patsy J. Conner, 

Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-1967 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3910-01-m 

Department of the Army 

Military Traffic Management 

Announcement is made of meeting of 
the Military Personal Property Claims 
Symposium. This meeting will be held 
on 18 February 1988 at the Sheraton 
Crystal City Hotel, Arlington, Virginia, 
and will convene at 0830 hours and 
adjourn at approximately 1500 hours. 
Proposed Agenda: The purpose of the 

symposium is to provide an open 
discussion and free exchange of ideas 
with the public on procedural changes to 
Personal Property Traffic Mamagement 
Regulation, DOD 4500.34-R, and the 
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handling of other matters of mutual 
interest concerning the Department of 
Defense Personal Property Shipment 
and Storage Program. 

All interested persons desiring to 
submit topics to be discussed should 
contact the Commander, Military Traffic 
Management Command, ATTN: MT- 
PPM, at telephone number 756-1600, 
between 0800-1530 hours. Topics to be 
discussed should be received on or 
before 8 February 1988. 

Dated: January 21, 1988. 

Joseph R. Marotta, 

Colonel, GS, Director of Personal Property. 
[FR Doc. 88-1933 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 3710-08-M 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Econemic Regulatory Administration 

[ERA Docket No. 87-50-NG]} 

Salmon Resources Ltd.; Order 
Extending blanket Authorization To 
import Natural Gas From Canada and 

Granting Interventions 

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 

ACTION: Notice of order extending 
blanket authorization to import natural 
gas from Canada. 

SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) gives notice that it has 
issued an order extending Salmon 
Resources Ltd.’s (Salmon) existing 
blanket authorization to import natural 
gas from Canada. The order issued in 
ERA Docket No. 87-50-NG authorizes 
Salmon to impoort up to 100 Bcf over an 
additional two-year period for sale in 
the domestic spot market 

A copy of this order is available for 
inspection and copying im the Natural 
Gas Division Docket Room, GA-076, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC, 20585, 
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open 
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC, fanuary 25, 

1988. 

Constance L. Buckley, 

Director, Natural Gas Division, Office of 
Fuels Programs, Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 88-1997 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 
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[Docket No. ERA-C&E-88-3; OFP Case No. 
51025-9393-20-22] 

Acceptance of Petition for Exemption 
and Availability of Certification by Ft. 
Pierce Utility Authority, Ft. Pierce, FL 

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 

ACTION: Notice of acceptance. 

SUMMARY: On January 6, 1988, Ft. Pierce 
Utilities Authority (Ft. Pierce or the 
petitioner) filed a petition with the 
Economic Regulatory Administration 
(ERA) of the Department of Energy 
(DOE) requesting a permanent 
exemption based on the “lack of 
alternate fuel supply at a cost which 
does not substantially exceed the cost of 
using imported petroleum” for a 
proposed 34.5 megawatt combined cycle 
cogeneration unit to be located at their 
H. D. King Generating Station in Ft. 
Pierce, Florida, from the prohibitions of 
Title II of the Powerplant and Industrial 
Fuel Use Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 8301 et 
seq.) (“FUA” or “the Act”). Title II of 
FUA prohibits both the use of petroleum 
and natural gas as a primary energy 
source in any new powerplant and the 
construction of any such facility without 
the capability to use an alternate fuel as 
a primary energy source. Final rules 
setting forth criteria and procedure for 
petitioning for exemptions from the 
prohibitions of Title II of FUA are found 
in 10 CFR Parts 500, 501, and 503. Final 
rules setting forth criteria and 
procedures for petitioning for this type 
of exemption from the prohibitions of 
Title II of FUA are found in 10 CFR 
503.32. 
ERA has determined that the petition 

appears to include sufficient evidence to 
support an ERA determination on the 
exemption request and it is therefore 
accepted pursuant to 10 CFR 501.3. A 
review of the petition is provided in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
section below. 

As provided for in section 701(c) and 
(d) of FUA and 10 CFR 501.31 and 
501.33, interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments in regard to 
this petition and any interested person 
may submit a written request that ERA 
convene a public hearing. 

The public file containing a copy of 
this Notice of Acceptance and 
Availability of Certification as well as 
other documents and supporting 
materials of this proceeding is available 
upon request though DOE, Freedom of 
Information Reading Room, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, Room 1E- 

190, Washington, DC 20585, from 9:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays. 

ERA will issue a final order granting 
or denying the petition for exemption 
from the prohibitions of the Act within 
six months after the end of the period 
for public comment and hearing, unless 
ERA extends such period. Notice of any 
such extension, together with a 
statement of reasons therefor, would be 
published in the Federal Register. 

DATES: Written comments are due on or 
before March 17, 1988. A request for a 
public hearing must be made within this 
same 45-day period. E 

ADDRESSES: Fifteen copies of written 
comments or a request for a public 
hearing shall be submitted to: Case 
Control Unit, Office of Fuels Programs, 
Room GA-093, Forrestal Building, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW, 
Washington, DC 20585. 

Docket No. ERA-C&E-88-3 should be 
printed on the outside of the envelope 
and the document contained therein. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ellen Russell, Coal & Electricity 
Division, Office of Fuels Programs; 
Economic Regulatory Administration, 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.., 
Room GA-093, Washington, DC 20585, 
Telephone (202) 586-9624 

Steven E. Ferguson, Esq., Office of 
General Counsel, Department of 
Energy, Forrestal Building, Room 6A- 
113, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, Telephone 
(202) 586-6947. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
project is an addition to the Ft. Pierce 
Utility Authority's H. D. King Generating 
Station. When completed this unit will 
be designated Unit No. 9. The proposed 
facility will consist of a combustion 
turbine generator with a heat recovery 
boiler and a steam turbine generator. 
The combined cycle facility will have a 
total generating capacity of 34.5 
megawatts, all of which will be used to 
supply baseload power to Ft. Pierce 
customers. The facility will use natural 
gas as its primary fuel will a No. 2 fuel 
oil backup. 

Section 212(a)(1)(A)(ii) of the Act 
provides for a permanent exemption due 
to lack of an alternate fuel supply at a 
cost which does not substantially 
exceed the cost of using imported 
petroleum. 

To qualify, the petitioner, pursuant to 
10 CFR 503.32(a), must certify that: 

(1) A good faith effort has been made 
to obtain an adequate and reliable 
supply of an alternate fuel for use as a 
primary energy source of the quality and 
quantity necessary to conform with the 
design and operational requirements of 
the proposed unit; 
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(2) The cost of using such a supply 
would substantially exceed the cost of 
using imported petroleum as a primary 
energy source during the useful life of 
the proposed unit as defined in § 503.6 
(cost calculation) of the regulations; 

(3) No alternate power supply exists, 
as required under § 503.8 of the 
regulations; 

(4) Use of mixtures is not feasible, as 
required under § 503.9 of the regulations; 
and 

(5) Alternative sites are not available, 
as required under § 503.11 of the 
regulations. 

In accordance with the evidentiary 
requirements of § 503.32(b) (and in 
addition to the certifications discussed 
above), the petitioner has included as 
part of its petition: 

1. Exhibits containing the basis for the 
certifications described above; and 

2. An environmental impact analysis, 
as required under 10 CFR 503.13. 

In processing this exemption request, 
ERA will comply with the requirements 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA); the Council of 
Environmental Quality’s implementing 
regulations, 40 CFR Part 1500 et seq.; 
and DOE guidelines implementing those 
regulations, published at 45 FR 20694, 
March 28, 1980. NEPA compliance may 
involve the preparation of (1) an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS); 
(2) an Environmental Assessment; or (3) 
a memorandum to the file finding that 
the grant of the requested exemption 
would not be considered a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the environment. If an EIS is 
determined to be required, ERA will 
publish a Notice of Intent to prepare an 
EIS in the Federal Register as soon as 
practicable. No final action will be 
taken on the exemption petition until 
ERA’s NEPA compliance has been 
completed. 

The acceptance of the petition by ERA 
does not constitute a determination that 
the petitioner is entitled to the 
exemption requested. That 
determination will be based on the 
entire record of this proceeding, 
including any comments received during 
the public comment period provided for 
in this notice. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on January 26, 
1988. 

Robert L. Davies, 

Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 

[FR Doc. 88-1998 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 
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Energy Information Administration 

Agency Collections Under Review by 
the Office of Management and Budget 

AGENCY: Energy Information 
Administration, DOE. 
ACTION: Notice of requests submitted for 
clearance to the Office of Management 
and Budget. 

SUMMARY: The Energy Information 
Administration (EIA) has submitted the 
energy information collection{s) listed at 
the end of this notice to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
approval under provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35). 
The listing does not contain 

information collection requirements 
contained in new or revised regulations 
which are to be submitted under section 
3504(h] of the Paperwork Reduction Act, 
nor management and procurement 
assistance requirements collected by the 
Department of Energy (DOE). 

Each entry contains the following 
information: (1) The sponsor of the 
collection (the DOE component or 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC)); (2) Collection number(s); (3) 
Current OMB docket number (if 
applicable); (4) Collection title; (5) Type 
of request, e.g., new, revision, or 
extension; (6) Frequency of collection; 
(7) Response obligation, i.e., mandatory, 
voluntary, or required to obtain or retain 
benefit; (8) Affected public; (9) An 
estimate of the number of respondents 
per report period; (10) An estimate of the 
number of responses annually; (11) 
Annual respondent burden, i.e., an 
estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to respond to the collection; and 
(12) A brief abstract describing the 
proposed collection and the 
respondents. 
DATE: Comments must be filed on or 
before March 2, 1988. 
AppRESS: Address comments to the 
Department of Energy Desk Officer, 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget, 726 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, DC 20503. (Comments 
should also be addressed to the Office 
of Statistical Standards, at the address 
below.) 

For Further Information and Copies of 
Relevant Materials Contact: Carole 
Patton, Office of Statistical Standards 
(EI-70), Energy Information 
Administration, M.S. 1H-023, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Ave., SW.., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-2222. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: If you 
anticipate that your will be submitting 
comments, but find it difficult to do so 

within the period of time allowed by this 
Notice, you should advise the OMB DOE 
Desk Officer of your intention to do so 
as soon as possible. The Desk Officer 
may be telephoned at (202) 395-3084. 

The energy information collection 
submitted to OMB for review was: 

1. Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 

2. FERC-580. 

3. 1902-0137. 

4. Fuel Purchase Practices. 
5. Revision. 
6. Biennially. 
7. Mandatory. 
8. Businesses or other for profit. 
9. 67 respondents. 
10. 67 responses. 
11. 6,030 hours. 
12. The information requested is 

needed to comply with the requirements 
of section 205(f}(2) of the Federal Power 
Act for a review “not less frequently 
than every two year” of “practices * * * 
to ensure efficient use of resources.” 

Statutory Authority: Sec. 5(a), 5(b), 13(b}, 
and 52, Pub. L. 93-275, Federal 
Administration Act of 1974, (15 U.S.C. 764(a), 
764(b), 772(b), and 790(a)). 

Issued in Washington, DC, January 26, 
1988. 

Yvonne M. Bishop, 

Director, Statistical Standards, Energy 
Information Administration. 

[FR Doc. 88-1999 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket No. TA88-3-20-000 & 001] 

Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.; 
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff 

January 26, 1988. 

Take notice that Algonquin Gas 
Transmission Company (“Algonquin”) 
on January 21, 1988, tendered for filing 
to its FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised 
Volume No. 1 the following tariff sheets: 
Seventeenth Revised Sheet No. 204 
Seventeenth Revised Sheet No. 205 
Seventh Revised Sheet No. 214 

Algonquin states that such tariff 
sheets are being filed pursuant to 
section 7 of its Rate Schedule F-3 and F- 
4 and section 9 of Rate Schedule SS-III 
to reflect changes in the underlying rates 
by its suppliers, National Fuel Gas 
Supply Corporation in Rate Schedule F- 
3 and Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation in Rate Schedules F-4 and 
SS-IIL The proposed effective date of 
the above-mentioned tariff sheets is 
February 1, 1988. 
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Algonquin notes that a copy of this 
filing is being served upon each affected 
party and interested state commission. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before February 2, 
1988. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 
Lois Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1974 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-™ 

[Docket No. RP88-34-001] 

ANR Pipeline Co.; Proposed Changes 
in Gas Tariff 

January 26, 1988 

Take notice that on January 15, 1988, 
ANR Pipeline Company {ANR) tendered 
for filing with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (“Commission”) 
Substitute Fourth Revised Sheet No. 570 
under Rate Schedule X-64 of Original 
Revised Volume No. 2 of its F.E.R.C. Gas 
Tariff, to become effective January 1, 
1988 
ANR states that this filing has been 

made to: (a) Reflect the elimination of 
the 5% inflation adjustment to operating 
expenses; (b) tie the rate of retrun to the 
outcome of ANR Docket No. RP86-169 
and the depreciation rate to the outcome 
of HIOS Docket No. RP87-22; and (c) 
submit ANR’s plan for refund resulting 
from any overaccumulated deferred 
income taxes, in compliance with 
Ordering Paragraphs (1), (2} and (3), 
respectively, of the Commission's 
December 31, 1987 acceptance in the 
subject docket. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rule 211 
or Rule 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before February 2, 
1988. Protests will be considered by the 
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Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceedings. Any person wishing to 
become a party to the proceeding must 
file a motion to intervene. Copies of this 
filirig are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1975 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

[Docket No. RP88-45-001] 

Arkla Energy Resources; Filing 

January 26, 1988. 

Take notice that on January 15, 1988, 
Arkla Energy Resources (AER) tendered 
for filing First Substitute Third Revised 
Sheet No. 7 to its FERC Gas Tariff, 
Original Revised Volume No. 1-A, to be 
effective February 1, 1988. 
AER requested that this tariff sheet be 

substituted for Third Revised Sheet No. 
7 submitted with AER’s December 31, 
1987 filing. AER states that the 
substitute tariff sheet does not reflect, as 
the sheet initially filed erroneously did, 
a reservation charge for AER's proposed 
service under Rate Schedule LT. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a protest or 
motion to intervene with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 
or 385.211). All such motions or protests 
or motions should be filed on or before 
February 2, 1988. Protests will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to this proceeding must 
file a motion to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1976 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

[Docket Nos. RP87-87-002 and RP87-116- 
002) 

Granite State Gas Transmission, Inc.; 
Tariff Filing 

January 26, 1988. 

Take notice that on January 19, 1988, 
Granite State Gas Transmission, Inc. 

(Granite State) tendered for filing the 
following sheets to its FERC Gas Tariff, 
First Revised Volume No. 1 and Original 
Volume No. 2: 

To be effective October 1, 1987 

First Revised Volume No. 1 

Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 8 
Substitute First Revised Sheet No. 83 

Original Volume No. 2 

Third Substitute Seventh Revised Sheet 
No. 27 

To be effective November 27, 1987 

Original Volume No. 2 

Second Substitute Eighth Revised Sheet 
No. 27 

To be effective January 1, 1988 

First Revised Volume No. 1 

Fourteenth Revised Sheet No. 8 
First Revised Sheet No. 32 
Original Sheet No. 33 
Original Sheet No. 34 

Granite State states that the revised 
states and tariff provisions are 
applicable to storage services under its 
Rate Schedules GSS and S-1 rendered 
to its two affiliated distribution 
company customers, Bay State Gas 
Company (Bay State) and Northern 
Utilities, Inc. (Northern Utilities), and to 
a transportation service provided 
Northern Utilities under its Rate 
Schedule T-3. 

Granite State further states that it 
submitted revised tariff sheets on 
November 4, 1987 which, inter alia, 
established an annual charges 
adjustment (ACA) applicable to its 
jurisdiction sales to Bay State and 
Northern Utilities, effective October 1, 
1987, in compliance with Order No. 472, 
et seq. These tariff sheets were accepted 
by letter order dated December 17, 1987, 
subject to the condition that an ACA 
charge be included in Rate Schedule T-3 
for the transporation service rendered 
Northern Utilities. Granite State also 
states that the revised tariff sheets that 
it submitted on November 27, 1987, in 
Docket No. RP87-87-000, which changed 
the rate for service under Rate Schedule 
T-3, did not include an ACA charge. 
Accordingly, Granite State has included 
an ACA charge in Rate Schedule T-3 
and has added an ACA charge to the 
change in Rate Schedule T-3 that was 
filed in Docket No. RP87-87-000. 
According to Granite State, it provides 

storage service for Bay State under Rate 
Schedule GSS in a storage facility 
operated by Consolidated Gas 
Transmission Company (Consolidated). 
Granite State is authorized to track 
Consolidated's rate changes in its own 
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Rate Schedule GSS. Granite State 
states that Consolidated filed an ACA 
charge applicable to the withdrawal 
charge under its Rate Schedule GSS in 
Docket No. RP87-111-000, and Granite 
State has tracked this charge in this 
filing. 

Granite State also states that it 
provides storage services for Bay State 
and Northern Utilities under Rate 
Schedule S-1 in a facility owned by 
Penn-York Energy Corporation (Penn- 
York). Granite State is authorized to 
track Penn-York’s rate changes in its 
own Rate Schedule S-1.? Granite State 
states that Penn-York has filed revised 
rates and other provisions applicable to 
its Rate Schedule S—1 service in Docket 
No. RP87-78-000, and Granite State has 
tracked these changes in this filing. 
A copy of the filing has been served 

upon Granite State’s jurisdictional 
customers, Bay State and Northern 
Utilities, on the regulatory commissions 
of the States of Maine, Massachusetts 
and New Hampshire, and on each of the 
intervenors in Docket No. RP87-87-000. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 214 
and 211 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. All such 
motions or protests should be filed on or 
before February 2, 1988. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1977 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

[Docket No. RP88-25-003] 

South Georgia Natural Gas Co.; 
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff 

January 26, 1988. 

Take notice that on January 15, 1988, 
South Georgia Natural Gas Company 
(South Georgia) tendered for filing the 
following tariff sheets to its FERC Gas 

1 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., et a/., 18 FERC 
461,013 (1982). 

2 Granite State Gas Transmission, Inc., 21 FERC 
{61,199 (1982). 
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Tariff, First Revised Volume No. 1, to be 
effective December 1, 1987: 

First Revised Sheet Nos. 16B-16D 

First Revised Sheet Nos. 16G-160 

First Revised Sheet Nos. 16R-16T 
First Revised Sheet Nos. 16W-16Z 

First Revised Sheet Nos. 16AA-16EE 

First Revised Sheet No. 341 

First Revised Sheet Nos. 34L-340 
First Revised Sheet Nos. 34S-34W 

First Revised Sheet No. 34Y 

First Revised Sheet Nos. 42B-42C 
First Revised Sheet Nos. 42E-42F 

First Revised Sheet No. 42K 
First Revised Sheet Nos. 42N-420 
First Revised Sheet Nos. 42Q—42R 
First Revised Sheet Nos. 42W 

South Georgia states that on 
November 16, 1987, it filed in this 
proceeding revisions to its FERC Gas 
Tariff to establish as part of its Tariff 
Rate Schedules FT and IT, the General 
Terms and Conditions for Rate 
Schedules FT and IT, and Forms of 
Service Agreement under Rate 
Schedules FT and IT. On December 16, 
1987, the Commission issued its Order 
Accepting Filing and Suspending Tariff 
Sheets, Subject to Refund and 
Conditions, Granting Waiver of Notice 
Requirement and Convening Technical 
Conference (Order). Ordering Paragraph 
(A) required South Georgia to file within 
30 days of the date of the issuance of the 
Order to make revisions prescribed by 
the Order. Accordingly, South Georgia 
has submitted the revised tariff sheets 
listed above and has requested a waiver 
of the Commission’s Regulations to 
make the revised sheets effective 
December 1, 1987. 

South Georgia states that copies of the 
filing were mailed to all of South 
Georgia's jurisdictional purchasers, 
shippers, and interested state 
commissions, as well as the parties 
listed on the Commission's official 
service list compiled in this proceeding. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 or 385.214). 
All such motions or protests should be 
filed on or before February 2, 1988. 
Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in dete’ the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 

with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1978 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

[Docket No. RP88-17-003] 

Southern Natural Gas Co.; Compliance 

Filing 

January 26, 1988. 

Take notice that on January 6, 1988, 
Southern Natural Gas Company 
(Southern) tendered for filing First 
Revised Sheet No. 30N to its FERC Gas 
Tariff, Sixth Revised Volume No. 1, to be 
effective December 1, 1987. 

Southern states that First Revised 
Sheet No. 30N was inadvertently 
omitted from its filing of December 14, 
1987. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a protest or 
motion to intervene with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 
or 385.211). All such protests or motions 
should be filed on or before February 3, 
1988. Protests will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to this proceeding must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1979 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-41 

[Docket Nos. RP88-5-004 and RP&8-37- 
001) 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.; 
Tariff Filing 

January 26, 1988. 

Take Notice that on January 22, 1988, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco) tendered for 
filing the following sheets to its FERC 
Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume No. 
z 

Substitute Second Revised Sheet No. 196 
Substitute First Revised Sheet No. 196-A 
Substitute Original Sheet Nos. 199-L, 

199-O, and 199-P 
Substitute First Revised Sheet Nos, 219- 
A and 259 
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Substitute Original Sheet Nos. 260 
through 262 

Original Sheet Nos. 263 and 264 
Substitute Second Revised Sheet No. 373 
Substitute Original Sheet No. 381 

Transco states that on November 30, 
1987, it filed with the Commission in 
Docket No. RP88-5-002, original and 
revised tariff sheets in compliance with 
the Commission's order issued October 
29, 1987 in Docket No. RP88-5-000, 
which required Transco to make certain 
revisicns to its Rate Schedule FT and to 
file terms and conditions governing 
interruptible transportation of gas 
pursuant to Part 284 of the Commission's 
regulations. Transco states that the 
tendered tariff sheets setting forth Rate 
Schedule IT included, inter alia, 
provisions requiring the buyer to 
provide Transco with certain 
information to implement the take-or- 
pay crediting mechanisms of Order No. 
500, et seg. On December 2, 1987, 
Transco filed with the Commission in 
Docket No. RP88-37-000, revised tariff 
sheets to Rate Schedule FT which 
included provisions requiring the buyer 
to provide the same Order No. 500 
information as that which had been set 
forth in Rate Schedule IT. 
On December 31, 1987, the 

Commission issued an order accepting 
Transco'’s November 30 and December 2 
tariff filings, subject to refund and 
conditions. Transco states that the 
instant filing is made in compliance with 
ordering paragraph (C) of that order. 

Transco also states that since August 
13, 1987, it has been providing 
interruptible transportation service 
pursuant to operating procedures similar 
to those proposed by Transco in its 
November 30, 1987 filing in Docket No. 
RP88-5-002. Specifically, Transco states 
that it has offered to provide and has 
provided, interruptible transportation 
under terms whereby capacity is 
allocated to shippers monthly, with 
capacity allocated among shippers 
within the same priority class on a 
ratable basis. Transco states that under 
the circumstances, it would be unfair to 
shippers who have requested capacity 
on Transco's system based on their 
belief that capacity would be allocated 
in such manner to allocate capacity to 
these shippers on a first come, first 
served basis ties to a historical period 
which has already occurred under 
different assumptions and actual 
operations. Therefore, to provide all 
potential shippers with fair notice and 
opportunity to nominate capacity; 
Transco proposes a forward-looking 
“window” period, whereby all shippers 
requesting interruptible service within 
21 days of the date of a Commission 
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order accepting the IT rate schedule 
tariff sheets included in the instant filing 
would be treated equally with all 
shippers who have requested such 
service since August 13, 1987. if and 
when capacity allocation is necessary, 
Transco states that all shippers who 
have requested service within the 
window period would be ratably served. 
Transco further states that shippers 
requesting interruptible service after the 
window period would be offered priority 
rights on a first come, first served basis. 
A copy of the filing has been served 

upon each of Transco's jurisdictional 
customers. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 214 
and 211 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. All such 
motions or protests should be filed on or 
before Febraury 2, 1988. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Acting Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 88-1980 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-014 

[Docket No. CP87-308-001] 

United Gas Pipe Line Co.; Petition To 
Amend 

january 27, 1988. 

Take notice that.on January 13, 1988, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company {United}, 
P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77251- 
1478, filed in Docket No. CP87-308-001, 
a petition pursuant to sections 7[b) and 
7(c) of the Natural gas Act to amend its 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity issued in Docket No. CP87- 
308-000 on September 28, 1987, so as to 
authorize the construction and operation 
of facilities end for the issuance of an 
order permitting and approving 
abandonment of other, older facilities, 
all as more fully set forth in the petition 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 
United states that in a filing made on 

February 19, 1987 in Docket No. CP87- 
214-000, authorization is sought to 
construct and operate 58:16 miles of new 
24-inch pipeline and to abandon by 
removal 53:9 miles of old 18-inch 

pipeline and 16.6 miles of other, smaller 
diameter old pipeline. 

United is seeking Commission 
approval to alter the construction 
timetable set out in the Docket No. 
CP87-214-000 filing, so as to promptly 
perform a needed 1.52 mile pipeline 
replacement to its existing 16-inch Baton 
Rouge—New Orleans Main Line located 
in St. Charles Parish, Louisiana, to begin 
at the east levee of the Bonnet Carre 
Spillway and to extend in a generally 
south easterly direction, to pass 
predominantly through residential and 
commercial locations, including the yard 
of Shell's Norco Refinery for which 
authority has already been obtained in 
Docket No. CP87-308-000, and to end at 
a point near the Good Hope Road 
location. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 

make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should en or before 
February 17, 1988, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20426, a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act {18 CFR 157.20). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or ‘to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 
Lois D. Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1981 Filed 1-28-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

[Docket Nos. TA88-2-57-002, -001, -000] 

Western Transmission Corp.; Notice of 
Filing 

January 26, 1988. 

Take notice that Western 
Transmission Corporation (Western) on 
January 14, 1988, tendered for filing 
Second Subsitute Thirtieth Revised 
Sheet No. 3-A to its FERC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1, to be effective 

_ Substitute 
3-A has been filed to correct the current 
adjustment column in its Statement of 
Rates to be 4.00 cents. The current 
adjustment was stated on 
Thirtieth Revised Sheet ‘No. 3-A and 
Substitute Thirtieth Revision Sheet No. 
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3-A, respectively, as previously filed on 
January 4, 1988 and January 12, 1988, 
respectively. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE. Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 214 
and 211 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure [18 CFR 385.214, 
385.211). All such motions or protsts 
should be filed-on or before February 2, 
1988. Protests will be a by the 
Commisison in 
appropriate action to be — but will 
not serve te make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashel, 
Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 88-1982 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

[Docket No. CP8B-165-000) 

Under Blanket Authorization 

January 25, 1988. 

‘Take notice that on January 14, 1988, 
Williams Nataral.Gas Company 
(Williams), P.O. Box 3288, Tulsa, 

Okjahoma 74101, filed in Docket No. 
CP88-165-000 a request pursuant to 
§ 157.205 of the Commission's 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
abandon certain facilities and to 
construct and operate certain other 
facilities, all located in Ottawa County, 
Oklahoma, ander the certificate issued 
in Docket No. CP82-479-000 pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as 
more fully set forth in the request which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 
‘Williams proposes to abandon by 

reclaim measuring, regulating and 
appurtenant facilities for two town 
border setting in Miami and North 
Miami, Oklahoma. Williams proposes to 
abandon by sale to KPL Gas Service 
See eee 
tae to construct and 
a 

regulating an Scepea tetilies at 
the site of the Miami town border. It is 
stated that the proposed abandonments 
and construction would enable Williams 
to consolidate two town border settings 
into one and to sell to KPL the lateral 
line which Williams states is more 
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appropriately a part of KPL's 
distribution system. 

It is stated that the estimated cost of 
reclaiming the abandoned facilities is 
$6,210. It is further stated that the 
estimated salvage value of facilities 
which cannot be reclaimed is $5,850 and 
that the sale price of the lateral line is 
$1,758. It is stated that the estimated 
construction cost of the replacement 
facilities is $53,530. ° 

It is asserted that there would be no 
disruption of service resulting from the 
proposed changes. It is explained that 
two of the customers served from the 
lateral line are already customers of 
KPL and that the third customer served 
from the line has agreed to receive 
service from KPL. Williams states that 
the proposed changes would not result 
in increased deliveries to KPL and 
would not cause the deliveries to exceed 
KPL’s authorized entitlement from 
Williams. 
Any person or the Commission's staff 

may. within 45 days after issuance of 
the instant notice by the Commission, 
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the 
Commission's Procedural Rules (18 CFR 
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice 
of intervention and pursuant to § 157.205 
of the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a protest to the 
request. If no protest is filed within the 
time allowed therefor, the proposed 
activity shall be deemed to be 
authorized effective the day after the 
time allowed for filing a protest. If a 
protest is filed and not withdrawn 
within 30 days after the time allowed for 
filing a protest, the instant request shall 
be treated as an application for 
authorization pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 

[FR Doc. 88-1983 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

(No. AC-689; FHLBB No. 3148] 

Home Federal Savings and Loan 
Association of Salisbury, Salisbury, 
NC; Final Action; Approval of 
Conversion Application 

Date: January 27, 1988. 

Notice is hereby given that on January 
25, 1988, the Office of the General 
Counsel of the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board, acting pursuant to the authority 
delegated to the General Counsel or his 
designee, approved the application of 
Home Federal Savings and Loan 
Association of Salisbury, Salisbury, 
North Carolina, for permission to 

convert to the stock form of 
organization. Copies of the application 
are available for inspection at the Office 
of the Secretariat at the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board, 1700 G Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20552, and at the Office 
of the Supervisory Agent at the Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Atlanta, 1475 
Peachtree Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia 
30309. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 

John F. Ghizzoni, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-2016 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS 
AUTHORITY 

Senior Executive Service; 
Performance Review Board 

AGENCY: Federal Labor Relations 
Authority. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given of the 
names of the Performance Review 
Board. 

DATE: February 1, 1988. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Monica L. Kelly, Director of Personnel, 
Federal Labor Relations Authority, 500 
C Street SW., Washington, DC 20424, 
(202-382-0751). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 

4314(c) (1) through (5) of Title 5 U.S.C. 
requires each agency to establish, in 
accordance with regulations prescribed 
by the Office of Personnel Management, 
one or more performance review boards. 
The board shall review and evaluate the 
initial appraisal of a senior executive's 
performance by the supervisor, along 
with amy recommendations, to the 
appointing authority relative to the 
performance of the senior executive. 

The following persons will serve on 
the FLRA's Performance Review Board: 

Jacqueline Bradley, FLRA 
Edith Baum, Office of General Counsel, 
FLRA 

Johnny Butler, Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission 

Paul Mahoney, Merit Systems Protection 
Board 

Peter Basso, National Endowment for 
the Arts 

Dated: January 26, 1988. 

Monica L. Kelly, 

Director of Personnel. 

[FR Doc. 88-1932 Piled 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6727-01-M 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Agency Forms under Review 

January 26, 1988. 

Background 

On June 15, 1984, the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) 
delegated to the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System (Board) its 
approval authority under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, as per 5 CFR 
1320.9, “to approve of and assign OMB 
control numbers to collection of 
information requests and requirements 
conducted or sponsored by the Board 
under conditions set forth in 5 CFR 
1320.9.” Board-approved collections of 
information will be incorporated into the 
official OMB inventory of currently 
approved collections of information. A 
copy of the SF 83 and supporting 
statement and the approved collection 
of information instrument(s) will be 
placed into OMB's public docket files. 
The following forms, which are being 
handled under this delegated authority, 
have received initial Board approval 
and are hereby published for comment. 
At the end of the comment period, the 
proposed information collection, along 
with an analysis of comments and 
recommendations received, will be 
submitted to the Board for final 
approval under OMB delegated 
authority. 

DaTe: Comments must be received on or 
before February 16, 1988. 

appRESS: Comments which should refer 
to the OMB Docket number (or Agency 
form number inthe case of a new 
information collection that has not yet 
been assigned an OMB number), should 
be addressed to Mr. William W. Wiles, 
Secretary, Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, 20th and C 
Streets NW., Washington, DC 20551, or 
delivered to room B-2223 between 8:45 
a.m. and 5:15 p.m. Comments received 
may be inspected in room B-1122 
between 8:45 a:m..and 5°15 p.m., except 
as provided in § 261.6{a) of the Board's 
Rules Regarding Availability of 
Information, 12 CFR 261.6(a). 
A copy of the comments may also be 

submitted to the OMB desk officer for 
the Board: Robert Fishman Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, New 
Executive Office Building, Room 3228, 
Washington, DC 20503. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

A copy of the proposed form, the request 
for clearance (SF 83), supporting 
statement, instructions, and other 
documents thet will be placed imto 
OMB's public docket files once 
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approved may be requested from the 
agency clearance officer, whose name 
appears below. Federal Reserve Board 
Clearance Officer—Nancy Steele— 
Division of Research and Statistics, 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, Washington, DC 20551 
(202-452-3822). 

Proposal To Approve Under OMB 
Delegated Authority the Extension With 
Minor Revision of the Following Report 

1. Report Title: Report of Changes in 
Foreign Investments. 
Agency Form Number: FR 2064. 
OMB Docket Number: 7100-0109. 
Frequency: On.occasion. 
Reporters: Member banks, bank 

holding companies and Edge and 
Agreement corporations making or 
changing a foreign investment. 
Annual Reporting Hours: 180 Small 

businesses are not affected. 
General Description of Report: This 

report is required by law (12 U.S.C. 602 
and 1844). Certain portions are given 
confidential treatment (5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(4)). 

This report provides information 
needed to enable the Federal Reserve to 
monitor foreign investments by U.S. 
banking organizations. The report is 
used to notify the Federal Reserve of 
foreign investment changes as required 
under Regulation K, and to provide a 
basis for updating the System's 
information on foreign investments. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, January 26, 1988. 

William W. Wiles, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 88-1941 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 

First Bank System, Inc.; Proposal To 
Underwrite and Deal in Certain 
Securities to a Limited Extent and To 
Broker Certain Options 

First Bank System, Inc., Minneapolis, 
Minnesota (“Applicant”), has applied, 
pursuant to section 4(c)(8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843 
(c)(8)) and § 225.23(a)(3) of the Board's 
Regulation Y (12 CFR 225.23(a)(3)), for 
permission to engage de novo through its 
wholly owned subsidiary, FBS 
Brokerage Services, Inc., Minneapolis, 
Minnesota (“Company”), in the 
activities of underwriting and dealing in, 
to a limited degree, commercial paper, 
municipal revenue bonds (including 
“public ownership” industrial 
development bonds), 1-4 family 
mortgage-related securities and 
consumer-receivable-related securities 
(“ineligible securities”). These securities 
are eligible for purchase by banks for 

their own account but not eligible for 
banks to underwrite and deal in. 

Applicant has also applied to broker 
options on securities issued or 
guaranteed by the United States and its 
agencies, money market instruments 
and foreign currency on exchanges 
regulated by the Securities and 
Exchange Commission in accordance 
with the terms and conditions 
previously approved by the Board in 
Security Pacific Corporation, 70 Federal 
Reserve Bulletin 238 (1984). In addition, 
Applicant has applied to underwrite and 
deal in securities that state member 
banks are permitted to underwrite and 
deal in under the Glass-Steagall Act 
(“eligible securities”) (U.S. government 
securities, general obligations of states 
and municipalities and certain money 
market instruments), as permitted by 
§ 225.25(b)(16) of Regulation Y (12 CFR 
225.25(b)(16)). 

Applicant has applied to underwrite 
and deal in ineligible securities in 
accordance with virtually all of the 
limitations set forth in the Board’s Order 
approving those activities for a number 
of bank holding companies. See, e.g., 
Citicorp, J.P. Morgan & Co. Incorporated 
and Bankers Trust New York 
Corporation, 73 Federal Reserve Bulletin 
473 (1987) (underwriting and dealing in 
commercial paper, municipal revenue 
bonds and mortgage-related securities) 
(“Citicorp/Morgan/Bankers Trust’); 
and Chemical New York Corporation, 
The Chase Manhattan Corporation, 
Bankers Trust New York Corporation, 
Citicorp, Manufacturers Hanover 
Corporation and Security Pacific 
Corporation, 73 Federal Reserve Bulletin 
731 (1987) (underwriting and dealing in 
consumer-receivable-related securities). 
In its Citicorp/Morgan/Bankers Trust 
Order, the Board determined that a 
member bank affiliate would not be 
engaged principally in the above 
ineligible securities underwriting 
activity if its gross revenue from that 
activity does not exceed a range of 
between 5 and 10 percent of its total 
gross revenues. The Board also 
determined that a similar range should 
apply to the market share test adopted 
by the Board, but that the lower end of 
the range—5 percent—was the 
appropriate level to be applied at that 
time with regard to both revenue and 
market share. 

Applicant proposes to engage in 
ineligible securities underwriting and 
dealing up to 10 percent of Company's 
gross revenue and 5 percent of the 
market. Applicant states that, unlike the 
bank holding companies involved in the 
Citicorp/Morgan/Bankers Trust Order, 
Applicant is not, and does not intend to 
become a primary dealer in U.S. 
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government securities. Moreover, 
Applicant notes thai the eligible 
mortgage-related securities and 
municipal securities activities that 
Applicant proposes to transfer to 
Company are several times smaller than 
those involved in the Citicorp/Morgan/ 
Bankers Trust Order. Thus, Applicant 
concludes, the overall level of 
Company’s projection eligible securities 
underwriting activities and the level of 
ineligible securities underwriting 
activities that such activities will 
support is many times smaller than 
those previously considered by the 
Board. Applicant further argues that a 5 
percent gross revenue test is unfair to 
institutions with relatively small eligible 
securities underwriting operations and 
would guarantee a few large institutions 
a virtual monopoly on bank affiliate 
participation in the ineligible securities 
underwriting market. In addition, 
Applicant argues that if the Board were 
to impose a 5 percent gross revenue 
limitation on Applicant, Applicant 
doubts that Company could achieve a 
level of activity necessary to justify the 
capital and the expenditures required to 
enable it to conduct profitable ineligible 
securities underwriting operations. 

Applicant also proposes to engage in 
certain incidental activities including 
the private placement of ineligible 
securities as both principal and as 
agent. Under the terms of the proposal, 
Company’s placement activities as 
principal, but not as agent, would be 
included in the above guantitative 
limitations. 

The application presents issues under 
section 20 of the Glass-Steagall Act (12 
U.S.C. 377). Section 20 of the Glass- 
Steagall Act prohibits the affiliation of a 
member bank, such as First National 
Bank of Minneapolis with a firm that is 
“engaged principally” in the 
“underwriting, public sale or 
distribution” of securities. Applicant 
states that it would not be “engaged 
principally” in such activities on the 
basis of the restrictions on the amount: 
of the proposed activity relative to the 
total business conducted by the 
underwriting subsidiary and relative to 
the total market in such activity. 
Any request for a hearing on this 

application must comply with 262.3(e) of 
the Board's Rules of Procedure (12 CFR 
262.3(e)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis. 
Any comments or requests for hearing 

should be submitted in writing and 
received by William W. Wiles, 
Secretary, Board of Governors of the 
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Federal Reserve System, Washington, 
DC. 20551, not later than February 22, 
1988. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, January 26, 1988. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 88-1944 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 

First Financial Services of Moose 
Lake, Inc.; Formation of, Acquisition 
by, or Merger of Bank Holding 
Companies; and Acquisition of 
Nonbanking Company 

The company listed in this notice has 
applied under § 225.14 of the Board's 
Regulation Y (12 CFR 225.14) for the 
Board's approval under section 3 of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire voting securities 
of a bank or bank holding company. The 
listed company has also applied under 
§ 225.23(a)(2) of Regulation Y (12 CFR 
225.23(a)(2)) for the Board's approval 
under section 4(c)(8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation 
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to acquire or 
control voting securities or assets of a 
company engaged in a nonbanking 
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of 
Regulation Y as closely related to 
banking and permissible for bank 
holding companies, or to engage in such 
an activity. Unless otherwise noted, 
these activities will be conducted 
throughout the United States. 
The application is available for 

immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing on the 
question whether consummation of the 
proposal can “reasonably be expected 
to produce benefits to the public, such 
as greater convenience, increased 
competition, or gains in efficiency, that 
outweigh possible adverse effects, such 
as undue concentration of resources, 
decreased or unfair competition, 
conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question must be 
accompanied by a statement of the 
reasons a written presentation would 
not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the 
evidence that would be presented at a 
hearing, and indicating how the party 

commenting would be aggrieved by 
approval of the proposal. 
Comments regarding the application 

must be received at the Reserve Bank 
indicated or the offices of the Board of 
Governors not later than February 19, 
1988. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis (James M. Lyon, Vice 
President) 250 Marquette Avenue, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480: 

1. First Financial Services of Moose 
Lake, Inc., Moose Lake, Minnesota; to 
become a bank holding company by 
acquiring 53.1 percent of the voting 
shares of First National Bank of Moose 
Lake, Moose Lake, Minnesota. 

In connection with this application, 
Applicant also proposes to acquire First 
National Agency of Moose Lake, Inc., 
Moose Lake, Minnesota, and thereby 
engage in general insurance sales in a 
community that has a population not 
exceeding 5,000 pursuant to 
§ 225.25(b)(8)(iii)(A) of the Board's 
Regulation Y. These activities will be 
conducted in Moose Lake, Minnesota, 
and the six surrounding townships. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, January 26, 1988. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 88-1942 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 

Merrimack Bancorp, Inc., et al.; 
Formations of; Acquisitions by; and 
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies 

The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3 of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and 
§ 225.14 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 
Each application is available for 

immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the 
Board of Governors. Any comment on 
an application that requests a hearing 
must include a statement of why a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute 
and summarizing the evidence that 
would be presented at a hearing. 
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Unless otherwise noted, comments 
regarding each of these applications 
must be received not later than February 
19, 1988. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Boston 
(Robert M. Brady, Vice President) 600 
Atlantic Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts 
02106: 

1. Merrimack Bancorp, Inc., Lowell, 
Massachusetts, and Merrimack Bancorp 
of New Hampshire, Inc., Milford, New 
Hampshire; to acquire 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Hillsborough Bank & 
Trust Company, Milford, New 
Hampshire. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland 
(John J. Wixted, Jr., Vice President) 1455 
East Sixth Street, Cleveland, Ohio 44101: 

1. PNC Financial Corp. Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania; to acquire 100 percent of 
the voting shares of PNC National Bank 
of New Jersey, Cherry Hill, New Jersey, 
a de novo bank. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104 
Marietta Street, NW., Atlanta, Georgia 
30303: 

1. First Florida Banks, Inc., Tampa, 
Florida, and 7L Corporation, Tampa, 
Florida; to acquire 100 percent of the 
voting shares of First Florida Bank of 
Orange County, N.A., Orlando, Florida, 
a de novo bank. 

D. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis 
(Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411 
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166: 

1. Liberty National Bancorp, Inc., 
Louisville, Kentucky; to acquire 100 
percent of the voting shares of Bank of 
Shelbyville, Shelbyville, Kentucky. 

E. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City (Thomas M. Hoenig, Vice President) 
925 Grand Avenue, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64198: 

1. Sterling National Bank Employee 
Stock Ownership Plan, Sugar Creek, 
Missouri; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 38.6 percent of 
the voting shares of Sterling 
Bancorporation, Sugar Creek, Missouri, 
and thereby indirectly acquire Sterling 
National Bank, Sugar Creek, Missouri. 

F. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas (W. 
Arthur Tribble, Vice President) 400 
South Akard Street, Dallas, Texas 75222: 

1. Summit Banking Corp., Dover, 
Delaware; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Alta Mesa National 
Bank, Fort Worth, Texas, and thereby 
indirectly acquire Camp Bowie National 
Bank, Fort Worth, Texas, and Summit 
National Bank, Fort Worth, Texas. 
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Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, January 26, 1988. 

James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 88-1943 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-m 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Disclosure Requirements and 
Prohibitions Concerning Franchising 
and Business Opportunity Ventures 

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Invitation to comment on 

requested exemption from trade 
regulation rule. 

sSumMMARY: The Commission is 
requesting public comment with respect 
to a request from the Saturn Corporation 
for an exemption from the requirements 
of the Franchise Rule. The Commission 
has stayed the Franchise Rule (16 CFR 
Part 436), insofar as it applies to the 
petitioner, pending a final decision by 
the Commission on the exemption 
request. 

DATE: Written comments will be 
accepted until April 1, 1988. The stay is 
effective as of January 15, 1988. 
ADDRESS: Comments may be filed in 
person or mailed to: Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, 6th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20580. Requests for copies of the 
petition and the Franchise Rule should 
be directed to the Public Reference 
Branch, Room 130. (202) 326-2222. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Craig Tregillus, Attorney, PC-H-238, 
Federal Trade Commission, 
Washington, DC 20580, (202) 326-2970. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 21, 1978, the Federal Trade 
Commission promulgated a trade 
regulation rule entitled “Disclosure 
Requirements and Prohibitions 
Concerning Franchising and Business 
Opportunity Ventures” (16 CFR Part 
436). In general, the Rule provides for 
Pre-sale disclosure to prospective 
franchisees of important information 
about the franchisor, the franchise 
business and the terms of the proposed 
franchise relationship. A summary of the 
Rule is available from the FTC Public 
Reference Branch, Room 130, upon 
request. 

Section 18(g) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act provides that any 
person or class of persons covered by a 
trade regulation rule may petition the 
Commission for an exemption from such 
rule, and if the Commission finds that 
the application of such rule to any 
person or class of persons is not 

necessary to prevent the unfair or 
deceptive act or practice to which the 
rule relates, the Commission may 
exempt such person or class from all or 
any part of the rule. 
The Saturn Corporation, a wholly- 

owned subsidiary of General Motors 
Corporation, filed a petition for 
exemption pursuant to section 18(g) on 
June 5, 1987. Briefly stated, Petitioner 
alleges that an exemption should be 
granted to the Saturn Corporation 
because: (1) Saturn dealers will be 
extremely sophisticated 
businesspersons; (2) prospective dealers 
and their advisors will have more than 
adequate time to review the dealer 
agreement and other information; (3) 
given their experience and 
sophistication, prospective dealers will 
be well-acquainted with the automobile 
industry and all relevant facts about the 
dealership; (4) the public comments in 
prior exemption proceedings for 
automobile dealerships have not 
opposed the exemptions granted; and (5) 
failure to grant the petition would place 
the Saturn Corporation at a competitive 

disadvantage in view of the other 
exemptions the Commission has 
granted. 

For a complete presentation of the 
arguments submitted by Petitioner, 
please refer to the full text of the 
petition, which can be obtained from the 
FTC Public Reference Branch, Room 130, 
upon request. 

In assessing the present exemption 
request, the Commission would like 
comments on all relevant issues 
germane to the proceeding, including the 
following: (1) Is there any evidence to 
indicate that Petitioner may engage in 
unfair or deceptive acts or practices in 
the offer and sale of motor vehicle 
franchises? If not, is it in the public 
interest to exempt it from coverage 
under the Franchise Rule? (2) If an 
exemption is appropriate, should it be: 
(a) Limited to Petitioner; (b) expanded 
and made applicable to all motor 
vehicle manufacturers; or (c) expanded 
only to a particular class, and if so, what 
is the proper definition of the class 
sharing the characteristics that make 
aplicability of the Franchise Rule 
unnecessary? 

The Commission is also interested in 
receiving comments on whether 
provisions of the Automobile Dealer 
Franchise Act or the Automobile 
Dealers Day in Court Act constitute 
industry-specific federal substantive law 
sufficient to remedy the same potential 
abuses that the Rule's information 
disclosures seek to remedy. 

The Commission has analyzed the 
arguments made by Petitioner and 
concluded that further inquiry is 
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warranted before a determination 
regarding the petition can be made. The 
Commission, therefore, seeks comment 
regarding the exemption requested by 
Petitioner. In addition, after weighing 
the potential harm to Petitioner, and the 
public interest, the Commission has 
determined that a stay of the Franchise 
Rule insofar as it applies to the Saturn 
Corporation, pending a final 
Commission decision on the exemption 
request, is appropriate and shall become 
effective this date. 

All interested parties are hereby 
notified that they may submit written 
data, views or arguments on any issues 
of fact, law or policy that may have 
some bearing on the requested 
exemption, whether or not such issues 
have been raised by the petition or in 
this notice. Such submissions may be 
made for sixty days to the Secretary of 
the Commission. 
Comments should be identified as 

“Auto Industry Franchise Rule 
Exemption Comment,” and two copies 
should be submitted, if possible. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Emily H. Rock, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1931 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 

Granting of Request for Early 
Termination of the Waiting Period 
Under the Premerger Notification 
Rules 

Section 7A of the Clayton Act, 15 
U.S.C. 18a, as added by Title II of the 
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust 
Improvements Act of 1976, requires 
persons contemplating certain mergers 
or acquisitions to give the Federal Trade 
Commission and the Assistant Attorney 
General advance notice and to wait 

designated periods before 
consummation of such plans. Section 

7A(b)(2) of the Act permits the agencies, 
in individual cases, to terminate this 
waiting period prior to its expiration and 
requires that notice of this action be 
published in the Federal Register. 

The following transactions were 
granted early termination of the waiting 

period provided by law and the 
premerger notification rules. The grants 
were made by the Federal Trade 
Commission and the Assistant Attorney 
General for the Antitrust Division of the 
Department of Justice. Neither agency 
intends to take any action with respect 
to these proposed acquisitions during 
the applicable waiting period: 
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TRANSACTIONS GRANTED EARLY TERMI- 
NATION BETWEEN: 01/14/88 AND 01/ 

01/14/88 

01/14/88 

01/14/88 

01/14/88 

01/14/88 

01/14/88 

01/15/88 

01/15/88 

01/16/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/19/88 

01/20/88 

01/20/88 

01/20/88 

01/22/88 

TRANSACTIONS GRANTED EARLY TERMI- 
NATION BETWEEN: 01/14/88 AND 01/ 

25/88—Continued 

01/22/88 
(23) Vodavi Technology Cor- 

poration, Contel 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/22/88 

01/23/88 

01/25/88 

01/25/88 

01/25/88 

88-0674 | 01/25/88 
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TRANSACTIONS GRANTED EARLY TERMI- 
NATION BETWEEN: 01/14/88 AND 01/ 
25/88—Continued 

(42) Minorco, Danville Re- 

sources, 01/25/88 
(43) Kenneth R. Thomson, 

Capital Cities/ABC, Inc., 

01/25/88 

i 01/25/88 
(45) Fisher Foods, inc., 

Fisher 
01/25/88 

01/25/88 

01/25/88 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Sandra M. Peay, Contact 
Representative, Premerger Notification 
Office, Bureau of Competition, Room 
301, Federal Trade Commission, 
Washington, DC 20580, (202) 326-3100. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Emily H. Rock, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-1930 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

Public Hearing and Request for 
Comments on the Nature of the Market 
for High Yield Bonds 

AGENCY: General Accounting Office 
(GAO). 
ACTION: Notice of public hearing and 
request for comments. 

suMMARY: The General Accounting 
Office (GAO) is seeking comments on 
the nature of the market for high yield 
bonds. This request is part of aGAO 
study, mandated by the Competitive 
Equality Banking Act of 1987 (Pub. L. 
100-86). This Act requires GAO to 
identify, for a five year period preceding 
its date of enactment (August 10, 1987), 
the issuers and purchasers of high yield 
bonds, the purposes for which such 
bonds are issued, and how investments 
in these bonds by federally insured 
institutions compare to other 
investments these institutions have 
made. GAO is also required to provide 
Congress a summary and analysis of 
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current laws regulating investment in 
high yield bonds and a review of the 
impact of these bonds on corporate debt 
as it relates to monetary policy. 
As provided by the Act, the study is 

being conducted in coordination and 
consultation with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board, the Comptroller 
of the Currency, the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, the 
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation, the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Secretary of Labor. 
Comments received in writing will be 
shared with these agencies. 

Also as provided by the Act, GAO 
and these agencies will conduct a joint 
public hearing. Those interested in the 
high yield bond market will have an 
opportunity to discuss their views on the 
topics included in the supplementary 
information section of this release. The 
results of the hearing will be merged 
with the individual responses to this 
request for comment to form a body of 
evidence for consideration in a final 
GAO report on high yield bonds which 
is expected to be issued in June 1988. 
DATES: Comments must be received by 
February 19, 1988. The public hearing 
will be held on March 1, 1988 at 10:00 
(e.s.t.) at the Public Meeting Room 
(Room 1C-30) of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission in Washington, 
DC, 450 5th Street NW. Individuals or 
organizations wishing to present their 
views at the public hearing should 
contact the GAO officials fi listed below 
by February 12, 1988. 
ADDRESS: Please file five copies of your 
comments with Craig A. Simmons, 
Senior Associate Director, 
Government Division, U.S.-General 
Accounting Office, Room 3858A, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20548. 
Refer to File No. 233203. 

All comments will be available for 
review Monday-Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:45 
p.m. (e.s.t.) in Washington, DC at GAO's 
Law Library, Room 7056; in New York, 
at GAO’s Regional Office, Room 4112, 26 
Federal Plaza; and in Los Angeles, at 
GAO's Regional Office, 350 S. Figueroa 
St., Suite 1010. 

For Hearing Participation and Further 
Information Contact: Michael A. Burnett 
or Frank Philippi, (202) 272-3003, 
General Government Division, U.S. 
General Accounting Office, Room 
3858A, 441 G St. NW., Washington, DC 
20548. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
supplementary information section 
explains the objectives, scope, and 
methodology for the GAO study and 
discusses the topics and questions 

respondents should address. The 
discussion assumes a basic familiarity 
with the high yield bond market. 
Additional information about the high 
yield bond market can be found in the 
references shown in Appendix I. 

Until 1977 the high yield bond market 
consisted primarily of “fallen angels” — 
bonds of large companies, primarily 
conglomerates, railroads, and utility 
companies—whose credit had been 
downgraded for various reasons. 
However, beginning around 1977 the 
high yield bond market changed 
significantly. Companies with below 
investment grade ratings, which 
traditionally obtained their long term 
capital from private sources, commercial 
banks, or equity markets, began issuing 
below investment grade, high interest 
rate bonds, commonly referred to as 
“junk bonds”, to raise capital. 

After growing from about $8.5 billion 
in 1977 to $29.2 billion * in 1983, the high 
yield bond market evolved further in 
1984 as financiers and companies began 
to use funds raised from issuing high 
yield bonds to launch both friendly and 
hostile corporate takeover bids either 
through tender offers or through 
leveraged buyouts. Another phase of the 
market that has developed is the use of 
high yield bonds to finance either 
corporate reorganizations or to resist 
takeover attempts. As a result, many 
corporations have issued increasing 
amounts of debt. As of June 1987, total 
high yield bond issues outstanding were 
estimated at about $150 billion. This is 
about 20% of the total corporate straight 
(non-convertible) debt market, up from 
3.5% in 1977. 

As high yield bonds became a source 
of financing for corporate takeovers, 
especially hostile takeovers, the 
Congress became concerned about the 
implications for American business. 
Since 1985, the Congress has held 
numerous hearings on the subject of 
hostile takeovers and the use of high 
yield bonds as a mechanism to finance 
them. A number of issues were 
discussed in these hearings including 

1. Concerns about the risks to the 
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation (FSLIC) represented by 
those federally insured savings 
institutions which invest extensively in 
high yield bonds; 

2. Whether investing in takeover 
related high yield bonds is an 
appropriate role for a federally insured 
home mortgage lending institution; 

3. Whether tax policy should be 
changed to restrict the use of high yield 

' Average total outstanding low rated straight 
{non-convertible) public corporate debt. 
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bonds as a tool to finance corporate 
takeovers; and 

4. The effect of increased debt, either 
as a result of a takeover situation or 
from using bonds rather than equity as a 
source of corporate financing, on the 
long term financial stability and growth 
prospects of American business. 

Several legislative proposals have 
been introduced in Congress to limit the 
use of high yield bonds to finance 
takeovers by imposing a moratorium, 
using tax code provisions to disallow 
interest deductions to the issuers, 
applying credit margin requirements to 
investors, or prohibiting outright the 
holding of high yield bonds by federally 
insured institutions. This legislative 
focus has been twofold, involving 
concern over the relationship of high 
yield bonds to takeover. activity as well 
as concern over the inherent “riskiness” 
of these bonds as investment vehicles 
for federally insured institutions. None 
of these proposals have been enacted. 

Objectives, Scope and Methodology of 
GAO Study 

Section 1201 of the Competitive 
Equality Banking Act specifically 
requires GAO to include in its study: 
—The identity and rating (as determined 
by Moody’s, Standard and Poor's or 
other nationally recognized bond 
rating house) of the issuers of these 
bonds; 

—The identity of the major purchasers 
of these bonds, including but not 
limited to federally insured depository 
institutions; 

—The percentage of the total amount of 
high yield, non-investment grade 
bonds that are issued as a method of 
financing corporate takeovers; 

—The identity of the purchasers, 
including but not limited to federally 
insured depository institutions, that 
invest in high yield, non-investment 
grade bonds that are issued as a 
method of financing corporate 
takeovers; 

—The purposes for which high yield, 
non-investment grade bonds are 
issued other than for financing 
corporate takeovers; 

—A summary and analysis of the 
adequacy of current state and federal 
laws that regulate investment in high 
yield, non-investment grade bonds by 
investors, including but not limited to 

insured depository 
institutions and pension funds; and 

—A review of the impact of the issuance 
of and investment in high yield, non- 
investment grade bonds upon 
corporate debt as it relates to federal 
monetary policy 
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The Act further requires that GAO 
examine all other types of direct 
investments made by federally insured 
institutions and the effect these 
investments have had on federal deposit 
insurance funds. 
The principal tasks of GAO's study 

are to provide the Congress with 
accurate data and information on the 
nature of the high yield, non-investment 
grade bond market and to assess public 
policy considerations relating to the 
market. In addressing these topics, the 
study will be concerned with the use of 
these bonds in corporate takeovers, 
especially hostile takeovers, and with 
the possible risks to the safety and 
soundness of federally insured 
institutions which invest in the bonds. 

Topics on Which GAO Is Seeking 
Comment : 

GAO is soliciting information which 
would clarify the Congress’ 
understanding of the high yield bond 
market and identify current problems, if 
any, in the high yield bond market. We 
are interested in receiving any suggested 
federal regulatory or legislative changes. 
To guide comments, the questions below 
are organized around the topics the Act 
has directed GAO to include in its 
study. Those commenting are urged to 
be specific, citing wherever possible 
quantitative information in support of 
their positions. Respondents are also 
encouraged to bring to GAO's attention 
any matter pertinent to the inquiry that 
is not specifically addressed in the 
following sections. 

Issuers of High Yield Bonds 

GAO has found that much information 
is available on publicly traded high 
yield bonds, but little information is 
available on the role and significance of 
privately placed high yield bonds. 

Questions 

1. How large, in terms of dollar 
volume and number of issues, is the 
private placement high yield bond 
market? 

2. To what extent in the past five 
years has the private placement market 
been affected by the growth of the 
publicly traded high yield bond market? 
Is the growth of publicly traded low 
grade bond offerings mostly a 
rechanneling of corporate borrowing 
away from individually negotiated loans 
toward public securities, as some 
commentators suggest? 

3. To what extent are privately placed 
bonds used to finance corporate 
takeovers? 

Investors In High Yield Bonds 

According to investment bankers, the 
major investors in high yield bonds are 
mutual funds, insurance companies, 
pension funds, and federally insured 
thrift institutions. Other categories of 
investors include individuals, foreign 
investors and corporations. Commercial 
banks do not invest in high yield bonds 
because of Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, Comptroller of Currency 
and Federal Reserve Board restrictions. 

Federally insured and federally 
chartered thrifts may invest up to 11 
percent of their assets in these bonds. 
Federally insured, state chartered thrifts 
may invest more than 11 percent of their 
assets in high yield bonds, depending on 
individual state laws and regulations. 
Data maintained by the Bank Board 
shows that 80% of the $10 billion in high 
yield bonds held by all thrifts are owned 
by only 10 institutions. Some of these 
institutions hold more than 11 percent of 
their assets in high yield bonds. 
At congressional hearings Federal 

Home Loan Bank Board witnesses have 
testified as to their concerns about 
federally insured thrift institution 
investments in high yield bonds. The 
Board's concerns fall into two areas: (1) 
The issue of risk to the FSLIC presented 
by extensive involvement of thrifts in 
the junk bond markets, and (2) whether 
federally insured lenders who are 
subsidized to provide a commitment to 
housing finance should be investing in 
high yield bonds which have been 
issued to finance corporate takeovers. 

Questions 

1. How does the riskiness of high yield 
bonds compare to other investments and 
activities, such as commercial loans, 
that thrift institutions may enter into? In 
evaluating risk, what factors should be 
considered and are there ways to 
quantify these risk factors? 

2. Two studies indicate that compared 
to Treasury bonds and investment grade 
corporate bonds, historically the return 
of high yield bonds has more than 
compensated high yield bond holders for 
additional risks of default (See 
Appendix I: Studies). What are the 
analytical strengths and weaknesses of 
these studies? Given the growth and 
change in the composition of the high 
yield bond market in the past several 
years, are historical risk and return 
factors necessarily a guide to the future? 

3. How adequate are state laws and 
regulations governing investments by 
federally insured institutions in high 
yield bonds? Should state chartered 
institutions be subject to the same 
limitation of assets (11 percent) as 
federally chartered institutions? 
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4. What is the best way to protect 
FSLIC from unreasonable risk as a result 
of thrift investments in high yield bonds? 
Some suggestions that have been made 
include restrictions or prohibitions on 
bond purchases, increased capital 
requirements, risk-based insurance 
premiums, additional regulation to 
require an appropriate credit analysis 
before purchase, and diversification of 
bond holdings. 

5. From a public policy viewpoint, 
should federally insured institutions be 
restricted from purchasing high yield 
bonds which were issued in connection 
with the financing of a hostile takeover 
or a leveraged buyout? 

6. Many bonds that are issued to 
finance takeovers and leveraged 
buyouts are likely to be repaid in whole 
or in part from the sale of assets rather 
than from future earnings. As an 
investment, are asset backed bonds 
riskier than bonds whose repayment is 
based on expected earnings? To what 
extent, if any, has the stock market 
turmoil of October 1987 increased the 
riskiness of bonds issued in connection 
with takeovers and leveraged buyouts? 

7. Some investors actively trade high 
yield bonds in the secondary market. 
How large is the secondary market for 
these bonds? Can this market be 
maintained in the event of an economic 
downturn? To what extent was trading 
(price and volume) in the secondary 
market affected by the October 1987 
stock market decline? 

8. Private pension plans, the benefits 
of which are federally insured, are 
permitted to invest in high yield bonds. 
However, there are no requirements that 
such investments be especially reported 
to the Department of Labor. Should 
there be any special reporting 
requirement for high yield bonds? Is 
there any indication that pension funds 
may be investing too heavily in high 
yield bonds either directly or indirectly 

ugh insurance company annuities or 
mutual funds? 

Role of High Yield Bonds in Increased 
Corporate Leverage 

In the past several years significant 
concern has been expressed in 
Congressional heariags and elsewhere 
that the level of debt being assumed by 
some non-financial corporations is 
excessive. Citing Federal Reserve Board 
statistics, some of which indicate that 
debt to equity ratios have reached 
historically high levels, some observers 
warn that in the event of a business 
downturn or a substantial rise in 
interest rates, corporations with high 
debt burdens may not be able to meet 
their debt obligations and a high level of 
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defaults may occur. This could pose 
significant risks for the financial system 
and the economy as a whole. 

The extent to which high yield bonds 
have contributed to the growth of debt 
and an increased leveraging of 
corporations is unclear. Some observers 
believe that the growth of the high yield 
bond market, particularly the use of high 
yield bonds to finance corporate 
takeovers, corporate financial 
restructuring and leveraged buyouts, 
together with associated retirements of 
equity, has been a significant factor 
leading to increased leveraging and risk 
to the economy. Others have discounted 
the significance of the high yield bond 
market, pointing out that although this 
segment of the bond market has grown 
significantly, it still represents less than 
25 percent of total new bond issues. 
Also, proponents of the high yield bond 
market question whether there is a 
leveraging problem at all. They argue 
that even though the amount of new 
debt assumed has been large in absolute 
terms, at market value the ratio of debt 
to equity has actually declined since the 
mid-1970's because of the rising equity 
value of domestic corporations. 

Questions 

1. The Federal Reserve Board reports 
the relationship of total debt to total 
equity of nonfinancial corporations in 
two ways, as shown by the following 
table: 

DEBT-TO-EQuiTy RATIOS FOR 
NONFINANCIAL CORPORATIONS 

DeBT-TO-EQquity RATIOS -FOR NONFI- 
NANCIAL CORPORATIONS—Contin- 

ued 

1987 (2nd quarter, 
estimated) 

1 Debt is valued at par, and equity is bal- 
ance sheet net worth with tangible assets 
valued at replacement cost. 

2 The market value of debt is a staff esti- 
mate based on par value and ratios of market 
to par values of NYSE bonds; equity is market 
value of outstanding shares. 

Which of these ratios most 
appropriately measures the significance 
of corporate debt? Is there another 
measure that is more meaningful such as 
earnings or cash flow coverage of debt 
services? 

2. The publicly traded high yield bond 
market has grown from less than $3 
billion in new issues in 1982 to about $34 
billion in 1986. One reason for this 
growth appears to be a shift in corporate 
financing from additional stock, private 
placement bonds or bank loans to 
publicly traded bonds. What 
implications, if any, does this change in 
the source of corporate capital have on 
monetary policy? 

3. It has been alleged that much of the 
increased corporate leverage is the 
result of using high yield bonds to 
finance takeovers, takeover defenses 
and leveraged buyouts. The outcome is 
often highly leveraged corporations 
which must sell assets and restrict 
spending to meet debt obligations. 
Should regulatory and tax policy be 
changed to make the use of high yield 
bonds in takeovers and leveraged 
buyouts less attractive? 

4. Others allege that the preference for 
debt over equity financing arises from 
the double taxation of dividends and the 
deductibility of interest for tax purposes. 
What effect will the lower tax rate have 
on financing decisions? What would be 
the merits of eliminating double taxation 
of dividends? 

5. How can it be determined if 
corporate debt to equity ratios are too 
high or too low? If they are believed to 
be too high or low, what, if anything, 
should the Government do about it? 
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Appendix I 

References 

Hearings 

U.S. Congress, House Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs, 
Subcommittee on General Oversight and 
Investigations. Issues Relating to High-Yield 
Securities (Junk Bonds), Hearing, 99th 
Congress, 1st session. Washington, DC, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 1986 (Serial No. 
99-47). 

U.S. Congress, House Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Telecommunications, Consumer Protection, 
and Finance. Debt, Financial Stability, and 
Economic Growth, Hearing, 99th Congress, 
2nd session. Washington, DC, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 1986 (Serial No. 
99-89). 

U.S. Congress, House Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Telecommunications, Consumer Protection, 
and Finance. Corporate Takeovers (Parts 1 
and 2), Hearing, 99th Congress, 1st session. 
Washington, DC, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, 1986 (Serial Nos. 99-99 and 99-100). 

U.S. Congress, Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. Hostile 
Takeovers, Hearing, 100th Congress, ist 
session. Washington, DC, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, 1987 (Senate Hearing 100-50). 

U.S. Congress, Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 
Regulating Hostile Takeovers, Hearing, 100th 
Congress, 1st session. Washington, DC, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 1987 (Senate 
Hearing 100-183). 

Reports 

U.S. Congress, House Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Telecommunications, Consumer Protection, 
and Finance. The Role of High Yield Bonds 
(Junk Bonds) in Capital Markets and 
Corporate Takeovers: Public Policy 
Implications. A report prepared by the 
Congressional Research Service. 99th 
Congress, ist session. Washington, DC, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 1985 (Committee 
Print 99-W). 

U.S. Congress, House Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Telecommunications, Consumer Protection, 
and Finance. Corporate Mergers and High 
Yield (Junk) Bonds: Recent Market Trends 
and Regulatory Developments. A report 
prepared by the Congressional Research 
Service. 99th Congress, 2nd session. 
Washington, DC, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, 1986 (Committee Print 99-00). 

Studies 

Altman, Edward L and Scott A. 
Nammacher. “Investing in Junk Bonds: Inside 
the High Yield Debt Market.” New York: 
Wiley & Sons, 1986. 

Blume, Marshall E. and Donald B. Keim. 
“Lower-Grade Bonds: Their Risks and 
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Returns.” Financial Analysts Journal, July- 
August 1987, pp. 26-33. 

Richard L. Fogel, 

Assistant Comptroller General, Gereral 
Government Programs. 

[FR Doc. 88-1928 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 1610-01-M 

GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities Under OMB Review 

AGENCY: Office of Administration, GSA. 
GSA hereby gives notice under the 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 that it 
is requesting the Office of Management 
and Budget to renew expiring report 
3090-0071: Certification of Payment to 
Subcontractors and Suppliers. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Bruce 
McConnell, GSA Desk Officer, Room 
3235, NEOB, Washington, DC 20503, and 
to Mary L. Cunningham, GSA Clearance 
Officer, General Services 
Administration (CAIR), Washington, DC 
20405. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ronald Shansby, 202-566-1578. 
Annual Reporting Burden: Firms 1,500; 

responses, 18,000; average time per 
response, .05 hours; burden hours, 900. 
Copy of Proposal: Readers may obtain 

a copy of the proposal by writing the 
Information Collection Management 
Branch (CAIR), Room 3014, GS Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20405, or by 
telephoning 202-535-7974. 

Dated: January 25, 1988. 

Emily C. Karam, 

Director, Information Management Division. 

[FR Doc. 88-1934 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6820-23-M 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Health Resources and Services 
Administration 

Advisory Council; Meeting 

In accordance with section 10({a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made 
of the following National Advisory 
bodies scheduled to meet during the 
month of February 1988: 
Name: Subcommittee on Graduate 

Medical Education Programs and 
Financing of the Council on Graduate 
Medical Education. 

Time: 

February 16, 1988, 7:00 p.m.-9:00 p.m. 
February 17, 1888, 8:00 a.m.—5:00 p.m. 

Place: Hyatt Regency, 2799 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Crystal City, Virginia 
22262. 

Purpose: The subcommittee identifies 
the issues and problems in current 
methods of financing and support. 
Assesses the implications of alternative 
financing policies on medical education 
programs, service delivery, cost 
containment, physician supply and 
distribution, and shortages and excesses 
of physicians. 

Analyzes existing information and 
data on current and alternative medical 
education programs of hospitals, schools 
of medicine and osteopathy, and 
accrediting bodies; Federal policies 
regarding medical education programs; 
and their impact on the supply and 
distribution of physicians. 

The subcommittee will draft a chapter 
for the first report of the Council. 
Recommendations will concern the 
appropriate Federal policies and efforts 
to be carried out voluntarily by 
hospitals, schools of medicine and 
osteopathy and accrediting bodies with 
respect to medical education programs. 
Agenda: Agenda items include: 

Discussions of issues and 
recommendations to be included in the 
Council's first report to the Secretary of 
DHHS and the Congress, including (1) 
items for inclusion in GME payments, (2) 
appropriate sources for financing GME, 
and (3) financing GME in ambulatory 
settings. 
Anyone requiring information 

regarding the subject Subcommittee 
should contact F. Lawrence Clare, M.D. 
Subcommittee Principal Staff Liaison, 
Division of Medicine, Bureau of Health 
Professions, Room 4C-18, Parklawn 
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Maryland 20857 Telephone (301) 443- 
6326. 

Name: Subcommittee on Physician 
Manpower of The Council on Graduate 
Medical Education. 

Time: February 17, 1988 8:30 a.m.— 
5:00 p.m. 

Place: Hyatt Regency, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Crystal City, Virginia 22262. 
Open for entire meeting. 
Purpose: The subcommittee reviews 

and analyzes currently applicable 
studies of under and oversupply of 
physician manpower giving special 
attention to number and distribution of 
specialists, primary care physicians and 
residents. It also is concerned with 
studies and recommendations regarding 
the number of undergraduate medical 
students as well as the need for 
improving physician manpower data. 
The subcommittee will draft a chapter 

for the first report of the Council. 
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Recommendations will concern the 
outlook for supply, appropriate federal 
policies and suggestions for voluntary 
action by hospitals, medical and 
osteopathic schools and accrediting 
bodies regarding physician supply, and 
shortages and excesses. 
Agenda: Agenda items include: 

Discussion of the issues, conclusions, 
and recommendations to be included in 
the Council's first report to the Secretary 
of DHHS and the Congress, including (1) 
the adequacy of the expected physician 
supply in the aggregate, (2) the adequacy 
of the primary care physician supply; (3) 
issues about the geographic supply of 
physicians; (4) issues about under 
represented groups, and (5) 
recommendations to deal with problems 
identified in the examination of the 
above issues. 
Anyone requiring information 

regarding the subject Subcommittee 
should contact Jerald Katzoff, 
Subcommittee Principal Staff Liaison, 
Division of Medicine, Bureau of Health 
Professions, Room 4C-18, Parklawn 
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Maryland 20857 Telephone (301) 443- 
6364. 
Name: Subcommittee on Foreign 

Medical Graduates of the Council on 
Graduate Medical Education. 

Time: February 17, 1988, 9:00 a.m.—5:00 
p.m. 

Place: Hyatt Regency, 2799 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Crystal City, Virginia 
22262. 
Open for entire meeting. 
Purpose: The Subcommittee reviews 

and analyzes existing data and 
information on alien and U.S. foreign 
medical graduates in training and in 
practice regarding adequacy of existing 
data bases, effect of existing policies 
and procedures regarding distribution, 
service delivery and international 
relations. 

The Subcommittee will draft a chapter 
for the first report of the Council. 
Recommendations will concern the 
appropriate Federal policies and efforts 
to be carried out voluntarily by 
hospitals, schools of medicine and 
osteopathy, licensing, certifying, and 
accrediting bodies with respect to issues 
relating to foreign medical graduates. 
Agenda: Agenda items include: (1) 

The impact of removal of foreign 
medical graduates (FMGs) from 
Hospital-based training; (2) GME for 
international exchange visitors; (3) 
evaluation of various mechanisms for 
FMGs entry into GME; and (4) need for 
formal recognition of foreign medical 
schools. Presentations will be made on 
the availability of alternative sources of 
care to medically indigent populations 
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and the examinations taken by medical 
students prior to entry into GME. 

Anyone requiring information 
regarding the subject Subcommittee 
should contact Magdalena Mirana, 
M.S.W., Subcommittee Principal Staff 
Liaison, Division of Medicine, Bureau of 
Health Professions, Room 4C-16, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857 Telephone 
(301) 443-3626. 

Name: Council on Graduate Medical 
Education. 

Time: February 18-19, 1988 8:30 a.m.— 
4:30 p.m. 

Place: Hyatt Regency, 2799 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Crystal City, Virginia 
22262. 

Open for entire meeting. 

Purpose: Provides advice and 
recommendations to the Secretary and 
to the Committees on Labor and Human 
Resources, and Finance of the Senate 
and the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, with respect 
to (A) the supply and distribution of 
physicians in the United States; (B) 
current and future shortages of 
physicians in medical and surgical 
specialties and subspecialties; (C) issues 
relating to foreign medical graduates; 
(D) appropriate Federal policies 
regarding (A), (B), and (C) above; (E) 
appropriate efforts to be carried out by 
medical and osteopathic schools, public 
and private hospitals and accrediting 
bodies regarding matters in (A), (B), and 
(C) above; (F) deficiencies in the needs 
for improvements in, existing data bases 
concerning supply and distribution of, 
and training programs for physicians in 
the United States. 

Agenda: Agenda items include: (1) A 
review, discussion and tentative 
assessment regarding all of the 
conclusions and recommendations (for 
the Council's first report) developed to 
date by the Physician Manpower, 
Foreign Medical School Graduates, and 
the Graduate Medical Education 
Programs and Financing Subcommittees; 
(2) discussion and agreement of the 
dates through May 1991 for future 
COGME meetings. 

Anyone requiring information 
regarding the subject Council should 
contact Mr. Paul Schwab, Executive 
Secretary, Council on Graduate Medical 
Education, Health Resources and 
Services Administration, Room 8-05, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, Telephone 
(301)443-5796. 
Agenda Items are subject to change as 

priorities dictate. 

Date: January 27, 1988. 
Jackie E. Baum, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer, 
HRSA. 

[FR Doc. 88-1939 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160-15-M 

National Institutes of Health 

Health of Biomedical Research 
institutions; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
National Institutes of Health (NIH) will 
hodl the seventh meeting of a series of 
regional public briefing meetings to be 
conducted under the auspices of the 
Advisory Committee to the Director, 
NIH, on “The Health of Biomedical 
Research Institutions.” The purpose of 
the meetings is two-fold: 

(1) To provide current information 
concerning the activities of the NIH by 
describing the broad political context in 
which the NIH operates, discussing the 
Federal budget process as it affects the 
formulation of the NIH budget, 
demonstrating recent trends in the 
funding of NIH programs, discussing the 
broad strategies adopted by NIH to meet 
emerging needs, and describing new 
NIH policies and programs designed to 
achieve program objectives; and 

(2) To solicit through public testimony 
the views of biomedical researchers, 
university faculty and administrators, 
representatives of professional societies, 
and other interested parties concerning 
the impact of the Federal system of 
sponsored research on the health of 
biomedical research institutions. 

The meeting will be held on Thursday, 
March 24, 1988, from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 
p.m. at Northwestern University 
(Chicago Campus), Chicago, Illinois. 

Following presentations by the 
Director, NIH, and his senior staff, a 
panel comprised of members of the 
Advisory Committee to the Director, 
NIH; representatives of NIH national 
advisory councils; and senior NIH staff 
will spend the remainder of the day 
receiving testimony from public 
witnesses. Each witness will be limited 
to a maximum of ten minutes. 
Attendance and the number of 
presentations will be limited to the time 
and space available. Consequently, all 
individuals wishing to attend or to 
present a statement at this public 
meeting should notify, in writing, Jay 
Moskowitz, Ph.D., Executive Secretary, 
Advisory Committee to the Director, 
National Institutes of Health, Shannon 
Building, Room 137, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892. Those planning to make a 
presentation should file a one-page 
summary of their remarks with Dr. 
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Moskowitz by February 26, 1988; a copy 
of the full text of these remarks should 
be submitted for the record at the time 
of the meeting. Additional information 
may be obtained by calling Mr. Edward 
Lynch, Division of Program Analysis, 
Office of Program Planning and 
Evaluation, National Institutes of 
Health, at (301) 496-4418. 

Date: January 25, 1988. 

James B. Wyngaarden, 

Director, National Institutes of Health. 

[FR Doc. 88-1946 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 

National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases, Allergy and 
Clinical Immunology Subcommittee of 
the Allergy, Immunology, and 
Transplantation Research Committee; 
Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Allergy and Clinical Immunology 
Subcommittee of the Allergy, 
Immunology, and Transplantation 
Research Committee, National Institute 
of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, on 
February 23, 24 and 25, 1988, in 
Conference Room 4, Building 31C, at the 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20892. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
from 8:30 a.m. to 10:55 a.m. on February 
23, to discuss administrative details 
relating to committee business and for 
rogram review. Attendance by the 

public will be limited to space available. 
In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in secs. 552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), 
Title 5, U.S.C. and sec. 10(d) of Pub. L. 
92-463, the meeting of the Allergy and 
Clinical Immunology Subcommittee will 
be closed to the public for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individual 
grant applications and contract 
proposals from 10:55 a.m. on February 23 
until adjournment on February 25. These 
applications, proposals, and the 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 
such as patentable material and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications and proposals, the 
disclosure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. 

Ms. Patricia Randall, Office of 
Research Reporting and Public 
Response, National Institute of Allergy 
and Infectious Diseases, Building 31, 
Room 7A32, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-5717), will provide a 
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summary of the meeting and a roster of 
the committee members upon request. 

Dr. Nirmal K. Das, Executive 
Secretary, Allergy, Immunology and 
Transplantation Research Committee, 
NIAID, NIH, Westwood Building, Room 
706, Bethesda, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-7966), will provide 
substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.855, Pharmacological 
Sciences; 13.856, Microbiology and Infectious 
Diseases Research, National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: January 20, 1988. 
Betty J. Beveridge, 

Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 88-1945 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Microbiology and Infectious Diseases 
Research Committee, National Institute 
of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, on 
February 25 and 26, 1988, in Building 
31C, Conference Room 7, at the National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
from 8:30 a.m. to 11:30 a.m. on February 
25, to discuss administrative details 
relating to committee business and for 
program review. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 
In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c)(6), Title 5, U.S.C. and section 
10{d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meeting of 
the Microbiology and Infectious 
Diseases Research Committee will be 
closed to the public for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individual 
grant applications and contract 
proposals from 11:30 a.m. on February 25 
until adjournment on February 26. These 
applications, proposals and the 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 
such as patentable material and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications and proposals, the 
disclosure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. 

Ms. Patricia Randall, Office of 
Research Reporting and Public 

of the meeting and a roster of the 
committee members upon request. 

Dr. M. Sayeed Quraishi, Executive 
Secretary, Microbiology and Infectious 
Diseases Research Committee, NIAID, 
NIH, Westwood Building, Room 706, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20892, telephone 
(301-496-7465), will provide substantive 
program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.855, Pharmacological 
Sciences; 13.856, Microbiology and Infections 
Diseases Research, National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: January 20, 1988. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 88-1947 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 

Nationai institute of Allergy and 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Transplantation Biology and 
Immunology Subcommittee of the 
Allergy, Immunology, and 
Transplantation Research Committee, 
National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases, on March 2-3, 1988, 
in Conference Room 4, Building 31C, at 
the National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20892. 
The meeting will be open to the public 

from 12 noon to 3 p.m. on March 2, to 
discusss administrative details relating 
to committee business and for program 
review. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. In 
accordance with the provisions set forth 
in sections 552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), 
Title 5, U.S.C. and section 10(d) of Pub. 
L. 92-463, the meeting of the 
Transplantation Biology and 
Immunology Subcommittee will be 
closed to the public for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individual 
grant applications and contract 
proposals from 8:30 a.m. until 12 noon on 
March 2, and from 3 p.m. on March 2 
until adjournment on March 3. These 
applications, proposals, and the 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 
such as patentable material and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications and proposals, the 

Response, National Institute of Allergy -disclosure of which would constitute a 
and Infectious Diseases, Building 31, 
Room 7A32, National Institute of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20892, telephone 
(301-496-5717), will provide a summary 

clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. 

Ms. Patricia Randall, Office of 
Research Reporting and Public 
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Response, National Institute of Allergy 
and Infectious Diseases, Building 31, 
Room 7A32, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-5717), will provide a 
summary of the meeting and a roster of 
the committee members upon request. 

Dr. Nirmal K. Das, Executive 
Secretary, Allergy, Immunology and 
Trasplanatation Research Committee, 
NIAID, NIH, Westwood Building, Room 
706, Bethesda, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-7966), will provide 
substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.855, Pharmacological 
Sciences; 13.856, Microbiology and Infectious 
Diseases Research, National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: January 20, 1988. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 

[FR Doc. 88-1948 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 

Public Health Service 

National Toxicology Program; Concept 
Review Meeting 

Background: The National Toxicology 
Program (NTP) was established as a 
DHHS cooperative effort to coordinate 
and manage the Department's program 
to develop the scientific information 
necessary to protect the health of the 
American public from exposure to 
hazardous chemicals. The NTP is 
composed of components of the 
National Institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health (NIOSH), the 
National Center for Toxicological 
Research (NCTR), and the National 
Institute of Environmental Health 
Sciences (NIEHS). The NTP conducts 
short-term and long-term studies in 
rodents to determine which chemicals 
may be potentially hazardous to man. In 
order to assure the quality of the 
pathology data, both the technical and 
diagnostic aspects of the pathology data 
are reviewed from studies conducted 
under contract to NTP or studies 
conducted in-house. On Wednesday, 
February 10, 1988, the NTP plans a 
concept review of a project to provide 
support for pathology quality assurance. 
The meeting to review the concept will 
be open to the public so long as 
discussions are limited to review of the 
general project purposes, scopes, goals 
and various optional approaches to 
obtain the kinds of results that we seek. 

Title of Project to be Concept 
Reviewed: Pathology Support for quality 
Assurance for the National Toxicology 
Program. 
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Period of Award: Five Years. 
Funding Mechanism: Contract. 
The concept review is to be held on 

Wednesday, February 10, 1988, at the 
National Institute of Environmental 
Health Sciences, South Campus, 
Building 101, Room B204, Alexander 
Drive, Research Triangle Park, North 
Carolina 27708. The meeting will begin 
at 10:00 a.m. If you have specific 
questions about the review, please call 
Dr. Gary A. Boorman (919) 541-3780, 
Project Officer for the current contract, 
or write to Dr. Boorman at the above 
address. For more general information 
contact Dr. Larry G. Hart, (919) 541- 
3971. 

Dated: January 27, 1988. 

David P. Rail, 

Director, National Toxicology Program. 

[FR Doc. 88-1988 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-44 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

AGENCY: Department of the Intericr. 
ACTION: Notice of availability of a draft 
supplemental legislative environmental 
impact statement on proposed changes 
to the Coastal Barrier Resources System. 

DATE: Comments will be accepted until 
March 19, 1988. 

ADDRESS: Comments should be sent to: 
Coastal Barriers Study Group, National 
Park Service, U.S. Department of the 
Interior, P.O. Box 37127, Washington, 
DC 20013-7127. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. Audrey Dixon, Coastal Barriers 
Study Group, National Park Service 
(473), P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 
20023-7127. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the provisions of section 10 of the 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act of 1982 
(16 U-S.C.'3509}, the Secretary of the 
Interior is required to provide 
recommendations to the Congress for 
conservation of the fish, wildlife,.and 
other natural resources of the Coastal 
Barrier Resources System [CBRS). He ‘is 
also required to provide 
recommendations to the Congress for 
additions to or deletions from the CBRS, 
and for modifications to the boundaries 
of CBRS. 

The Secretary of the Interior 
established a Coastal Barrier Resources 
Study Group in 1983 and instructed it to 
develop an inventory of undeveloped 
coastal barriers on all coastlines of the 
United States and to develop 
management alternatives that foster the 
conservation of the CBRS’ natural 
resources. The maps of the inventory 
were made available on Monday, March 
4, 1985 {Federal Register Vol. 50, No. 42, 
Part Il, pp. 8689-8702), and the draft 
conservation alternatives on 
Wednesday, May 1, 1985 (Federal 
Register Vol. 50, No. 84, p. 18578). The 
public comment period closed on 
September 30, 1985. A Draft Report and 
Proposed Recommendations on the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System was 
made available for public comment on 
March 25, 1985 Federal Register Vol. 52, 
No. 57, p..9618), the comment period 
closed on June 23, 1987. 

This Draft Supplemental Legislative 
Environmetal impact Statement (LEIS) is 
prepared as a supplement to the Final 
Environmental Statement (FES) on 
Undeveloped Coastal Barriers published 
by the Department of the Interior in 1983 
to satisfy the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. It 
assesses the environmental implications 
of the Draft Report and Proposed 
Recommendations to Congress on the 
Coastal Barrier Resources System 
(CBRS). This document is intended te 
assist the Secretary of the Interior in 
making final recommendations to 
Congress pursuant to section 10 of the 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act of 1982. 
Because copies of the 1983 FERS are 

in limited supply, you may be referred to 
a US. Fish and Wildlife Service regional 
office or other public repository in order 
to review it. Copies of the Executive 
Summary of the Draft Report and 

Recommendations as well as 
State atlases of the proposed changes to 
the CBRS can also be obtained from the 
office listed above. 

Your views opinions on this document 
are solicited to assist the Secretary of 
the Interior in making his final 
decisions. Comments on either the LEIS 
or the Draft Report and Proposed 
Recommendations should be addressed 
to the office listed above. The Secretary 
will make final recommendations after 
reviewing the administrative record, but 
no changes will eccur in the Coastal 
Barrier Resources System unless 
Congress takes further action. 
Those individuals who commented on 

the Coastal Barrier Resources System 
Draft Report ‘to Congress during the 
March 25—June 23, 1987, comment period 
need not resubmit their comments. 
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Dated: December 3, 1987. 

William P. Horn, 
Assistant Secretary forFish and Wildlifeand 
Parks. 

Approved: 
Bruce Blanchard, 
Director, Environmental Project Review. 

[FR Doc. 86-1994 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-70-@ 

Bureau of Land Management 

{ES-970-08-4121-14-2410; ES 36585] 

Competitive Coal Lease Offering by 
Sealed Bid, Clay County, KY 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Competitive coal lease offering 
by sealed bid. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
certain coal resources in the Chap 
Branch Tract, Glay County, Kentucky, 
are being offered for competitive leasing 
by sealed bid in accordance with the 
provisions of the Mineral Act of 
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 161 ef seg.) 
and the Mineral Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands of 1947. The Chap 
Branch Tract is being offered for lease 
es the result of an application filed by © 
Leeco, Inc. for an emergency coal lease 
application ES 36585. The applicant has 
satisfactorily demonstrated under the 
emergency coal leasing on 43 
CFR 3425.1-4, that if these coal deposits 

leased, some portion of the tract applied 
for would be used within 3 years. 

DATE: The lease sale will be held at 
10:00 a.m. Tuesday, March 8, 1988. 
Sealed bids must be submitted on or 
before 4:00 p.m., Monday, March 7, 1988. 

appress: The lease sale will be held in 
the Public Room of the Bureau of Land 
Management, Eastern States Office, 350 
South Pickett Street, Alexandria, 
Virginia 22304. Sealed bids should be 
sent by certified mail-return receipt or 
hand-delivered to the above address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Frances Javes, Bureau of Land 
Management, Eastern States Office, 350 
South Pickett Street, Alexandria, 
Virginia 22304, {708) 274-0153. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Chap Branch Tract will be leased to the 
qualified bidder of the highest cash 
amount provided that the high bid 
equals the fair market value of the tract. 
The minimum bid to be considered for 
this tract is $100 per acre, or fraction 
thereof. Any bid less than $100 per acre, 
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or fraction thereof, will not be 
considered and shall be returned. The 
minimum bid is not intended to 
represent fair market value. The fair 
market value of this tract will be 
determined by the authorized officer. 
The lands included in Emergency Coal 

Lease Application ES 36585 are 
described as follows: 

Chap Branch Tract 

Clay County, Kentucky 
Part of Tracts R-625 and R-744 (Metes and 

Bounds) 

Containing approximately 230.94 acres 

The Chap Branch Tract represents the 
continuation of an existing underground 
mining operation. The primary group 
and bed of interest is the Manchester 
(Lily). This tract is to be mined from the 
existing underground mine. 
The proximate analysis of the Chap 

Branch Tract is: 

1. Moisture (percent).........ssvvssssverserserseensenerse 2.91 
2. Ash (percent) aa 
So, TRIE III i cscsetichccesnsennstegpenostocnscinile 1.29 
4. BTU/Ib (million tons) 
5. Approx. recoverable coal reserves 
CIN RNG ka phtiacthsnt pra Scssscrsacnccacis 1.54 

6. High-volatile A bituminous in rank........... 

Rental and Royalty—A lease issued 
as the result of this offering will provide 
for of an annual rental payment of $3.00 
per acre or fraction thereof and a 
royalty payable to the United States at a 
rate of 8.0 percent of the value of the 
coal produced by underground mining 
methods. The value of the coal shall be 
determined in accordance with 43 CFR 
3485.2. 

G. Curtis Jones, Jr., 

State Director. 

[FR Doc. 88-2030 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-GJ-M 

[OR-050-4410-10:GP8-054] 

Oregon; Prineville District Advisory 
Council Meeting 

January 22, 1988. 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice is hereby given that a 
meeting of the Prineville District 
Advisory Council will be held on April 
7, 1988. The meeting will begin at 10:00 
AM in the conference room of the 
Bureau of Land Management Office 
located at 185 East Fourth Street, 
Prineville, Oregon 97754. The agenda 
will include the following items: (1) 
Discussion of public comments on the 
Draft Brothers/LaPine Resource 
Management Plan and resulting plan 
modifications; (2) implementation of the 
BLM Organization Plan; (3) progress on 
the Prineville District land exchange 

program; (4) progress on the 
development of the John Day and 
Deschutes River Management Plans; (5) 
upcoming resource management plan 
amendment for the BLM managed lands 
in Grant County. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
Anyone wishing to attend and/or make 
written or oral comments to the Board is 
requested to contact the District 
Manager at the above address prior to 
April 1, 1988. 
Summary minutes of the meeting will 

be available for review and 
reproduction within 30 days following 
the meeting. 
James L. Hancock, 

District Manager, Prineville District office. 

[FR Doc. 88-2029 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-33-M 

[WY-930-08-4220-10; W-96702] 

Termination of Proposed Withdrawal 
and Opening of Land; Wyoming 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: This notice terminates the 
segregative effect of a proposed 
withdrawal on 350 acres of land 
requested by the Department of Energy. 
This action will open 350 acres of land 
to surface entry and mining location. 
The land has been and will remain open 
to mineral leasing. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 2, 1986. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Tamara Gertsch, Wyoming State Office, 
2515 Warren Avenue, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming 82001, (307) 772-2072. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 4, 1985, a notice of proposed 
withdrawal and reservation of land for 
the Department of Energy was published 
in the Federal Register in Vol. 50, No. 
171, Page No. 35876, FR Doc. 85-21007. 
The purpose of the application was for a 
disposal site for radioactive wastes. The 
land is no longer required for this 
purpose. 

1. The segregative effect is hereby 
terminated as to the following described 
land: 

Sixth Principal Meridian 

T. 35 N., R. 94 W., 
Sec. 31, S4N%, SY%N%2NE%, E%SE% 
NW%, SE“ NE“NW %, EXESW %, 
SE%. 

2. At 10 a.m. on March 2, 1988, the 
land described in paragraph 1, will be 
opened to operation of the public land 
laws generally, subject to valid existing 
rights, the provisions of existing 
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withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All valid applications 
received at or prior to 10 a.m. on March 
2, 1988, shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

3. At 10 a.m. on March 2, 1988, the 
land described in paragraph 1, will be 
opened to location and entry under the 
United States mining laws. 
Appropriation of any of the lands 
described in this notice under the 
general mining laws prior to the date 
and time of restoration is unauthorized. 
Any such attempted appropriation, 
including attempted adverse possession 
under 30 U.S.C. 38, shall vest no rights 
against the United States. Acts required 
to establish a location and to initiate a 
right of possession are governed by 
State law where not in conflict with 
Federal law. The Bureau of Land 
Management will not intervene in 
disputes between rival locators over 
possessory rights since Congress has 
provided for such determinations in 
local courts. 
John A. Naylor, 
Chief, Branch of Land Resources. 

January 14, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2027 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-22-M 

[NM-010-4212-20-RGRP) 

Realty Action; Disposal of Public 
Lands in the Valencia Il and lil 
Disposal Blocks; New Mexico 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of realty action— 
Valencia II and III Disposal Blocks. 

summary: The following public lands 
have been examined and found suitable 
for disposal under the Color-of-Title 
Acts of 1928 (45 Stat. 1069], 1932 (47 Stat. 

53 U.S.C. 178), the Recreration and 
Public Purposes Act (45 U.S.C. 869 et. 
seq.), and under sales authority 
contained in section 203 of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976 (FLPMA), 43 U.S.C. 1713 (1976). The 
lands will not be offered for sale until 60 
days after the date of this notice. 

New Nexico Principal Meridian 

T. 7N., R. 2E., NMPM, 
Sec. 26 (portions thereof) 
Sec. 35 (portions thereof) 
Sec. 34 (portions thereof) 

Comprising approximately 200 acres. 
The specific parcels of public land will be 

disposed of using the following “Tract 
Disposal Criteria” in decending order of 
priority. 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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1. Color-of-Title. Color-of-Title 
disposals will be made to any applicant 
within the disposal area who qualifies 
under the Color-of-Title Acts. 

2. Non-Competitive (Direct) Sale. 
Public lands within the disposal block 
will be sold without competition at Fair 
Market Value to those individuals who 
have occupied the parcels before June 
11, 1979 (the date land use plans were 
approved for the area) but who do not 
qualify under one of the Color-of-Title 
Acts. 

3. Public Purposes. If unoccupied 
lands within the disposal area are 
identified for recreational or other 
public purposes by state or local 
governments or other qualified public 
purposes applicants, they will be 
considered for disposal under the 
Recreation and Public Purposes Act. 

4. Competitive Sale. All remaining 
tracts will be sold competitively if they 
are not needed for public purposes and 
if they were not occupied as of June 11, 
1979 (the date land use plans were 
approved for the area). 
A location map and information 

pertaining to this disposal block are 
available for review at the Rio Puerco 
Resource Area Office, 435 Montano Rd, 
NE, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87107, or 
telephone 505-761-4504. For a period of 
45 days from the date of this Notice, 
interested parties may submit written 
comments to the Rio Puerco Resource 
Area Manager. Any adverse comments 
will be evaluated by the New Mexico 
State Director, Bureau of Land 
Management, who may vacate or modify 
this realty action and issue a final 
determination. 

In the absence of any action by the 
State Director, this realty action will 
become the final determination of the 
Department of the Interior. 

For further information contact Rick 
Hanks, Area Manager at (505) 761-4504 
or FTS 474-4504. 
Michael F. Reitz, 

Associate District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 88-1936 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M 

[NM-940-084520-1] 

Filing of Plat of Survey; New Mexico 

January 22, 1988. 

The plats of surveys described below 
were officially filed in the New Mexico 
State Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Santa Fe, New Mexico, 
effective at 10:00 a.m. on the dates 
shown. 
A survey representing the survey of 

lots in sections 30 and 31, Township 2 
South, Range 1 East, New Mexico 

Principal Meridian, New Mexico, 
executed under Group 768, New Mexico, 
filed January 22, 1988. 
A survey representing the dependent 

resurvey of portions of the north 
boundary of the Bosque del Apache 
Grant, the north boundary, the 
subdivisional lines, certain small 
holding claim boundaries, and the 
adjusted record meanders of portions of 
the Rio Grande, the subdivision of 
sections 3, 6, 10, and 15, and the survey 
of the new meanders and accreted lands 
in sections 4, 5, 9, and 16, Township 5 
South, Range 1 East, New Mexico 
Principal Meridian, New Mexico, 
executed under Group 768, New Mexico, 
filed January 22, 1988. 

These surveys were requested by the 
Area Manager, Socorro, New Mexico. 

These plats will be in the open files of 
the New Mexico State Office, Bureau of 
Land Management, P.O. Box 1449, Santa 
Fe, New Mexico 87504. Copies of the 
plats may be obtained from the office 
upon payment of $2.50 per sheet. 
Kelley R. Williamson, 
Acting Chief, Branch of Cadastral Survey. 

[FR Doc. 88-1935 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-FB-M 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

Receipt of Applications for Permits 

The following applicants have applied 
for permits to conduct certain activities 
with endangered species. This notice is 
provided pursuant to section 10(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531, et seg.): 

PRT-724530 
Applicant: Murphy, John, Weston, MA. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
purchase in interstate commerce one 
pair on nene geese (Branta 
sandvicensis) from Mr. Dillon S. Ripley 
for the purpose of enhancement of the 
propagation of the species. 
PRT-724508 

Applicant: Los Angeles Zoo, Los Angeles, 
CA. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
purchase in interstate commerce 50% 
ownership of a pair (male and female) of 
pudu {Pudu pudu) from International 
Animal Exchange, Ferndale, MI, for the 
purpose of enhancement of the 
propagation of the species. 
PRT-724508 ; 

Applicant: Doug Larson, Chisholm, MN. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
purchase in interstate commerce either a 
male and female, or twelve eggs, of 
masked bobwhite quail (Colinus 
virginicnus ridgwayi)} from the 7 Oaks 
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Game Farm, Wilmington, NC, for the 
purpose of enhancement of the 
propagation of the species. 

PRT-724390 

Applicant: Cincinnati Zoo, Cincinnati, OH. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
export one male ocelot (Felis pardalis), 
to the Japan Feline Research Institute, 
for the purpose of enhancement of 
propagation and for exhibition. 

PRT-719320 

Applicant: Delta Primate Research Center, 
Covington, LA. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
collect (take) blood, serum and skin 
samples from 45 white-collared 
mangabeys (Cercocebus torquatus) for 
leprosy research. Presently, 32 of these 
animals are inoculated with leprosy 
(Mycobacterium leprae). The applicant 
would like to inoculate the remaining 13 
animals with leprosy. 

PRT-724306 

Applicant: San Diego Zoological Society, San 
Diego, CA. 

The applicant request a permit to 
import one male and two female captive 
born Cuvier’s gazelles (Gazolla cuvieri) 
from Munchener Tierpark Hellabrun, 
Munich, Federal Republic of Germany 
for the purpose of increasing the 
reproductive potential of their breeding 
group. 
PRT-724304 
Applicant: San Diego Zoological Society, San 

Diego, CA. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
import one male and one female captive 
born silvery gibbon (Hylobates moloch) 
for the purpose of establishing an 
additional breeding pair for the North 
American captive population. 

PRT-679956 

Applicant: William and Barbara Woodcock, 
Ruskin, FL. 

The applicant requests a permit to re- 
export and re-import one male and one 
female Asian elephant (E/ephas 
maximus) for the purpose of educating 
the public about the conservation needs 
of the species and for exhibition. 

PRT-724540 

Applicant: Archie Carr Center for Sea Turtle 
Research, Gainesville, FL. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
import tissue samples of the following 
sea turtle species for studies on 
nutrition, demography, and growth rates: 
green sea turtle (Chelonia mydas), 
Pacific green sea turtle (C.m. agassiszi), 
loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta), 
hawksbill (=carey) sea turtle 
(Eretmochelys imbricata), Olive 
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(Pacific) Ridley sea turtle (Lepidochelys 
olivacea), Kemp's (Atlantic) Ridley sea 
turtle (Lepidochelys kempii), and 
leatherback sea turtle (Dermochelys 
coriacea). Samples will be collected 
throughout the turtles’ ranges and the 
live turtles will be released at the site of 
capture. No animals will be held in 
captivity. 
Documents and other information 

submitted with these applications are 
available to the public during normal 
business hours (7:45 am to 4:15 pm) 
Room 403, 1375 K. Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20005, or by writing to 
the Director, U.S. Office of Management 
Authority, P.O. Box 27329, Central 
Station, Washington, DC 20038-7329. 

Interested persons may comment on 
any of these applications within 30 days 
of the date of this publication by 
submitting written views, arguments, or 
data to the Director at the above 
address. Please refer to the appropriate 
applicant and PRT number when 
submitting comments. 

Date: January 22, 1988. 
R. K. Robinson, 

Chief, Branch of Permits, U.S. Office of 
Management Authority. 

[FR Doc. 88-1984 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-AN-M 

Minerals Management Service 

The proposal for the collection of 
information listed below has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for approval under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). Copies of the 
proposed collection of information and 
related forms and explanatory material 
may be obtained by contacting the 
Bureau's clearance officer at the phone 
number listed below. Comments and 
suggestions on the requirement should 
be made within 30 days directly to the 
Bureau clearance officer and to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
Interior Department Desk Officer, 
Washington, DC 20503, telephone (202) 
395-7340; with coies to Gerald D. 
Rhodes; Chief, Branch of Rules, Orders, 
and Standards; Offshore Rules and 
Operations Division; Mail Stop 646, 
Room 6A110; Minerals Management 
Service; 12203 Sunrise Valley Drive; 
Reston, Virginia 22091. 

Title: Outer Continental Shelf 
Minerals, General (30 CFR Part 256). 

Abstract: Respondents submit 
information necessary for the Minerals 

Management Service to determine 
which tracts will be leased, to identify 
areas for environmental study and 
further consideration for leasing, and to 
determine if the applicant or bidder for 
an Outer Continental Shelf (OCS} lease 
is qualified to hold such a lease. 
Bureau Form Numbers: None. 

’ Frequency: On occasion. 
Description of Respondents: Federal 

OCS oil and gas lessees, potential 
bidders, and the public. 
Annual Responses: 2,693. 
Annual Burden Hours: 12,819. 
Bureau Clearance Officer: Dorothy 

Christopher, (703) 435-6213. 

Date: December 31, 1987. 

John B. Rigg, 

Associate Director for Offshore Minerals 
Management. 

[FR Doc. 88-1938 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M 

National Park Service 

San Antonio Missions Advisory 
Commission; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act that a meeting of the San Antonio 
Missions Advisory Commission will be 
held at 1:00 p.m., Tuesday, February 23, 
1988, at the park headquarters, located 
at 2202 Roosevelt, San Antonio, Texas. 
The San Antonio Missions Advisory 

Commission was established pursuant 
to Pub. L. 95-629, Title II, November 10, 
1978. The purpose of the Commission is 
to advise the Secretary of the Interior or 
his designee on matters relating to the 
park and with respect to carrying out the 
provisions of the statute establishing the 
San Antonio Missions National 
Historical Park. 

Matters to be discussed include: 
Mission Concepcion development 

design (parking lot and contact 
station) 

Recognition of reappointments to the 
Commission 

Park boundary adjustment 
Engineering design of Phase II of 

Mission Road 
Operations Update 
County Report 
Los Compadres Report 
Archdiocese Report 
Open Discussion 

The meeting will be open to the 
public, however, facilities and space for 
accommodating members of the public 
will be limited and persons will be 
accommodated on a first-come-first- 
served basis. Any member of the public 
may file a written statement concerning 
the matters to be discussed with the 
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Superintendent, San Antonio Missions 
National Historical Park. 

Persons wishing further information 
regarding this meeting or who wish to 
submit a written statement may contact 
Jose A. Cisneros, Superintendent, 2202 
Roosevelt Avenue, San Antonio, Texas 
78210 (512) 229-5701. 

Minutes of the meeting will be 
available for public review 
approximately four weeks after the 
meeting at the office of the San Antonio 
Missions National Historical Park. 

Date: January 22, 1988. 

John E. Cook, 
Regional! Director, Southwest Region. 
[FR Doc. 88-2000 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 

[Docket No. 87-39] 

Kurt H. Rotermund, D.O.; Revocation 
of Registration 

On April 3, 1987, the Administrator of 
the Drug Enforcement Administration 
(DEA), issued an Order to Show Cause 
and Immediate Suspension of 
Registration to Kurt H. Rotermund, D.O., 
Southwest Medical Clinic, 4123 
Montgomery Blvd. NE., Albuquerque, 
New Mexico 87109 (Respondent) The 
Order to Show Cause sought to revoke 
Respondent's DEA Certificate of 
Registration AR9266556, and to deny 
any pending applications for renewal of 
that registration. The grounds for the 
issuance of the Order to Show Cause 
and Immediate Suspension are that 
Respondent's continued registration is 
inconsistent with the public interest, and 
would constitute an imminent danger to 
the public health and safety during the 
pendency of administrative proceedings. 
The Administrator made three 
preliminary findings supporting the 
immediate suspension of Respondent's 
registration. They were that: (1) 
Respondent sold prescriptions for 
Dilaudid and Preludin, Schedule I 
controlled substances, to individuals for 
no legitimate medical purpose and 
outside the course of professional 
practice; (2) Respondent was arrested 
by officers of the New Mexico State 
Police on February 17, 1987, and charged 
with trafficking in Dilaudid and 
Preludin, and continued to write 
prescriptions for Dilaudid and Preludin 
to the same individuals in March 1987; 
and (3) Respondent wrote in excess of 
1,000 prescriptions for Schedule II 
controlled substances, primarily 
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Dilaudid and Preludin, from August 1986 
through March 1987. 

Respondent, through counsel, 
requested a hearing in a letter dated 
April 22, 1987. The matter was docketed 
before Administrative Law Judge 
Francis L. Young. Following prehearing 
filings, a hearing was held in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico on June 2, 
1987. Judge Young issued his opinion 
and recommended decision on 
November 6, 1987. 

The Administrative Law Judge found 
that a review of selected pharmacies in 
the Albuquerque, New Mexico area for 
the period August 1986 through April 
1987, disclosed 1266 prescriptions 
written by Respondent. All these 
prescriptions were for controlled 
substances. Of these prescriptions, 841 
were for Preludin 75 mg., totalling 48,585 
dosage units; and 425 were for Dilaudid 
4mg. tablets, totalling 24,869 dosage 
units. During this time, DEA 
Investigators received information from 
a confidential informant that indicated 
that he/she had obtained prescriptions 
for Dilaudid and Preludin from 
Respondent, and had paid $300 for the 
Dilaudid prescription, and $75 for the 
Preludin prescription. 
On January 23, 1987, an Agent from 

the New Mexico State Police, using the 
undercover name of Annie Williams, 
visited Respondent's office. The Agent 
told Respondent she needed some “D's.” 
Respondent gave her a prescription for 
Dilaudid after asking what name she 
wanted on the prescription. Respondent 
also provided the undercover Agent 
with a form to give the pharmacist 
indicating she was being treated for 
pain. The Agent then requested a 
prescription for “Lu’s.” Respondent 
prescribed Preludin for the Agent. He 
told the Agent to tell the pharmacist she 
had narcolepsy since she did not have a 
weight problem. The Respondent did not 
examine the Agent, ask the Agent any 
medical questions, or keep any medical 
record. He charged the Agent $60 for the 
Preludin prescription and $300 for the 
Dilaudid prescription. 
On February 17, 1987, Respondent 

was arrested at his office by the New 
Mexico State Police. At the time of his 
arrest, Respondent's black bag 
contained a Colt 45 automatic, full 
ammunition clips, a stethoscope, a glove 
and two nonsurgical knives. Respondent 
indicated that the gun was to protect 
himself from people who could not get 
their prescriptions filled. Following 
Respondent's arrest, the New Mexico 
State police received information that 

Respondent continued to write illegal 
prescriptions for Dilaudid and Preludin. 
On March 12, 1987, a confidential 
informant, monitored by the New 

Mexico State Police, went to 
Respondent's office and requested a 
prescription for a fictitious brother-in- 
law, Fred Hill. The informant left with a 
prescription for Dilaudid in the name of 
Fred Hill for which he paid $300. 
Dilaudid and Preludin are Schedule II 
controlled substances which are 
available on the street in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico for $40 to $50 a tablet for 
Dilaudid and $5 to $10 a tablet for 
Preludin. 
Respondent was present at the 

hearing, but did not testify. He 
presented no evidence and no 
witnesses. There is no evidence in the 
record to contradict the evidence 
presented by the Government. 

The Administrative Law Judge 
concluded that the preponderance of the 
evidence estabished that Respondent 
was not in compliance with applicable 
State and Federal laws relating to 
controlled substances, and that 
continued registration of Respondent 
was inconsistent with the public 
interest. The Administrative Law Judge 
recommended that the Administrator 
revoke Respondent's DEA Certificate of 
Registration. 

The Administrator adopts the opinion 
and recommended decision of the 
Administrative Law Judge in its entirety. 
The Administrator concludes that there 
is a lawful basis for the revocation of 
Respondent's DEA Certificate of 
Registration, and that such registration 
is inconsistent with the public interest. 
Respondent's activity was not the 
practice of medicine, but merely the 
trafficking of significantly abused 
controlled substances for profit. 

Accordingly, the Administrator of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 
pursuant to the authority vested in him 
by 21 U.S.C. 823 and 824 and 28 CFR 
0.100(b), hereby orders that DEA 
Certificate of Registration AR9266556, 
previously issued to Kurt H. Rotermund, 
D.O., be, and it hereby is, revoked. Any 
pending applications for registration 
submitted by Respondent are hereby 
denied. This order is effective March 2, 
1988. 

Dated: January 25, 1988. 

John C. Lawn, 

Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 88-1937 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M 

February, 1,,1988,{ Notices 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Region VI Advisory Council; Public 
Meeting; Texas 

The U.S. Small Business 
Administration, Region VI Advisory 
Council, located in the geographical area 
of Houston, Texas, will hold a public 
meeting at 1:30 p.m. Wednesday, 
February 10, 1988, in the conference 
room of the SBA Houston District 
Office, located at 2525 Murworth, Suite 
112, Houston, Texas 77054, to discuss 
such matters as may be presented by 
members, staff of the U.S. Small 
Business Administration, or others 
present. 

For further information, write or call 
Rodney W. Martin, District Director, 
U.S. Small Business Administration, 
2525 Murworth, Suite 112, Houston, 
Texas 77054, (713) 660-4409. 

Jean M. Nowak, 

Director, Office of Advisory Councils. 

January 25, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2025 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 

[License No. 02/02-0403] 

Filing of an Application for Transfer of 
Ownership and Control; EAB Venture 
Corp. 

Notice is hereby given that an 
application has been filed with the 
Small Business Administration (SBA), 
pursuant to § 107.601 of the Regulations 
governing small business investment 
companies (13 CFR 107.601) for the 
transfer of ownership and control of 
EAB Venture Corp. (the Licensee), 10 
Hanover Square, New York, New York 
10015, a Federal Licensee -nder the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
as amended, (the Act) (15 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.) The proposed transfer of control of 
EAB Venture Corp., which was licensed 
August 18, 1980, is subject to the prior 
written approval of SBA. 

At the present time the Licensee has 
3,000 shares of voting common stock 
issued and outstanding. It is proposed 
that European American Bank will 
exchange its 3,000 shares of the voting 
common stock for certain shares in one 
class of non-voting preferred stock of 
the Licensee. In addition, the Licensee 
intends to issue shares of non-voting 
Junior Preferred Stock and voting 
Common Stock to persons other than 
European American Bank. 
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The proposed officers, directors and 
shareholders owning 10 or more percent 
of the voting securities of the Licensee 
will be as follows: 

It is proposed that upon the change of 
control the name of the Licensee will be 
changed to Norwood Venture Corp. 

Matters involved in SBA's 
consideration of the application include 
the general business reputation and 
character of the proposed management, 
and the probability of successful 
operations of the new company under 
their management including profitability 
and financial soundness in accordance 
with the Small Business Investment Act 
and the SBA Rules and Regulations. 

Notice is further given that any person 
may, not later than 30 days from the 
date of publication of this Notice, submit 
written comments on the proposed SBIC 
to the Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment, Small Business 
Administration, 1441 “L” Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20416. 
A copy of this Notice will be 

published in a newspaper of general 
circulation in the New York, New York 
area. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Robert G. Lineberry, 

Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment. 

Dated: January 26, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2024 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6925-01-M 

[Application No. 09/09-5376] 

San Joaquin Business Services Group, 
Inc.; Application for a License To 
Operate as a Small Business 
investment Company 

An application for a license to operate 
as a small business investment company 
under the provisions of section 301(d) of 
the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, as amended 15 U.S.C. 661 et seg.), 
has been filed by San Joaquin Business 
Services Group, Inc. (San Joaquin), with 
the Small Business Administration, 
(SBA), pursuant to 13 CFR 107.102 
(1987). 
The officers, directors, and 

stockholders of San Joaquin are as 
follows: 
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San Joaquin, a California corporation, 
with its principal place of business 
located at 2310 Tulare Street, Suite 140, 
Fresno, California 93721, will begin 
operations with $1,000,000 of private 
capital derived from the sale of common 
stock, to Fresno County Economic 
Opportunities Commission (FCEOC). 
Funds from FCEOC were derived from 
its home energy program under contract 
with Pacific Gas and Electric Company. 

San Joaquin will conduct its activities 
principally in the State of California. 
As a small business investment 

company under section 301(d) of the 
Act, the Applicant has been organized 
and chartered solely for the purpose of 
performing 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 
business concerns which will contribute 
to a well-balanced national economy by 
facilitating 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 
consideration of the Applicant include 
the general business reputation and 
character of the proposed owners and 
management, and the probability of 
successful operation of the Applicant 
under this management including 
adequate profitability and financial 
soundness, in accordance with the Small 
Business Investment Act and the SBA 
Rules and Regulations. 

Notice is hereby given that any person 
may, not later than 30 days from the 
date of publication of this notice, submit 
to SBA written comments on the 
proposed Applicant. Any such 
communication should be addressed to 
the Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment, Small Business 
Administration, 1441 L Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20416. 
A Copy of this notice shall be 

published in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Fresno, California. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Robert G. Lineberry, 

Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment. 

Dated: January 26, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2026 Filed 1-29-83; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

[Public Notice 1047] 

Privacy Act of 1974; New System of 
Records 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Department of State proposes to create 
a new system of records, the 
“Communications Training Records, 
STATE-57,” pursuant to the provisions 
of the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 
552a(o)) and the Office of Management 
and Budget Circular No. A-130, 
Appendix I. The Department's report 
was filed with the Office of 
Management and Budget on January 5, 
1988. 

The proposed system will facilitate 
the functions of the Office of 
Communications Training Division by 
providing a data base storage for quick 
access to biographic training 
information such as an individual's 
formal education, technical training, 
previous assignments, and related 
information which is requisite in making 
a valid training decision. 
Any persons interested in commenting 

on the new system of records may do so 
by submitting comments in writing to 
the Information and Privacy 
Coordinator, Foreign Affairs Information 
Management Center, Room 1239, 
Department of State, 2201 C Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20520. 

The new system, the 
“Communications Training Records, 
STATE-57,” will read as set forth below. 

For the Secretary of State. 
Dated: January 5, 1988. 

Richard C. Faulk, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for 
Administration. 

STATE-57 

SYSTEM NAME: 

Communications Personnel Training 
Records. 

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION: 
Unclassified. 

SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Office of Communications, Resource 
Management Training Division, 2201 C 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20520; and 
Warrenton Training Center, Bear 
Wallow Road, Warrenton, Virginia 
22186. 

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

All Foreign Service professional 
communications personnel, Foreign 
Service officer and secretary back-up 
communications personnel, and Civil 
Service communications personnel 
employed by the Department of State. 

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 
Employee's name, social security 

account number, grade, date and place 
of birth, current and previous 
assignments, Continuing Education 
Units (CEU’S) awarded, previous 
experience and educational 
backgrounds, and technical training 
provided by the Office of 
Communications. 

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

Foreign Service Act of 1980, as 
amended, (22 U.S.C. 3901), and the Civil 
Service Reform Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
1101). 

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

The Office of Communications will 
use this record system in determining 
current and future training requirements 
of those individuals who are 
professional communications personnel 
and who have been tasked to perform 
additional back-up communications 
duties at Foreign Service posts. 

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 
Hard copy,.computer media. 

RETRIEVABILITY: 
By individual name, social security 

account number, assignment/posts and 
types of training. 

SAFEGUARDS: 
All employees of the Department of 

State have undergone a background 
security investigation. Access to the 
Department of State and its annexes is 
controlled by security guards, and 
admission is limited to those individuals 
possessing a valid identification card or 
individuals under proper escort. All 
records containing personal information 
on a computerized data base are 
accessible only through computer media 
under Department of State jurisdiction 
and placed in restricted areas, access to 
which is limited to authorized personnel. 
Access to computerized files is 
password-protected and under the direct 
responsibility of the system manager. 
The system manager has the capability 
of printing audit trails of access from the 
computer media, thereby permitting 
regular ad hoc monitoring of computer 
usage. 

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 
Biographic training data may be 

maintained in the system for as long as 
the individual is employed by the 
Department of State. More specific 
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information regarding retention and 
disposal may be obtained by writing to 
the Director, Foreign Affairs Information 
Management Center, Room 1239, 
Department of State, 22201 C Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20520. 

SYSTEM MANAGER AND ADDRESS: 
Chief of Training Division, Warrenton 

Training Center, Box 3050, B-47, 
Warrenton, Virginia 22186. 

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 
Individuals who have reason to 

believe that the Communications 
Personnel Training Records might 
contain records pertaining to themselves 
should write to the Information and 
Privacy Coordinator, Foreign Affairs 
Information Management Center, Room 
1239, Department of State, 2201 C Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20520. The 
individual must specify that he/she 
wishes the records of the 
Communications Personnel Training 
Records to be checked. At a minimum, 
the individual must include: Date and 
place of birth; current mailing address 
and zip code; signature. 

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES: 
Individuals who wish to gain access 

te or amend records pertaining to 
themselves should write to the 
Information and Privacy Coordinator, 
Foreign Affairs Information 
Management Center (address above). 

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES: 
(See above). 

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 
The individual employee and the 

Department's central personnel 
database. 

SYSTEMS EXEMPTED FROM CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS OF THE ACT: 

None. 
[FR Doc. 88-1965 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710-24- 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Aviation Proceedings; Agreements 
Filed During the Week Ending January 
22, 1988 

The following agreements were filed 
with the Department of Transportation 
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 408, 
409, 412, and 414. Answers may be filed 
within 21 days of date of filing. 

Docket No. 45401 

Parties: Members of International Air 
Transport Association 

Date Filed: January 20, 1988 
Subject: TC 2-3 Passenger Fares 
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Proposed Effective Date: April 1, 1988 

Docket No. 45402 - 

Parties: Members of International Air 
Transport Association 

Date Filed: January 26, 1988 
Subject: Santiago-Taheti Fares 
Proposed Effective Date: April 1, 1988. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Chief, Documentary Services Division. 

[FR Doc. 88-1985 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-62-M 

Applications for Certificates of Public 

Subpart Q During the Week Ended 
January 22, 1988 

The following applications for 
certificates of public convenience and 
necessity and foreign air carrier permits 
were filed under Subpart Q of the 
Department of Transportation's 
Procedural Regulations (See 14 CFR 
302.1701 et. seq.). The due date for 
answers, conforming application, or 
motion to modify scope are set forth 
below for each application. Following 
the answer period DOT may process the 
application by expedited procedures. 
Such procedures may consist of the 
adoption of a show-cause order, a 
tentative order, or in appropriate cases a 
final order without further proceedings. 

Docket No. 45397 

Date Filed: January 19, 1988 
Due Date for Answers, Conforming 

Applications, or Motion to Modify 
Scope: February 16, 1988 

Description: Application of Wings West 
Airlines, Inc., d/b/a American Eagle, 
pursuant to section 401 of the Act and 
Subpart Q of the Regulations for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity for Scheduled and Charter 
Interstate and Overseas air 
transportation of persons, property 

and mail. 

Docket No. 45404 

Date Filed: January 22, 1988 
Due Pate for Answers, Conforming 

Applications, or Motion to Modify 
Scope: February 19, 1988 

Description: Application of Aerovias, 
S.A. pursuant to section 402 of the Act 

and Subpart Q of the Regulations 
requests a foreign air carrier permit to 
engage in foreign air transportation of 
property and mail as follows: Between 
Guatemala City, on the one hand and 

Miami, Florida, on the one hand, via 
an intermediate point or points. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Chief, Documentary Service Division. 

[FR Doc. 88-1986 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-62-m 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Approval of Noise Compatibility 
Program; Cleveland-Hopkins 
international Airport, Cleveland, OH 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
findings on the noise compatibility 
program submitted by the City of 
Cleveland, Department of Port Control 
under the provisions of Title I of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (Pub. L. 96-193) and 14 CFR 
Part 150. These findings are made in 
recognition of the description of Federal 
and nonfederal responsibilities in 
Senate Report No. 96-52 (1980). On July 
3, 1984, the FAA determined that the 
noise exposure maps submitted by the 
City of Cleveland, Department of Port 
Control, under Part 150 were in 
compliance with applicable 
requirements. On August 18, 1987, the 
Administrator approved the Cleveland 
Hopkins International Airport noise 
compatibility program. All of the 
recommendations of the program were 
approved. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
the FAA's approval of the Cleveland- 
Hopkins International Airport noise 
compatibility program is August 18, 
1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Prescott C. Snyder, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Great Lakes Region, 
Airports Division, AGL-611, 2300 East 
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 
60018, (312) 694-7538. Documents 
reflecting this FAA action may be 
reviewed at this same location. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA has 
given its overall approval to the noise 
compatibility program for Cleveland- 
Hopkins International Airport, effective 
August 18, 1987. 

Under section 104(a) the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act 
(ASNA) of 1979, (hereinafter referred to 
as “the ACT”) an airport operator who 
has previously submitted a noise 
exposure map may submit to the FAA a 
noise compatibility program which sets 
forth the measures taken or proposed by 
the airport operator for the reduction of 
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existing noncompatible land uses and 
prevention of additional noncompatible 
land uses within the area covered by the 
noise exposure maps. The Act requires 
such programs to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties including local 
communities, government agencies, 
airport users, and FAA personnel. 

Each airport noise compatibility 
program developed in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 
150 is a local program, not a Federal 
program. The FAA does not substitute 
its judgment for that of the airport 
proprietor with respect to which 
measures should be recommended for 
action. The FAA’s approval or 
disapproval of FAR Part 150 program 
recommendations is measured 
according to the standards expressed in 
Part 150 and the Act, and is limited to 
the following determinations: 

a. The noise compatibility program 
was developed in accordance with the 
provisions and procedures of FAR Part 
150; 

b. Program measures are reasonably 
consistent with achieving the goals of 
reducing existing noncompatible land 
uses around the airport and preventing 
the introduction of additional 
noncompatible land uses; 

c. Program measures would not create 
an undue burden on interstate or foreign 
commerce, unjustly discriminate against 
types or classes of aeronautical uses, 
violate the terms of airport grant 
agreements, or intrude into areas 
preempted by the Federal Government; 
and 

d. Program measures relating to the 
use of flight procedures can be 
implemented within the period covered 
by the program without derogating 
safety, adversely affecting the efficient 
use and management of the navigable 
airspace and air traffic control systems, 
or adversely affecting other powers and 
responsibilities of the Administrator 
prescribed by law. 

Specific limitations with respect to 
FAA's approval of an airport noise 
compatibility program are delineated in 
FAR Part 150, section 150.5. Approval is 
not a determination concerning the 
acceptability of land uses under Federal, 
state, or local law. Approval does not by 
itself constitute an FAA implementing 
action. A request for Federal action or 
approval to implement specific noise 
compatibility measures may be required, 
and an FAA decision on the request 
may require an environmental 
assessment of the proposed action. 
Approval does not constitute a 
commitment by the FAA to financially 
assist in the implementation of the 



program nor a determination that all 
measures covered by the program are 
eligible for grant-in-aid funding from the 
FAA. Where Federal funding is sought, 
requests for project grants must be 
submitted to the FAA Detroit Airports 
District Office in Belleville, Michigan. 

The City of Cleveland, Department of 
Port Control submitted to the FAA on 
November 17 and 30, 1983, the noise 
exposure maps, descriptions, and other 
documentation produced during the 
noise compatibility planning study 
conducted from September, 1981, 
through June 1985. The Cleveland- 
Hopkins International Airport noise 
exposure maps were determined by the 
FAA to be in compliance with 
applicable requirements on July 3, 1984. 
Notice of this determination was 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 19, 1984. 

The Cleveland-Hopkins International 
Airport study contains a proposed noise 
compatibility program comprised of 
actions designed for phased 
implementation by airport management 
and adjacent jurisdictions from the date 
of study completion to beyond the year 
1992. It was requested that the FAA 
evaluate and approve this material as a 
noise compatibility program as 
described in section 104(b) of the Act. 
The FAA began its review of the 
program on February 20, 1987 and was 
required by a provision of the Act to 
approve or disapprove the program 
within 180 days (other than the use of 
new flight procedures for noise control). 
Failure to approve or disapprove such 
program within the 180-day period 
would have been deemed to be an 
approval of such program. 

The submitted program contained 
seven (7) proposed actions for noise 
mitigation, on and off the airport. The 
FAA completed its review and 
determined that the procedural and 
substantive requirements of the Act and 
FAR Part 150 have been satisfied. The 
overall program, therefore, was 
approved by the Administrator effective 
August 18, 1987. 

Outright approval was granted for all 
of the specific program elements. 
Operational measures approved include 
equitable fan-out procedure, 095 degree 
departure corridor and noise abatement 
departures. Approved land use 
measures include land acquisition, 
soundproofing/easement program, 
airport zoning overlay district, and 
complete installation of noise 
monitoring system. 

These determinations are set forth in 
detail in a Record of Approval endorsed 
by the Administrator on August 18, 1987. 

The Record of Approval, as well as 
other evaluation materials and the 

documents comprising the submittal, are 
available for review at the FAA office 
listed above and at the administrative 
offices of the City of Cleveland, 
Department of Port Control. 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on December 
23, 1987. 

Monte R. Belger, 

Acting Director, Great Lakes Region. 
[FR Doc. 87-1963 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-m 

Approval of Noise Compatibility 
Program; Port Columbus International 
Airport, Columbus, OH 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
findings on the noise compatibility 
program submitted by the City of 
Columbus, Department of Public 
Utilities and Aviation under the 
provisions of Title I of the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 
(Pub. L. 96-193) and 14 CFR Part 150. 

These findings are made in recognition 
of the description of Federal and 
nonfederal responsibilities in Senate 
Report Number 96-52 (1980). On July 28, 
1987, the FAA determined that the noise 
exposure maps submitted by the City of 
Columbus, Department of Public 
Utilities and Aviation under Part 150 
were in compliance with applicable 
requirements. On September 25, 1987, 
the Administrator approved the Port 
Columbus International Airport noise 
compatibility program. All of the 
recommendations of the program were 
approved except one measure, A.3., 
which relates to specific flight 
procedures requiring additional 
information and analysis. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
the FAA's approval of the Port 
Columbus International Airport noise 
compatibility program is September 25, 
1987. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Prescott C. Snyder, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Great Lakes Region, 
Airports Division, AGL-611, 2300 East 
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 
60018, (312) 694-7538. Documents 
reflecting this FAA action may be 
reviewed at this same location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA has 
given its overall approval to the noise 
compatibility program for Port 
Columbus International Airport, 
effective September 25, 1987. 
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Under section 104{a) the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act 
(ASNAj of 1979, (hereinafter referred to 
as “the ACT”) an airport operator who 
has previously submitted a noise 
exposure map may submit to the FAA a 
noise compatibility program which sets 
forth the measures taken or proposed by 
the airport operator for the reduction of 
existing noncompatible land uses and 
prevention of additional noncompatible 
land uses within the area covered by the 
noise exposure maps. The Act requires 
such programs to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties including local 
communities, government agencies, 
airport users, and FAA personnel. 

Each airport noise compatibility 
program developed in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 
150 is a local program, not a Federal 
program. The FAA does not substitute _ 
its judgment for that of the airport 
proprietor with respect to which 
measures should be recommended for 
action. The FAA’s approval or 
disapproval of FAR Part 150 program 
recommendations is measured 
according to the standards expressed in 
Part 150 and the Act and is limited to the 
following determinations: 

a. The noise compatibility program 
was developed in accordance with the 
provisions and procedures of FAR Part 
150; 

b. Program measures are reasonably 
consistent with achieving the goals of 
reducing existing noncompatible land 
uses around the airport and preventing 
the introduction of additional 
noncompatible land uses; 

c. Program measures would not create 
an undue burden on interstate or foreign 
commerce, unjustly discriminate against 
types or classes of aeronautical uses, 
violate the terms of airport grant 
agreements, or intrude into areas 
preempted by the Federal Government; 
and 

d. Program measures relating to the 
use of flight procedures can be 
implemented within the period covered 
by the program without derogating 
safety, adversely affecting the efficient 
use and management of the navigable 
airspace and air traffic control systems, 
or adversely affecting other powers and 
responsibilities of the Administrator 
prescribed by law. 

Specific limitations with respect to 
FAA's approval of an airport noise 
compatibility program are delineated in 
FAR Part 150, section 150.5. Approval is 
not a determination concerning the 
acceptability of land uses under Federal, 
state, or local law. Approval does not by 
itself constitute an FAA implementing 
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action. A request for Federal action or 
approval to implement specific noise 
compatibility measures may be required, 
and an FAA decision on the request 
may require an environmental 
assessment of the proposed action. 
Approval does not constitute a 
commitment by the FAA to financially 
assist in the implementation of the 
program nor a determination that all 
measures covered by the program are 
eligible for grant-in-aid funding from the 
FAA. Where Federal funding is sought, 
requests for project grants must be 
submitted to the FAA Detroit Airports 
District Office in Belleville, Michigan. 

The City of Columbus, Public Utilities 
and Aviation Department submitted to 
the FAA on March 26, 1987, the noise 
exposure maps, descriptions, and other 
documentation produced during the 
noise compatibility planning study 
conducted from May 3, 1985 through 
March 26, 1987. The Port Columbus 
International Airport noise exposure 
maps were determined by the FAA to be 
in compliance with applicable 
requirements on July 28, 1987. Notice of 
this determination was published in the 
Federal Register on August 10, 1987. 
The Port Columbus International 

Airport study contains a proposed noise 
compatibility program comprised of 
actions designed for phased 
implementation by airport management 
and adjacent jurisdictions from the date 
of study completion to beyond the year 
1992. It was requested that the FAA 
evaluate and approve this material as a 
noise compatibility program as 
described in section 104(b) of the Act. 
The FAA began its review of the 
program on March 26, 1987, and was 
required by a provision of the Act to 
approve or disapprove the program 
within 180 days (other than the use of 
new flight procedures for noise control). 
Failure to approve or disapprove such 
program within the 180-day period 
would have been deemed to be an 
approval of such program. 

The submitted program contained 
nineteen (19) proposed actions for noise 
mitigation, on and off the airport. The 
FAA completed its review and 
determined that the procedural and 
substantive requirements of the Act and 
FAR Part 150 have been satisfied. The 
overall program, therefore, was 
approved by the Administrator effective 
September 25, 1987. 

Outright approval was granted for 
eighteen (18) of nineteen (19) specific 
program elements submitted. One 
measure, A.3, was not approved at this 
time, because it relates to specific flight 
procedures which require additional 
information and analysis. Program 
elements approved consist of 

operational controls, such as 
establishment of departure tracks to the 
west, use of standard noise abatement 
departure profile, restrictions on 
maintenance run ups and other noise 
relief procedures. Also, included are 
land use strategies such as land 
acquisition, easements, soundproofing, 
zoning restrictions, and building code 
requirements. Finally, program 
management elements are included such 
as establishing and staffing a noise 
abatement office to monitor airport 
noise, document noise complaints, 
educate the public on airport noise, and 
update the noise compatibility program. 

These determinations are set forth in 
detail in a Record of Approval endorsed 
by the Administrator on September 25, 
1987. 
The Record of Approval, as well as 

other evaluation materials and the 
documents comprising the submittal, are 
available for review at the FAA office 
listed above and at the administrative 
offices of the City of Columbus, 
Department of Public Utilities and 
Aviation. 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on December 
29, 1987. 

Monte R. Belger, 
Acting Director, Great Lakes Region. 

[FR Doc. 88-1964 Filed 1-29-87; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

[Docket No. 046CE; Petition Notice 
PE-88-1] 

Petition of the British Aerospace 
Public Limited Co. for Exemption From 
Certain Ground Load and Landing 
Gear Requirements; Correction 

SUMMARY: On January 21, 1988, on page 
1699, the above named petition for 
exemption was inadvertently omitted 
from the document published in Federal 
Register; therefore it is being published 
below. 
Debbie Swank, 
Acting Manager, Program Management Staff. 

The Administrator, 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Rules Docket (AGC-204), 
800 Independence Avenue, 
Washington, DC. 20591 
24th November 1987. 

Dear Sir: British Aerospace Jetstream 
Series 3200, petition for exemption from 
certain ground load and landing gear 
requirements of FAR 23. 

In accordance with the requirements of 
FAR Part 11, Section 11.25(b)(2){iv), British 
Aerospace plc, Civil Aircraft Division, 
Prestwick hereby submit in duplicate a 
Petition for an exemption from certain ground 
load and landing gear requirements of 
Federal Aviation Regulations Part 23. 

The Petition respectfully requests that: 
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(a) the FAA grant an exemption to permit 
certification of the Jetstream Model 3201 in 
the Commuter Category of FAR Part 23 with 
the landing gear and asssociated structure 
complying with the design standards of FAR 
Part 25, 

(b) the publication and comment 
procedures normally applicable to petitions 
for exemption be found unnecessary in this 
case, 

(c) the 120-day advance filing requirement 
of Section 11.25(b)(1) of the FARs be waived, 

(d) this Petition be granted expeditiously. 

Yours faithfully for and on behalf of British 
Aerospace Public Limited Company, Civil 
Aircraft Division. 

B.J.G. Asbeek Brusse, 

Chief Airworthiness Engineer. 

cc. Mr. Craig Beard, AWS-1 Washington DC 
Mr. John Varoli, AEU-100 FAA Brussels 
Mr. Richard F. Yotter, ACT-109 FAA 

Kansas City 
Mr. M. Murden, CAA Redhill 
Mr. P. Meiklem, British Embassy 
Washington DC 

British Aerospace Public Limited 
Company Civil Aircraft Division, 
Prestwick, Scotland 

British Aerospace Jetstream Mode! 3201; 
Petition for Exemption From Certain 
Ground Loads and Landing Gear 
Requirements cf FAR Part 23 

Communications with respect to this 
document should be sent to: British 
Aerospace Public Limited Company, 
Civil Aircraft Division, Prestwick 
Airport, Ayrshire, Scotland KA9 2RW. 

For the attention of: B J G Asbeek 
Brusse, Chief Airworthiness Engineer. 

In pursuance of Type Certification of 
Jetstream Model 3201, for which an 
application was made on 1st June 1987, 
British Aerospace, Civil Aircraft 
Division, Prestwick, hereby petition the 
Adminstrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration for an exemption from 
certain Ground Loads and Landing Gear 
requirements of FAR part 23 of 
Commuter Category Airplanes. 

1. Summary of Petition for Exemption 

1.1 Citation. FAR Part 23, as 
amended up to and including 
amendments 23-24, paragraphs 23.471 
thru 23.511 and 23.721 thru 23.737. 

1.2. Description. British Aerospace 
requests that an exemption be ranged to 
the Jetstream Model 3201 from the above 
cited requirements. The exemption is 
requested on the basis of equivalent 
safety provided by meeting the Ground 
Loads & Landing Gear requirements of 
FAR Part 25 in lieu of FAR Part 23 
requirements. The proposed basis has 
previously been accepted by the 
Administrator for certification of the 
Jeststream Model 3101 and is compatible 
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with the Country of Origins National 
Code. 

2. Rules From Which Relief is Sought 

Relief is sought from the following 
FAR Part 23 rules as effective on 1st 
June 1987: 

Ground Loads 

FAR 23.471—General 
FAR 23.473—Ground Load Conditions 

and Assumptions 
FAR 23.477—Landing Gear Arrangement 
FAR 23.479—Level Landing 

Conditions;—except subpara. (d) 
FAR 23.481—Tail Down Landing 

Conditions 
FAR 23.483—One Wheel Landing 

Conditions 
FAR 23.485—Side Load Conditions 
FAR 23.493—Braked Roll Conditions 
FAR 23.497—Supplementary Conditions 

for Tail Wheels 
FAR 23.499—Supplementary Conditions 

for Nose Wheels 
FAR 23.505—Supplementary Conditions 

for Skiplanes 
FAR 23.509—Towing Loads 
FAR 23.511—Ground Load; 

Unsymmetrical Loads on Multiple 
Wheel Units 

Landing Gear 

FAR 23.721—General 
FAR 23.723—Shock Absorption Tests 
FAR 23.725—Limit Drop Tests 
FAR 23.726—Ground Load Dynamic 

Tests 
FAR 23.727—Reserve Energy Absorption 

Drop Tests 
FAR 23.729—Landing Gear Extension 

and Retraction System 
FAR 23.731—Wheels 
FAR 23.733—Tires 
FAR 23.735—Brakes 
FAR 23.737—-Skis 

3. Text of Petition 

3.1 British Aerospace, Civil Aircraft 
Division, Prestwick, petition for 
exemption from certain Ground Loads 
and Landing Gear requirements of FAR 
Part 23 for Commuter Category 
Airplanes to be granted to Jetstream 
Model 3201. 

3.2 In lieu of the FAR Part 3 
paragraphs listed in paragraph 2 of this 
petition, British Aerospace, Civil 
Aircraft Division, Prestwick, request 
certification of the airplane meeting: 

(1) The Ground Loads and Landing 
Gear requirements of FAR Part 25 in 
effect on 1st June 1987, as follows: 

Ground Loads 

25.471—General 
25.473—Ground Load Conditions and 

Assumptions 
25.477—Landing Gear Arrangement 

25.481—Tail-down Landing 
Conditions;—except subpara (b) 

25.483—One-wheel Landing Conditions 
25.485—Side Load Conditions 
25.487—Rebound Landing Conditions 
25.489—Ground Handling Conditions 
25.491—Takeoff Run 
25.493—Braked Roll Conditions;—except 

subpara (a) 
25.495—Turning 
25.499—Nose-wheel Yaw 
25.503—Pivoting 
25.507—Reversed Braking;—except 

subpara (c) 
25.509 —Towing Loads 
25.511—Ground Loads; Unsymmetrical 

Loads on Multiple-wheel Units 

Land Gear 

25.721—General 
25.723—-Shock Absorption Tests 
25.725—Limit Drop Tests 
25.727—Reserve Energy Absorption 

Drop Tests 
25.729—Retracting Mechanism 
25.731—Wheels 
25.733—Tires 
25.735—Brakes;—except subparas (f} & 

(g). 
FAR Part 25 paragraphs incorporated 

by reference and not appearing in the 
preceding list are replaced by the 
equivalent FAR Part 23 paragraphs 

(2) The following requirements of FAR 
Part 23 as amended through 
amendments 23-24 for which no 
equivalent FAR Part 25 paragraphs 
exist: FAR 23.479 (d), FAR 23.507— 
Jacking Loads. 

3.3. The requirements relating to Tail 
Wheels and Skis have been omitted 
from the proposed certification 
requirements because they are not 
applicable to Jetstream Model 3201. 

3.4 British Aerospace, Civil Aircraft 
Division, Prestwick, request this 
exemption on the basis of equivalent 
safety to the requirements for Ground 
Loads and Landing Gear of FAR Part 23 
Amendments 23-34. 

4. Interest of the Petitioner 

4.1 British Aerospace have suffered 
significant delays and additional costs 
in their plans for further weight and 
power growth of the successful 
Jetstream commuter airliner, resulting 
from the long delay of the publication of 
the FAR Part 23 Commuter Category 
rules, following expiration of the SFAR 
41 rules for new certifications. In some 
instances, orders have been lost. 

4.2 British Aerospace are now 
committed to certification and customer 
delivery of the Jetstream Model 3201 by 
mid 1988 and have initiated large scale 
manufacture. Program costs and 
delivery schedules can be maintained 
only if the established philosophy of 

appropriate FAR Part 25 substitutions 
for similar FAR Part 23 requirements is 
extended to Jetstream Model 3201. 

4.3 British Aerospace are therefore 
concerned that further delays, costs and 
loss of revenue may be incurred as a 
result of the need to resubmit and 
reinvestigate all Exemptions and 
findings of equivalent safety granted in 
earlier certification, as first mentioned 
in discussions with the FAA at Kansas 
City in late April 1987 and more recently 
at a Type Familiarisation Meeting at 
Prestwick in June 1987. These 
discussions were arranged as a result of 
the British Aerospace application for an 
Amended Type Certificate submitted in 
February 1987, later amended by 
application for a new Type Certificate 
submitted on 1st June 1987. 

4.4 British Aerospace would incur 
additional costs and significant delays 
in revalidating the landing gears, the 
inner wing structure and centre fuselage 
structure in order to comply with the 
relevant requirements of FAR Part 23 as 
amended through Amendment 23-34. 

This situation appears to be 
considerably at variance with the 
statements on Economic Impact 
contained in the Supplementary 
Information of Final Rules published in 
Federal Register Vol 52, No. 10, 
Thursday January 15, 1987 which is 
quoted below. 

“This final rule provides for the 
certification of a new category airplane, 
the commuter category. To accomplish 
this end, there are approximately 82 
specific changes to the FAR. With four 
exceptions, all changes are similar to 
requirements previously applied to 
propeller-driven airplane of a size 
approximately that of the commuter 
category. There are no additional costs 
associated with these amendments, 
since they do not amend the 
requirements applicable to any existing 
airplane category, but rather, provide an 
option for manufacturers to certificate 
propeller-driven airplanes of the size to 
requirements other than those 
applicable to transport category 
airplanes”. 

British Aerospace view that this 
statement should apply equally to 
alternative rules which have previously 
been accepted as providing equivalent 
safety. 

5. Background 

5.1 Jetstream Model 3201 is a 
derivative of Model 3101 which is itself 
a derivative of earlier Jetstream 
variants. Models 3101, Series 200 and 
HP 137 Mk.1 are type certificated (ref TC 
A21EU), certification being granted in 
accordance with US/UK bilateral 
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agreements. The FAA type certifications 
rely on various appropriate FAA 

BCAR Section D, FAR Part 23 and 
certain ground load and landing gear 
requirements of FAR Part 25. 

5.2 Models HP 137 Jetstream Mk.1 
and Series 200: 

5.2.1 In the context of the type 
certification of the Model HP 137 
Jetstream Mk.1 airplane, the UK Air 
Registration Board (now Civil Aviation 
Authority) in their letter dated 18th May, 
1966 to the Chief, Aircraft Certification 
Staff, FAA—Brussels, pointed out that, 
although the subject airplane was 
intended intitially to be certificated at 
12,000 Ibs all-up-weight, a planned 
weight growth was envisaged which 
would take the airplane well beyond the 
12,500 Ibs limit of FAR Part 23. The 
designer was obliged therefore to pay 
regard to the requirements of FAR Part 
25 as well as FAR Part 23 at the outset. 

5.2.2 Consequently, the ARB asked if 
the Chief, Aircraft Certification Staff, 
could confirm acceptance of British Civil 
Airworthiness Requirements Section D 
plus the Special Conditions of 
Validation Arrangement VA Note 1 as 
providing eqivalent levels of safety for 
the subject airplane in relation to the 
relevant requirements of FAR Part 23 
dealing with Ground Loads and Landing 
Gear requirements. 

Validation Arrangement VA Note 1, 
being a “Note on the Special Conditions 
Applicable to Complete United Kingdom 
airplanes for United States Type 
Certification as Transport Aeroplanes”, 
lists the Special Conditions necessary in 
addition to complying with BCAR 
Section D, to establish compliance with 
FAR Part 25. 

5.2.3 In his reply, ref M/6/1 of June 1, 
1966 the Chief, airplanes Certification 
Staff, FAA—Brussels, writes: 
“We concur that the BCAR ground 

load cases plus the Special Conditions 
of VA Note 1 can be used for the subject 
airplane on the basis of equivalent 
safety to Federal Aviation Regulations 
23, Ground Loads”. 

5.3 Jetstream Model 3101: 
5.3.1. The principle that FAR Part 25 

provides equivalent safety to FAR Part 
23 is clearly evidenced by Type 
Certificate Data Sheet A21EU wherein it 
is recorded that, in lieu of FAR Part 23 
Ground Loads and Landing Gear 
requirements, compliance was 
demonstrated with the following FAR 
Part 25 paragraphs. 
FAR Sections (in effect on 8 May, 

1970) 25.471, 25.473, 25.477, 25.479, 
25.481, 25.483, 25.485, 25.487, 25.489, 
25.491, 25.493, 25.495, 25.499, 25.503, 

25.507, 25.509, 25.511, 25.573, 25.723, 

25.725, 25.727, 25.729 (in effect on 7 May, 
1970), 25.731, 25.733 and 25.735. 

5.4 Service Experience: 
Jetstream Model 3101 has been 

operating for four years in intensive 
commuter operations amounting to over 
half a million flying hours. This 
experience constitutes the significant 
majority of the total worldwide 
experience accumulated for all 
Jetstream Models. The structural 
reliability of the landing gear, inner wing 
and centre fuselage demonstrated during 
these four years vindicate the suitability 
of FAR Part 25 in lieu of FAR Part 23. 

5.5 Jetstream Model 3201: 
5.5.1 British Aerospace propose that 

the certification basis for Jetstream 
Model 3201 include the Ground Loads 
and Landing Gear requirements of FAR 
Part 25 in effect on June 1st, 1987 in lieu 
of the FAR Part 23 Ground Loads and 
Landing Gear requirements at 
Amendment 23-34, with the exception of 
FAR 23.479(d) and FAR 23.507 which 
should remain effective. 

5.5.2 This proposal is entirely 
consistent with previous findings made 
by the FAA in relation to all earlier 
models of Jetstream type certificated in 
the United States, i.e. 

(i) The acceptance by the FAA that 
the U.K. National Code, BCAR Section D 
plus VA Note 1, provided equivalent 
safety. 

(ii) The previous acceptance of certain 
FAR Part 25 requirements in lieu of FAR 
Part 23 Ground Loads and Landing Gear 
requirements for Model 3101. 

6. Supporting Statement 

6.1 The requirements from which 
British Aerospace, Civil Aircraft 
Division, Prestwick are petitioning for 
exemption are listed at paragraph 1.1 
and 2 and concern the Ground Loads 
and Landing Gear requirements of FAR 
Part 23 at Amendment 23-34. 

6.2 Itis submitted that the Ground 
Loads and Landing Gear requirements 
of FAR Part 23 are primarily aimed at 
providing a high degree of ruggedness in 
small airplanes that are subjected to the 
often simultaneous rigours of ab initio 
flight training and operation from 
unprepared surfaces. Professionally 
piloted twin engine commuter airliners 
such as Jetstream are exposed to neither 
of these conditions. 

6.3 Pilot proficiency has a profound 
influence on the reliability of the landing 
gear. This was recognized in 1956 when 
the FAA significantly relaxed the design 
requirements for large airplanes landing 
gear contained in CAR 4b, later 
recodified as FAR Part 25. Amendment 
4b-3 (21 FR 989) effective 13 March 1956 
introduced full wing lift accountability, 
rather than the previous 2/3 wing lift, in 

the design loading conditions for the 
landing impact. This relaxation 
permitted considerable weight savings 
for landing gears whilst retaining 
adequate structural integrity. Full wing 
lift accountability remains a feature of 
FAR Part 25 and its adequacy has been 
justified by over 30 years satisfactory 
experience. 

6.4 All Jetstream airplanes currently 
operating in the U.S.A. are flown by 
professional flight crews from municipal 
airports with hard prepared surfaces. It 
is anticipated that Jetstream Model 3201 
will be operated in the same manner 
and consequently the FAR Part 25 
Ground Loads and Landing Gear 
requirements are entirely appropriate. 

6.5 The suitability of FAR Part 25 
Ground Loads to Jetstream airplane 
operations has been borne out by 
operating experience. Jetstream 
airplanes have been in service, both in 
the U.S.A. and Europe, for nearly 20 
years without any structural defects 
which can be attributed to a short fall in 
the Ground Loads requirements to 
which the airplane is designed. This 
experience confirms the previous FAA 
agreements of 1966 and 1982 as to the 
acceptability of BCAR Section D plus 
VA Note 1 or FAR Part 25 as providing a 
level of safety equivalent to that of FAR 
Part 23. 

6.6 It is further submitted that the 
Ground Loads requirements of FAR Part 
25 are a more comprehensive and 
rational set of rules with greater 
applicability to the operation of 
commuter airplanes such as Jetstream 
than are those of FAR Part 23. 
The Ground Loads and Landing Gear 

requirements of FAR Part 23 and FAR 
Part 25 are compared in Exhibit A. It 
will be seen by comparison that FAR 
Part 25 has a greater scope as one would 
expect for Transport Category, covering 
a greater variety of ground 
maneuvering and landing requirements 
than FAR Part 23. It is therefore 
considered that in meeting the 
requirements of FAR Part 25 as listed in 
paragraph 3.2, together with FAR 
23.479(d) and FAR 23.507 (for which 
there are no equivalents in the Ground 
Loads section of FAR Part 25), a level of 
safety is achieved which is satisfactory 
and was previously acceptable to the 
FAA. 

7. Public Interest 

If strict compliance with the 
requirements of the Commuter Category 
of FAR Part 23 was to be imposed on 
Jetstream Model 3201, certain rational 
design cases which are invoked by FAR 
Part 25 would be omitted. This would 
result in an inferior level of safety 
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contrary to the interest of the travelling 
public. 

Furthermore, technically unjustifiable 
and substantial addtional costs and 
delays in the certification and entry to 
service of Jetstream Model 3201 would 
be incurred which are not in the interest 
of the travelling public. 

8. Publication and Comment 

8.1 British Aerospace’s planned 
certification and delivery schedule 
anticipates type certification by mid 
June 1988, with customer deliveries 
commencing shortly thereafter. 
Unnecessary procedural delays to the 
disposition of this petition will have a 
serious effect on this timescale and 
consequently British Aerospace are 
anxious that this petition be settled at 
the earliest opportunity. 

8.2 As provided in FAR 11.27{j), 
British Aerospace submit that the 
publication and comment procedures of 
FAR 11.27(c) are unnecessary because 
this petition does not set a precedent, 
similar FAR Part 25 substitutions having 
already been accepted by the 
Administrator. 

8.3 British Aerospace request a 
waiver to the requirement of FAR 
11.25(b)(1) that petitions for exemption 
be submitted at least 120 days before 
the effective date of the exemption. 
Denial of this petition would involve 
considerable structural changes to the 
airplane which would not be possible in 
the time interval remaining between the 
expiry of the 120 day period and the 
scheduled dates for certification and 
delivery to customers. 

This request for a waiver takes 
account of the time already elapsed 
since first application for an Amended 
Type Certificate for Jetstream Series 
3200 in February 1987 and the 
discussions which have already taken 
place with FAA at Kansas City in May 
and at Prestwick in June 1987. 

Respectfully submitted, British Aerospace, 
Civil Aircraft Division, Prestwick. 

BJ G Asbeek Brusse, 

Chief Airworthiness Engineer. 

24th November 1987. 

[FR Doc. 88-1970 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

[Docket No. 045CE; Petition Notice 
PE-88-2] 

Petition of the Fairchild Aircraft Corp.; 
Exemption; Correction 

SUMMARY: On January 22, 1988, on page 
1880, the above named petition for 
exemption was inadvertently omitted 
from the document published in Federal 

Register, therefore it is being published 
below. 

Debbie Swank, 

Acting Manager Program Management Staff. 

FAIRCHILD AIRCRAFT CORP., 
San Antonio, TX, 78279-0490, December 4, 

1987. 

Director, Central Region, I, 
Federal Aviation Administration, Small 
Airplane Certification Directorate. 

Attn: Regional Counsel, ACE-110, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, MO 64106 

SUBJECT: PETITION FOR EXEMPTION, 
SA227-CC 
Gentlemen: In accordance with the 

provision of FAR 11.25, Fairchild Aircraft 
Corporation seeks an exemption from the 
provisions of FAR 23.53(c)(6), 23.53(c)(7), and 
23.67(e)(1)(i) of amendment 23-34. The 
exemption would apply to the SA227-CC 
METRO IlIC airplane, and would recognize 
the validity of the prior FAA approval per the 
ICAO Annex 8 provisions of SFAR 41. 

Regulations Affected 

Relief is sought from the following three 
paragraphs of FAR 23, amendment 23-34: 

© 23.53(c)(6)—This paragraph requires 
demonstration that a rotation speed five 
knots less than the scheduled VR will not 
cause an increase in the single-engine takeoff 
distance. 

© 23.53(c)(7)—Out-of-trim situations and 
over-rotation on takeoff must not result in a 
marked increase in the scheduled takeoff 
distance. 

© 23.67(e)(1)(i}—This rule defines the 
performance requirement for the takeoff, gear 
extended climb configuration. It requires out- 
of-ground-effect determination of the 
minimum gradient of climb between lift-off 
speed and the speed at which the landing 
gear is retracted. 

Relief Sought 

This exemption is needed to rectify a few 
inconsistencies introduced when SFAR 41 
was incorporated by amendment 23-34. 
There are three items; a fourth item, FAR 
23.933(c), applies a jet engine thrust reverser 
rule to turbopropeller airplanes. Its impact 
will be somewhere between minor and 
catastrophic; the matter is being studied and, 
if necessary, will be the subject of a separate 
petition. A fifth item, FAR 23.1587(d)(6), is 
being resolved by equivalent safety 
proceedings and, therefore, is not included in 
this petition. 

The SA227-CC airplane. The SA227-CC 
METRO IIIC is a SA227-AC airplane 
incorporating the changes necessary to 
comply with amendment 23-7 through 23-33. 
The SA227~AC METRO III is certified to FAR 
23 through amendment 6, special conditions, 
SFAR 23, SFAR 41, and ICAO Annex 8, as 
explained by Type Certificate Data Sheet 
A8SW. Because amendment 23-34 was 
intended to incorporate the provisions of 
SFAR 41 and ICAO Annex 8, as defined by 
SFAR 41, the SA227-AC may logically be 
considered to be in compliance with 
amendment 23-34, by definition. The few 
physical changes necessary to convert a 
SA227-AC to a SA227-CC are relatively 
minor and, in no case influence the 
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performance or flying qualities of the 
airplane. Instead, they involve design details 
affected by amendments 23-7 through 23-33. 
Reasons for exemption. Industry perceived 

amendment 23-34 as incorporation of SFAR 
41, including the referenced portions of 
Appendix A of FAR 135, and the provisions 
for compliance with ICAO Annex 8 
standards. This understanding was based on 
the fact that industry had been urging FAA to 
incorporate SFAR 41, and on FAA's 
published description of the effort. Consider, 
for example, the following excerpts from the 
“Federal Register”. 

© 15 November 1983, page 52011: 
The scope of this NPRM is limited to the 

proposals which are considered appropriate 
as airworthiness and noise standards and 
operating rules for commuter category, 
propeller-driven, multiengine airplanes. 
Existing airworthiness standards of Part 23, 
SFAR No. 41, as supplemented by those 
airworthiness standards necessary to comply 
with the requirements developed by the 
International Civil Aviation Organization 
(ICAO), and appropriate sections of 
Appendix A of Part 135, are the foundation 
for the proposals. The FAA proposes to 
integrate into Part 23 of the FAR those 
additional airworthiness standards of SFAR 
No. 41 and the appropriate sections of 
Appendix A of Part 135 not previously 
adopted in Part 23 of the FAR. It is not 
intended to propose substantive changes to 
the existing Part 23 airworthiness standards 
or to the airworthiness standards being 
integrated into Part 23. . . 

© 15 January 1987, page 1824: 
This final rule provides for the certification 

and operation of a new category airplane, the 
commuter category. To accomplish this end, 
there are approximately 82 specific changes 
to the FAR. With four exceptions, all changes 
are similar in substance to requirements 
previously applied to propeller-driven 
airplanes of a size approximating that of the 
commuter category. The four exceptions 
require (1) Compliance with ICAO Annex 8, 
Part III, (2) consideration of obstacle 
clearance for takeoffs in Part 135 operations, 
(3) commuter category airplanes with more 
than 9 passenger seats to be operated in Part 
91 operations with a second pilot, and (4) 
commuter category airplanes to be defined as 
large and small for Part 135 operations. 

Based on this understanding, it is 
reasonable to expect the airplane 
performance of an airplane, certified to ICAO 
Annex 8 standards in accordance with SFAR 
41, to be directly transferable to an 
equivalent commuter category model. Except 
for the few rules cited in this petition, that is 
the case. Therefore, Fairchild seeks an 
exemption to permit the use of the FAA- 
approved SA227-AC ICAO Annex 8 
performance data for the SA227-CC, without 
change or additional performance work. 

It is our intention to offer the SA227-CC as 
a low-cost, highly reliable, proven-design 
commuter category airplane. The design is 
being completely updated to bring it into full 
compliance with all of the changes 
introduced by amendments 23-7 through 23- 
33. We contend that FAA previously 
established, in SFAR 41, the rules that were 
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required to provide an approprite level of 
safety for this class of airplane, and believe 
that. the public should not be burdened with 
the additional costs of showing compliance 
with a few additional rules included in 
amendment 23-34 in an effort to improve 
upon FAA's previous good work. 

Because the rules in question would not 
materially enhance safety, the exemption will 
benefit the public by eliminating the 
unnecessary cost of additional testing, flight 
manual development work, and possible 
physical changes to the airplane. This will 
enable Fairchild to minimize its product cost 
so as to better serve the public and be able to 
compete with government-subsidized foreign 
manufacturers. 

Extent of the Relief Sought. The exact relief 
desired for each regulatory item is as follows: 

1. FAR 23.53(c)(6). Fairchild asks that 
compliance with this requirement be waved 
on the basis that an appropriate level of 
safety has been demonstrated. This has been 
accomplished by extensive FAA flight test 
programs, and by millions of hours of safe 
operation. FAR 23.53(c)(6) was taken from 
25.107(e)(3) and introduced in an effort to 
clarify the definition of Vg; no equivalent rule 
existed in the regulations being incorporated. 
Historically, this concept was first introduced 
as 4T.114(e)(3) in SR-422B, in July in July 
1959. It was based on experience gained in 
the certification of early, large, jet transport 
airplanes. No such rule was necessary for the 
earlier propeller-driven airplanes approved 
per CAR 4b, which were more akin to the 
commuter category than any jet-propelled 
airplane. Therefore, FAR 23.53(c)(6) is not 
necessary to assure safety in propeller- 
driven, commuter category airplanes such as 
the SA227-CC. 

2. FAR 23.53(c)(7). Fairchild asks that 
further compliance with this rule be waved 
on the basis that an appropriate level of 
safety has been demonstrated. Out-of-trim 
takeoff has been demonstrated to show 
compliance with FAR 23.143. General takeoff 
safety has been demonstrated by extensive 
flight testing and a long history of safe 
operation. 

3. FAR 23.67(e)(1)(i). An exemption from 
compliance with this rule is requested on the 
basis of prior demonstration of compliance 
with FAR 135 Appendix A paragraph 6(b)(1), 
which FAA previously established as 
provided the appropriate level of safety for 
ICAO Annex 8 compliance. Fairchild 
considers imposition of this rule particularly 
vexing and unfair, for several reasons: 

a. FAA's 15 November 1983 proposal for 
SFAR 41/ICAO Annex 8 incorporation 
contained no discrete gear-down, takeoff 
climb requirement and, therefore, represented 
a lower level of safety than that of the rules 
being incorporated. Industry, including 
Fairchild, called this to FAA's attention, and 
FAA responded by incorporating a portion of 
FAR 25 instead of the applicable FAR 135 
Appendix A rule. Thus, industry was 
rewarded for a conscientious effort to help 
with a more burdensome and possibly costly 
rule that may still result in a lower level of 
safety than would otherwise obtain. 

b. If FAR 23.67(e)(1)(i) is interpreted like 
the parent FAR 25.121(a), we would be 
required to determine the subject climb 

gradient with landing gear doors blocked 
open. Thus, the performance benefits of 
closing gear doors would be lost. Lacking any 
practical benefit, this safety feature would be 
deleted from commuter category designs, 
which is not in the best interest of the public. 

c. The previously accepted Appendix A 
rule allowed demonstration of compliance at 
a well-defined airspeed. The incorporated 
rule, on the other hand, requires investigation 
of a range of speeds and is, therefore, more 
burdensome to administer. 

d. SA227-CC compliance with FAR 
23.67(e)(1)(i) will probably result in a change 
to the takeoff weight limit, which will 
necessitate an expensive change to the 
airplane flight manual performance and 
degrade the usefulness of the airplane, 
without any cost-efficient benefit. 

Federal Register Summary. 
Petitioner: Fairchild Aircraft Corporation. 

Regulations affected: 14 CFR 23.53(c)(6), 
23.53(c)(7), and 23.67(e)(1)(i). 

Description of relief sought. 

To allow FAA approval of airplane 
performance based on standards previously 
determined to provide the required level of 
safety. 

Yours truly. 

WJ. Dwyer, 

Director, Airworthiness. 

[FR Doc. 88-1969 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 

Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Aviation, Marine and Land 
Radionavigation Users Conference 

AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSPA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of conference. 

SUMMARY: An Aviation, Marine and 
Land Radionavigation Users Conference 
will be conducted in Washington, DC on 
March 18, 1988. The purpose of the 
conference is to present to the users and 
suppliers of navigation equipment the 
opportunity to comment on current 
plans and policy for federally provided 
systems which satisfy marine, inland 
waterway and land radionavigation 
requirements. 

DATE, TIME AND PLACE: March 18, 1988 
beginning 9:00 am at the FAA 
auditorium located in the FAA 
headquarters building, 800 
Independence Ave SW., Washington, 
DC. Other meetings may be scheduled 
later as warranted. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

David C. Scull, Office of Budget and 
Programs, Research and Special 
Programs Administration, Department of 
Transportation, 400 7th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590, (202) 366-4355. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
meeting will open with an overview of 
the Federal radionavigation planning 
process, the Federal Radionavigation 
Plan, and current plans and policy for 
Federally operated radionavigation 
systems. This information relates to the 
selection of a future mix of 
radionavigation systems as required by 
the Federal Radionavigation Plan. An 
opportunity will be provided for 
organizations and/or individuals 
representing the users of 
radionavigation systems to participate 
in the meeting and make their comments 
to representatives of the FAA, Coast 
Guard, RSPA, Maritime Administration 
and other government agencies 
participating in the conference. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on January 25, 
1988. 

M. Cynthia Douglas, 
Administrator, RSPA. 

[FR Doc. 88-1987, Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-60-M 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 

Date: January 27, 1988. 

The Department of Treasury has 
submitted the following public 
information collection requirement(s) to 
OMB for review and clearance under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
Pub. L. 96-511. Copies of the 
submission(s) may be obtained by 
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance 
Officer listed. Comments to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, 
Department of the Treasury, Room 2224, 
15th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms 

OM Number: 1512-0038 
Form Number: ATF F 5030.6 
Type of Review: Extension 
Title: Authorization to Furnish Financial 

Information and Certificate of 
Compliance (Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978) 

Description: The Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978 limits access to 
records held by financial institutions 
and provides for certain procedures to 
gain access to the information. ATF F 
5030.6 serves as both a customer 
authorization for ATF to receive 
information and as the required 
certification to the financial institution 
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Respondents: Businesses or other for- 
profit, Small Businesses or 
organizations _ 

Estimated Burden: 500 hours 
OMB Number: 1512-0460 
Form Number: ATF REC 5110/12 
Type of Review: Extension 
Title: Equipment and Structures 
Description: Marks, signs and 

calibrations are necessary on 
equipment and structures at a distilled 
spirits plant for the identification of 
major equipment and of the accurate 
determination of contents 

Respondents: Businesses or other for- 
profit, Small businesses or 
organizations 

Estimated Burden: 1 hour 
Clearance Officer: Robert Masarsky, 

(202) 566-7077, Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms, Room 7011, 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20226 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf, (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 
20503. 

Dale A. Morgan, 

Departmental Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-2008 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4810-25-84 

Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 

Date: January 26, 1988. 

The Department of the Treasury has 
submitted the following public 
information collection requirement{s) to 
OMB for review and clearance under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
Pub. L. 96-511. Copies of the 
submission(s) may be obtained by 
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance 
Officer listed. Comments to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, 
Department of the Treasury, Room 2224, 
15th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms 

OMB Number: 1512-0130 
Form Number: ATF F 4473, Part Il (ATF 

F 5300.9) 
Type of Review: Extension 
Title: Firearms Transaction Record, Part 
II—Contiguous State Non-Over-The- 
Counter 

Description: This form is used to 
establish the eligibility of the buyer 
and to detemine the legality of the 
sale. It is sent to the Chief Law 
Enforcement Officer in the Buyers’ 
local to insure there is no barrier to 

the sale. It becomes part of the 
Dealers’ records and is used by law 
enforcement in acnstrtemnarts 4 
inspections to trace firearms or to 
confirm criminal activity of persons 
who have violated the Gun Control 
Act 

Respondents: Individuals or households, 
Businesses or other for-profit, Small 
Businesses or organizations 

Estimated Burden: 11,843 hours 
Clearance Officer: Robert Masarsky, 

(202) 566-7077, Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms, Room 7011, 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20226 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf, (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 
20503. 

Dale A. Morgan, 
Departmental Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-2009 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 

Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 

Date: January 27, 1988. 

The Department of Treasury has made 
revisions and resubmitted the following 
public information collection - 
requirement(s) to OMB for review and 
clearance under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, Pub. L. 96-511. 
Copies of the submission(s) may be 
obtained by calling the Treasury Bureau 
Clearance Officer listed. Comments 
regarding these information collections 
should be addressed to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, Room 
2224, Main Treasury Building, 15th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 

Internal Revenue Service 

OMB Number: New 
Form Number: 8697 
Type of Review: Resubmission 
Title: Interest Computation Under the 
Look-Back Method for Completed 
Long-Term Contracts 

Description: Taxpayers required to 
account for all or part of any long- 
term contract entered into after 
February 28, 1986, under the 
percentage of completion method 
must use Form 8697 to compute and 
report interest due or to be refunded 
under Internal Revenue Code section 
460(b)(3). IRS uses Form 8697 to 
determine if the interest has been 
figured correctly 

Respondents: Individuals or households, 
Businesses or other for-profit, Small 
businesses or organizations 
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Estimated Burden: 6,466 hours 
Clearance Officer: Garrick Shear, (202) 

535-4297, Internal Revenue Service, 
Room 5571, 1111 Constitution Avenue 

NW., Washington, DC 20224 
OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf, (202) 

395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 
20503. 

Dale A. Morgan, 

Departmental Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-2010 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 

Public information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 

Date: January 27, 1988. 

The Department of Treasury has made 
revisions and resubmitted the following 
public information collection 
requirement(s) to OMB for review and 
clearance under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, Pub. L. 96-511. 
Copies of the submission{s) may be 
obtained by calling the Treasury Bureau 
Clearance Officer listed. Comments 
regarding these information collections 
should be addressed to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, Room 
2224, Main Treasury Building, 15th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20220. 

Interna! Revenue Service 

OMB Number: New 
Form Number: 8611 
Type of Review: Resubmission 
Title; Recapture of Low-Income Housing 

Credit 
Description: Internal Revenue Code 

section 42 permits owners of 
residential rental projects providing 
low-income housing to claim a credit 
against their income tax. If the 
property is disposed of or it fails to 
meet certain requirements over a 15- 
year compliance period, the owner 
must recapture on Form 8611 part of 
the credit(s) taken in prior years 

Respondents: Individuals or households, 
Businesses or other for-profit, Small 
businesses or organizations 

Estimated Burden: 342 hours 
Clearance Officer: Garrick Shear, (202) 

535-4297, Internal Revenue Service, 
Room 5571, 1111 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, DC 20224 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf, (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 
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Office Building, Washington, DC 
20503. 

Dale A. Morgan, 
Departmental Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-2011 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 

Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 

Date: January 27, 1988. 

The Department of Treasury has 
submitted the following public 
information collection requirement(s) to 
OMB for review and clearance under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
Pub. L. 96-511. Copies of the 
submission(s) may be obtained by 
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance 
Officer listed. Comments to the OMB 
reviewer listed and to the Treasury 
Department Clearance Officer, 
Department of the Treasury, Room 2224, 
15th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 

Internal Revenue Service 

OMB Number: 1545-0202 
Form Number: 5310 and 6088 
Type of Review: Extension 
Title: 

1. Application for Determination Upon 
Termination; Notice of Merger, 
Consolidation or Transfer of Plan 
Assets or Liabilities; Notice of 
Intent to Terminate—Form 5310 

2. Distributable Benefits From 
Employee Benefit Plans—Form 6088 

Description: Employees who have 
qualified deferred compensation plans 
can take an income tax deduction for 
contributions to their plans. They are 
required to notify IRS of any plan 
mergers, consolidations or transfer of 
plan assets or liabilities to another 
plan. Form 5310 is used to make the 
required notifications and the request 
for a determination letter. IRS uses the 
data on Forms 5310 and 6088 to 
determine whether a plan still 
qualifies and whether there is any 
discrimination in benefits 

Respondents: Businesses or other for- 
profit, Small businesses or 
organizations 

Estimated Burden: 108,788 hours 
Clearance Officer: Garrick Shear, (202) 

535-4297, Internal Revenue Service, 
Room 5571, 1111 Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, DC 20224 

OMB Reviewer: Milo Sunderhauf, (202) 
395-6880, Office of Management and 
Budget, Room 3208, New Executive 

Office Building, Washington, DC 
20503. 

Dale A. Morgan, 

Departmental Reports Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-2012 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 

Rechartering of the Art Advisory Panel 
of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act of October 6, 1972, Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended, and with the 
approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, announces the rechartering of 
the following advisory committee: 

Title. The Art Advisory Panel of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Purpose. The Panel assists the 
Internal Revenue Service by reviewing 
and evaluating the acceptability of 
property appraisals submitted by the 
taxpayers in support of the fair market 
value claimed on works of art involved 
in Federal Income, Estate or Gift taxes 
in accordance with sections 170, 2031, 
and 2512 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986. 

Providing this assistance requires 
Panel records and discussions to include 
tax return information. Therefore, the 
panel meetings will be closed to the 
public since all portions of the meetings 
will concern matters that are exempted 
from disclosure under the provisions of 
section 552b (3), (4), (6), and (7) of Title 5 
of the U.S. Code. This determination, 
which is in accordance with section 
10{d) of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, is necessary to protect the 
confidentiality of tax returns and return 
information as required by section 6103 
of the Internal Revenue Code. 

Statement of Public Interest. It is in 
the public interest to continue the 
existence of the Art Advisory Panel. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
concurrence of the General Services 
Administration, has also approved 
continuation of the Art Advisory Panel. 
The membership is balanced between 
museum directors and art dealers to 
afford differing points of view in 
determining fair market value. 

For further information contact: Karen 
Carolan, CC:AP:V, 1111 Constitution 
Avenue NW., Room 2575, Washington, 
DC 20224, Telephone No. (202) 566-9259, 
(not a toll free number). 

In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, Pub. L. 92-463, 
as amended, the Department of the 
Treasury has rechartered the Art 
Advisory Panel of the Commissioner of 
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Internal Revenue for a two-year period 
beginning January 26, 1988. 
jill E. Kent, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
(Management). 

[FR Doc. 88-2007 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4810-25-m 

UNITED STATES INFORMATION 
AGENCY 

Culturally Significant Objects imported 
for Exhibition; Soviet Union Exhibit 

Determination 

Notice is hereby given of the following 
determination: Pursuant to the authority 
vested in me by the act of October 19, 
1965 (79 Stat. 985, 22 U.S.C. 2459), 
Executive Order 12047 of March 27, 1978 
(43 FR 13359, March 29, 1978), and 
Delegation Order No. 85-5 of June 27, 
1985 (50 FR 27393, July 2, 1985), I hereby 
determine that the objects to be 
included in the exhibit from the Soviet 
Union, (see list ') imported from abroad 
for the temporary exhibition without 
profit within the United States are of 
cultural significance. These objects are 
imported pursuant to loan agreements 
with the foreign lenders. I also 
determine that the temporary exhibition 
or display of these objects at the 
Brandywine River Museum in Chadds 
Ford, Pennsylvania, beginning on or 
about February 21, 1988, to on or about 
April 17, 1988; at the Corcoran Gallery of 
Art in Washington, DC beginning on or 
about May 2, 1988, to on or about June 5, 
1988 is in the national interest. 

Public notice of this determination is 
ordered to be published in the Federal 
Register. 
C. Normand Poirier, 

Acting Gerneral Counsel. 

Date: January 26, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2017 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8230-01-M 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Voluntary Service National Advisory 
Committee; Availability of Annual 
Report 

Under section 10({d) of Pub. L. 94-463 
(Federal Advisory Committee Act) 
notice is hereby given that the Annual 

1 A copy of this list may be obtained by 
contacting Mr. John Lindburg of the Office of the 
General Counsel of USIA. The telephone aumber is 
202-485-8827, and the address is Room 700, U.S. 
Information Agency, 301 4th Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20547. 
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Report of the VAVS National Advisory 
Committee for 1986 has been issued. 

The Report summarizes activities of 
the Annual Meeting which was held in 
Washington, DC, November 20-23, 1986. 
It is available for public inspection at 
two locations: 

Federal Documents Section, Exchange 

and Gift Division, LM 632, Library of 

Congress, Washington, DC 20540 

and 

Veterans Administration, Voluntary 
Service (135) Program Review 

Division (151D), Room 601, 810 
Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20420. 

Dated: January 25, 1988. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

Rosa Maria Fontanez, 

Committee Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 88-2004 Filed 1-29-88; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M 



Sunshine Act Meetings 

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3). 

TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Friday, 
February 5, 1988. 
PLACE: 2033 K Street NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 

Status: Closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance Meeting 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 

Jean A. Webb, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2042 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22am] 

TIME AND DATE: 11:30 a.m., Friday, 
February 5, 1988. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 
STATUS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement Matters 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 

Jean A. Webb, 
Secretary of the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 88-2043 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 

TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Friday, 
February 12, 1988. 
PLACE: 2033 K Street, NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 
status: Closed. 

Surveillance Meeting 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254— 
6314. 

Jean A. Webb, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2044 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 
BILLING CODE 6351-01-™ 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 

COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 11:30 a.m., February 12, 
1988. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 

status: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement Matters 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 
Jean A. Webb, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2045 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 
BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 

COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Friday, 
February 79, 1988. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street, NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 
STATuS: Closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance Meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254- 
6314, 

Jean A. Webb, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2046 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 

COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 11:30 a.m., February 19, 
1988. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street, NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 

Status: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement Matters 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 

Jean A. Webb, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2047 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 

COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 11:00 a.m., Friday, 
February 26, 1988. 
PLACE: 2033 K Street NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 

Federal Register 
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STATUS: Closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance Meeting 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 
Jean A. Webb, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2048; Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 

COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 11:30 a.m., February 26, 
1988. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street, NW., Washington, 
DC, 8th Floor Conference Room. 

STATus: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement Matters 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

INFORMATION: Jean A. Webb, 254-6314. 
Jean A. Webb, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc. 88-2049 Filed 1-28-88; 11:22 am] 

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 

COMMISSION 

“FEDERAL REGISTER” ANNOUNCEMENT OF 

PREVIOUS CITATION: Vol. 53, No. 14, P. 
1888. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND 

PLACE OF MEETING: Tuesday, January 26, 
1988. 

CHANGES: Item 1 (Compliance Status 
Report) was dropped from Agenda. 
LISTED BELOW IS THE REVISED AGENDA: 

Commission Meeting, Tuesday, January 26, 
1988, 10:00 a.m., Room 556, Westwood 
Towers, 5401 Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, 
Md. 

Closed to the Public 

Enforcement Matter OS# 3222 

The staff will brief the Commission on 
Enforcement Matter OS# 3222. 

FOR A RECORDED MESSAGE CONTAINING 

THE LATEST AGENDA INFORMATION, CALL: 

301-492-5709. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: Sheldon D. Butts, Office 
of the Secretary, 5401 Westbard Ave., 
Bethesda, Md. 20207 301-492-6800 
Sheldon D. Butts, 

Deputy Secretary. 

January 27, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2057 Filed 1-28-88; 11:43 am] 

BILLING CODE 6355-01-M 
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CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 

COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, 
February 2, 1988. 

LOCATION: Room 556, Westwood 
Towers, 5401 Westbard Avenue, 
Bethesda, MD. 

STATus: Closed to the Public. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement Matter OS# 3993 

The Commission will discuss issues 
relating to Enforcement Matter OS§ 3993. 

FOR A RECORDED MESSAGE CONTAINING 

THE LATEST AGENDA INFORMATION, CALL: 

301-492-5709. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 

INFORMATION: Sheldon D. Butis, Office 
of the Secretary, 5401 Westbard Ave., 
Bethesda, MD 20207 301-492-6800. 

January 27, 1988. 

Sheldon D. Butts, 

Deputy Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-2023 Filed 1-27-88; 4:34 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6355-01-M 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, 
February 3, 1988. 

LOCATION: Room 556, Westwood 
Towers, 5401 Westbard Avenue, 
Bethesda, MD 

STATus: Open to the public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Small Parts Petition, HP 87-2 

The Commission will consider Small Parts 
Petition, HP 87-2, from the Consumer 
Federation of America and the New York 
State Attorney General's Office, which 
requests amendment of the small parts 
regulation. 

Closed to the Public 

2. Enforcement Matter OS# 5527 

The staff will brief the Commission on 
Enforcement Matter OS# 5527. 

FOR A RECORDED MESSAGE CONTAINING 
THE LATEST AGENDA INFORMATION, CALL: 
301-492-5709. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 

INFORMATION: Sheldon D. Butts, Office 
of the Secretary, 5401 Westbard Ave., 
Bethesda, MD 20207. 301-492-6800. 

January 27, 1988. 

Sheldon D. Butts, 

Deputy Secretary. 

FR Doc. 88-2022 Filed 1-27-88; 4:34 p.m. 

BILLING CODE 6355-01-M 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b), notice is hereby given that 
at 1:05 p.m. on Wednesday, January 27, 
1988, the Board of Directors of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
met in closed session, by telephone 
conference call, to consider matters 
relating to the possible failure of certain 
insured banks. 

In calling the meeting, the Board 
determined, on motion of Director 
Robert L. Clarke (Comptroller of the 
Currency), seconded by Chairman L. 
William Seidman, that Corporation 
business required its consideration of 
the matters on less than seven days’ 
notice to the public; that no earlier 
notice of the meeting was practicable; 
that the public interest did not require 
consideration of the matters in a 
meeting open to public observation; and 
that the matters could be considered in 
a closed meeting pursuant to 
subsections (c)(8), (c)(9)(A)(ii), and 
(c)(9)(B) of the “Government in the 
Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii), and (c)(9)(B)). 

Dated: January 28, 1988. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Margaret M. Olsen, 
Deputy Executive Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 88-2070 Filed 1-28-88; 1:47 am] 

BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Government in the 
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
will hold the following meeting during 
the week of February 1, 1988: 

A closed meeting will be held on 
February 2, 1988, at 2:30 p.m. 

The Commissioners, Counsel to the 
Commissioners, the Secretary of the 
Commission, and recording secretaries 
will attend the closed meeting. Certain 
staff members who are responsible for 
the calendared matters may also be 
present. 

The General Counsel of the 
Commission, or his designee, has 
certified that, in his opinion, one or more 
of the exemptions set forth in 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4), (8), (9)(A) and (10) and 17 
CFR 200.402(a)(4), (8), (9)(i) and (10), 
permit consideration of the scheduled 
matters at a closed meeting. 

Commissioner Grundfest, as duty 
officer, voted to consider the items listed 
for the closed meeting in closed session. 
The subject matter of the closed 

meeting scheduled for Tuesday, 
February 2, 1988, at 2:30 p.m., will be: 

Institution of injunctive actions. 
Formal order of investigation. 
Opinion. 

At times changes in Commission 
priorities require alterations in the 
scheduling of meeting items. For further 
information and to ascertain what, if 
any, matters have been added, deleted 
or postponed, please contact: Amy Kroll 
at (202) 272-3085. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

January 25, 1988. 

[FR Doc. 88-2063 Filed 1-28-88; 12:24 pm] 

BILLING CODE 8010-01-m 



Monday, 
February 1, 1988 

Part Il 

The President 
Executive Order 12625—integrity and 
Efficiency in Federal Programs 

Proclamation 5764—American Red Cross 
Month, 1988 

Memorandum of January 28, 1988 



"2812 

Federal Register 

Vol. 53, No. 20 

Monday, February 1, 1988 

Title 3— 

The President 

Uo gattoeat feaalasd 

Presidential Documents 

Executive Order 12625 of January 27, 1988 

Integrity and Efficiency in Federal Programs 

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States of America, and in order to coordinate and enhance governmen- 
tal efforts to promote integrity and efficiency and to detect and prevent fraud 
and abuse in Federal programs, it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. Establishment of the President’s Council on Integrity and Efficien- 
cy. (a) There is established as an interagency committee the President's 
Council on Integrity and Efficiency. 

(b) The Council shall be composed of the following members: 

(1) The Deputy Director of the Office of Management and Budget, who shall be 
Chairperson of the Council; 

(2) The Associate Attorney General; 

(3) The Deputy Director of the Office of Personnel Management; 

(4) The Executive Assistant Director-Investigations of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation; 

(5) The Director of the Office of Government Ethics; 

(6) The Special Counsel of the Merit Systems Protection Board; 

(7) A designee of the Secretary of the Treasury; and 

(8) All civilian Inspectors General, now or hereafter created by statute. 

(c) The Chairperson may, from time to time, invite other officials to participate 
in meetings of the Council. 

Sec. 2. Functions of the Council. (a) The Council shall continually identify, 
review, and discuss areas of government-wide weakness and vulnerability to 
fraud, waste, and abuse and develop plans for coordinated government-wide 
activities that attack fraud and waste and promote economy and efficiency in 
government programs and operations. These will include interagency audit 
and investigation programs and projects to deal efficiently and effectively 
with those problems concerning fraud and waste that exceed the capability or 
jurisdiction of an individual agency. The Council will recognize the preemi- 
nent role of the Department of Justice in matters involving law enforcement 
and litigation. 

(b) The Council shall develop policies that will aid in establishment of a corps 
of well-trained and highly skilled Office of Inspector General staff members. 

(c) The Council members should, to the extent of their ability and authority, 
pay careful attention to professional standards developed by the Council and 
participate in Council plans, programs, and projects. 

(d) The creation and operation of the Council shall neither interfere with 
existing authority and responsibilities in the departments and agencies, nor 
augment or diminish the statutory authority or responsibilities of its members. 

Sec. 3. Responsibilities of the Chairperson. (a) The Chairperson may appoint a 
Vice Chairperson from the Council members to assist in carrying out the 
functions of the Council. 

(b) The Chairperson shall, in consultation with the members of the Council, 
establish the agenda for Council activities. 
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Billing code 3195-01-M 

(c) The Chairperson shall, on behalf of the Council, report to the President on 
the activities of the Council. The Chairperson shall advise the Council with 
respect to the reaction of the President on the Council's activities. 

(d) The Chairperson shall provide agency heads with summary reports of the 
activities of the Council. 

(e) The Chairperson shall establish, in consultation with members of the 
Council, such committees of the Council as deemed necessary or appropriate 
for the efficient conduct of Council functions. Committees of the Council may 
act for the Council in their areas of designated responsibility. 

(f) The Chairperson shall be supported by the Associate Director for Manage- 
ment and Chief Financial Officer of the Office of Management and Budget 
who shall advise and assist the Chairperson in the execution of the entire 
range of responsibilities set forth above. 

Sec. 4. Coordinating Conference. (a) There is established as an interagency 
committee the Coordinating Conference of the President's Council on Integrity 
and Efficiency. 

(b) The Conference shall be composed of the Chairperson of the Council and 
one representative of each Executive agency, not represented on the Council, 
determined by the Office of Management and Budget to possess audit and 
investigative resources. The head of each such agency shall designate as the 
agency's representative the official who is responsible for coordinating the 
agency’s efforts to eliminate fraud and waste in the agency's programs and 
operations. 

(c) The Chairperson shall convene meetings of the Conference at least quarter- 
ly. The Chairperson shall provide for the dissemination to the Conference of 
appropriate information on the activities of the Council, in order to enable the 

Conference members, to the extent of their own ability and authority to do so, 
to implement the coordinated plans, standards, policies, programs, and 
projects developed by the Council. 

Sec. 5. Administrative Provisions. (a) The Director of the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget shall provide the Council and the Conference with such 
administrative support as may be necessary for the performance of the 
functions of the Council and the Conference. 

(b) The head of each agency represented on the Council or the Conference 
shall provide its representative with such administrative support as may be 
necessary, in accordance with law, to enable the agency representative to 
carry out his responsibilities. 

Sec. 6. Revocation. Executive Order 12301 of March 26, 1981, entitled “Integri- 
ty and Efficiency in Federal Programs,” is revoked. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, (. are (agen 
January 27, 1988. 

PEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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Presidential Documents 

Proclamation 5764 of January 28, 1988 

American Red Cross Month, 1988 

By the President of the United States of America 

A Proclamation 

The remarkable story of the International Red Cross began at Solferino, in 
northern Italy, exactly 125 years ago, when battling Austrian and French 
soldiers brought death and destruction to the countryside—and when Swiss 
traveler Henri Dunant realized that wounded soldiers should receive assist- 
ance no matter what their allegiance. 

From that compassion at Solferino grew a great tradition and a humanitarian 
organization that relieves the sufferings of all those wounded not only by war 
but also by poor health, old age, personal adversity, natural calamity, and so 
on. 

As Americans join people around the globe in observing this anniversary, we 
reflect that the story could have turned out much differently if Henri Dunant— 
one man, after allk—had ignored Solferino and its victims. Clara Barton, for 
instance, might never have founded the American Red Cross, and her counter- 
parts in other countries might never have founded sister societies. Life would 
truly have been different in our land for people who needed blood, or 
evacuees left homeless by floods, or accident victims, or countless others. 

A century and a quarter after Solferino, we have real reason to celebrate the 
victory for humanity and for international cooperation that sprang from that 
battlefield. Today, 145 national societies of the International Red Cross offer 
help without regard to race, creed, cause, or nationality. Like many of these 
societies, the American Red Cross provides assistance on several fronts, 
including health and safety, disaster relief, blood, and social services. 

Every day, the American Red Cross battles the devastation left by natural 
disasters, Last year, the Red Cross clothed, fed, or sheltered 450,000 disaster 
victims, and through the generosity of the American people it provided 
individuals with $122 million in disaster relief. 

The Red Cross also assists military personnel, last year alone helping mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces and their families 2.5 million times. Daily it relays 
4,000 messages of birth, death, and illness to military posts worldwide. 

The American Red Cross battles potential threats to the blood supply by 
collecting, and testing for disease, more than half of our Nation’s blood supply. 
Last year, four million volunteers donated blood to the Red Cross, restoring 
life and health to millions of blood recipients. 

The Red Cross also fights hazards to health and safety by training in cardio- 
pulmonary resuscitation, first aid, swimming, water and boating safety, and 
preparation for parenthood and babysitting. Last year, seven million Ameri- 
cans successfully completed Red Cross courses. Last year, Red Cross chapters 
~ distributed 67 million AIDS brochures and urged the public “to get the 
acts.” 

The Red Cross also combats social and economic problems; it helps young 
mothers, assists the aged, the homeless, and the destitute, and helps immi- 
grants learn English. 
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These are some of the reasons we all rejoice in the vision and the mission of 
the American Red Cross, especially in this 125th anniversary year of the 
International Red Cross. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America and Honorary Chairman of the American National Red Cross, by 
virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, do hereby proclaim the month of March 1988 as American Red Cross 
Month. I urge all Americans to continue their generous support and ready 
assistance to the work of the American Red Cross and its more than 2,800 
chapters, 1.4 million adult members, and three million youth volunteers. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twenty-eighth day 
of January, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-eight, and of 
the Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and 
twelfth. 

fk 
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Presidential Documents 

Memorandum of january 28, 1988 

Memorandum for the Archivist of the United States 

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, including Section 301 of Title 3 of the United States Code, I 
hereby authorize you to ascertain whether the printed enrollments of H.J. Res. 
395, Joint Resolution making further continuing appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1988 (Public Law 100-202), and H.R. 3545, the Omnibus Budget Reconcili- 
ation Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-203), are correct printings of the hand 
enrollments, which were approved on December 22, 1987, and if so to make on 
my behalf the certifications required by Section 101(n)(4) of H.J. Res. 395 and 
Section 8004(c) of H.R. 3545. 

Attached are the printed enrollments of H.J. Res. 395 and H.R. 3545, which 
were received at the White House on January 27, 1988. 

This memorandum shall be published in the Federal Register. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, « ers (erage 
Washington, January 28, 1988. 
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CFR CHECKLIST 

This checklist, prepared by the Office of the Federal Register, is 
published weekly. It is arranged in the order of CFR titles, prices, and 
revision dates. 

An asterisk (*) precedes each entry that has been issued since last 
week and which is now available for sale at the Government Printing 
Office. 

New units issued during the week are announced on the back cover of 
the daily Federal Register as they become available. 

A checklist of current CFR volumes comprising a complete CFR set, 
also appears in the latest issue of the LSA (List of CFR Sections 
Affected), which is revised monthly. 

The annual rate for subscription to all revised volumes is $595.00 
domestic, $148.75 additional for foreign mailing. 

Order from Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, 
Washington, DC 20402. Charge orders (VISA, MasterCard, CHOICE, 
or GPO Deposit Account) may be telephoned to the GPO order desk 
at (202) 783-3238 from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. eastern time, Monday— 
Friday (except holidays). 
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1, 1-1 to 1-10 
1, 1-11 to Appendix, 2 (2 Reserved) 
3-6 

Price Revision Date 

July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 

July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 

July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 

3 july 1, 1984 
3 july 1, 1984 
3 july 1, 1984 
July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 

4 July 1, 1986 
July 1, 1987 
July 1, 1987 

, 1987 
, 1987 some 

1, 1987 

me . - — Ss a™ 
1, 1987 

1, 1987 
1, 1987 
1, 1987 

1, 1987 
— : = & ~ 
1, 1987 

1, 1987 
1, 1987 

so — 88 
~~ 

1, 1987 

July 
July 

July 
July 
July 
July 

July 
July 
July 

July 
July 
July 

July 
July 
July 
July 
July 

EEE $83 

SRE KKK KERR FF 

sae seeesee eeeteee eeeee eeree 

1983 
1984 
1985 
1987 
1988 
1988 

! Because Title 3 is an annual compilation, this volume and all previous volumes should be 
retained as a permanent reference source. 

2 No amendments to this volume were promulgated during the period Apr. 1, 1980 to March 
31, 1987. The CFR volume issued as of Apr. 1, 1980, should be retained. 

3 The July 1, 1985 edition of 32 CFR Ports 1-189 contains @ note only for Parts 1-39 
inclusive. For the full text of the Defense Acquisition Regulations in Ports 1-39, consult the 
three CFR volumes issued as of July 1, 1984, containing those parts. 

*No amendments to this volume were promulgated during the period July 1, 1986 to June 
30, 1987. The CFR volume issued as of July 1, 1986, should be retained. 

5 The July 1, 1985 edition of 41 CFR Chapters 1-100 contains @ note only for Chapters 1 to 
49 inclusive. For the full text of procurement regulations in Chapters | to 49, consult the eleven 
CFR volumes issued os of July 1, 1984 containing those chapters. 
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TABLE OF EFFECTIVE DATES AND TIME PERIODS—FEBRUARY 1988 

A new table will be published in the 
first issue of each month. 

This table is used by the Office of the 
Federal Register to compute certain 
dates, such as effective dates and 
comment deadlines, which appear in 
agency documents. In computing these 

dates, the day after publication is 
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When a date falls on a weekend or 

holiday, the next Federal business day 
is used. (See 1 CFR 18.17) 
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