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Rules and Regulations

Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chopter —Civil Service Commission
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Department of the Army

Section 213.3107 is amended to show
that not to exceed 200 positions of mem-
bers of treatment and counseling teams
and related positions, such as those of
ward attendant and occupational ther-
apy assistant, to assist in the implemen-
tation of a drug rehabilitation program
are excepted under schedule A when
filled by persons who have a history of
drug addiction and who have been suc-
cessfully treated.

Effective on publication in the FepenaL
Register (10-21-71), subparagraph (8)
of paragraph (a) s added under
§ 213.3107 as set out below.

§213.3107 Department of the Army.

(a) General. * * *

(8) Not to exceed 200 positions of
members of treatment and counseling
teams and related positions, such as
those of ward attendants and occupa-
tlonal therapy assistants, to assist in the
implementation of a drug rehabilitation
program, when filled by persons who
have a history of drug addiction and who
have been successfully treated.

. » » L .
(6 US.C. secs. 3301, 3302, E.O0. 10577; 3 CFR
19564-58 Comp., p. 218)
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. Srry,
Ezecutive Assistani to
the Commissioners.

[PR Doo,71-15320 Filed 10-20-71;8:49 am]

(seaL)

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Executive Office of the President

Sectlon 213.3303 {s amended to show
that one position of confidential as-
fistant to the Special Representative for
Trade Negotiations is excepted under
schedule C.

Effective on publication in the FEDERAL
Recisten (10-21-71), subparagraph (4)
ls added to paragraph (d) of § 213.3303
&3 set out below,

§213.3303 Executive
President.

Office of the

(d) Office of the Special Representa-
Hve for Trade Negotiations.

- »
4) One confidential assistant to the
Special Representative.

(5 US.C. secs. 3301, 3302, BO, 10577; 3 CFR
1654-58 Comp., p. 218)
Uxtrep STaTes Civin SErv-
1cE COMMISSION,
Jamzes C. Sery,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.71-16331 Filed 10-20-71:8:40 am|

[sEaL)

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Depariment of Defense

Section 213.3306 is amended to show
that one position of private secretary to
the Assistant Secretary of Defense (In-
telligence) is excepted under schedule C.

Effective on publication in the FEDERAL
RecisTer (10-21-71), subparagraph (2)
of paragraph (a) of §213.3306 is
amended as set out below.

§ 213.3306 Department of Defense.

(a) Office of the Secretary. * * *
(2) Two private secretaries to the
Deputy Secretary of Defense and one
private secretary to each of the follow-
ing: * * * the Assistant Secretaries of
Defense Manpower and Reserve Affairs),
(Intermational Security Affairs), (Public
Affairs), (Installations and Logistics),
(Administration), (Comptroller), (Sys-
tems Analysis), and (Intelligence); * * *

- - - -~ »

(5 U.S.0. secs. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10677; 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp., p. 218)

Uxnrred StATES CIvIL SERV-
[seAL)

the Commissioners.
[FR Do0.71-15327 Filed 10-20-71;8:40 am|

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of the Inferior

Section 2133312 is amended to show
that one position of confidential assistant
to the Assistant to the Secretary and
Director of Congressional Liaison is ex-
cepted under schedule C.

Effective on publication in the FeoeraL
ReaisTER (10-21-71), subparagraph (32)
of paragraph (a) is added under
§ 213.3312 as set out below.

§ 213.3312 Department of the Interior.

(a) Office of the Secretary.* * *

(32) One confidential assistant to the
Assistant to the Secretary and Director
of Congressional Liaison.

» » » . -

(5 US.C. secs. 3301, 3302, EO. 10577; 8 CFR
1054-58 Comp., p. 218)

UxNTrED STATES CIvIiL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
James C. Spry,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.71-15330 Filed 10-20-71;8:49 am]

[sEAL)

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Department of the Interior

Section 213.3312 is amended to show
that one position of assistant to the as-
sistant Secretary for Management and
Budget is excepted under schedule C,

Effective on publication in the FEDERAL
REGisTER (10-21-71), subparagraph (31)
is added to paragraph (a) of § 213.3312
as set out below.,

§ 213.3312 Department of the Interior,

(a) Office of the Secretary. * * *
(31) One assistant to the Assistant
Secretary for Management and Budget.

(6 U.8.0. secs. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577; 8 CFR
1854~-58 Comp,, p. 218)

Usiten STATEs CIviL Sery-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. Sery,
Ezecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.71-15320 Flled 10-20-71:8:49 am|

[sEaL)

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Environmental Protfection Agency

Section 213.3318 is amended to show
that one position of staff assistant to the
Administrator is excepted under sched-
ule C.

Effective on publication in the Feo-
ERAL REGISTER (10-21-71), paragraph (x)
is addea to § 213.3318 as set out below.
§213.3318 Environmental Protection

Agency.
- - L » L

(x) One stafll assistant to the Admin-
istrator.
(5 USB.C. secs. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577; 3 CFR
19564-58 Comp., p. 318)

Ux1TED STATES CIVIL SERV~
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. Sery, .
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc, 71-15328 Filed 10-20-71;8:40 am])

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter Il—Food and Nutrition
Service, Department of Agriculture

PART 225—SPECIAL FOOD SERVICE
PROGRAM FOR CHILDREN

Appendix—Third Apportionment of
Food Assistance and Nonfood As-
sistance Funds Pursuant to National
School Lunch Act for Fiscal Year
1971

Pursuant to section 13, of the National
School Lunch Act, as amended, food as-
sistance and nonfood assistance funds

[sEAL)
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20352

avallable for the fiscal year 1971, are re-
apportioned among the States as follows:

Total

3
o

101, 990

Wisconsin ..o

208,108

Total olois o 13, 347, 583
(Bec. 13, 82 Stat, 117; 42 US.C. 1761)
Dated: October 16, 1871,

Epwarp J, HEKMAN,
Administrator.

| FR Doo,71-15370 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am|

Chapter Vill—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Sugar), Department of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER |—DETERMINATION OF PRICES

PART 873—SUGARCANE; FLORIDA

Fair and Reasonable Prices for 1971
Crop

Pursuant to the provisions of section

301(c) (2) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as

amended (herein referred to as “act"),

RULES AND REGULATIONS

after investigation and due considera-
tion of the evidencé presented at the
public hearing held in Belle Glade, Fla,,
on July 13, 1871, the following determi-
nation is hereby issued.

The regulations previously appearing
in these sections under “Determination
of Prices; Sugarcane; Florida” remain
in full force and effect as to the crops to
which they were applicable.

Sec.

873.31
873.32
873.33
87334

General requirements,

Definitions.

Basle price.

Conversion of net sugarcane o
standard sugarcane,

Molasses payment.

Other related specifications,

Toll agreements.

Applicability,

Subterfuge.

Processor mill procedures and check-
ing compliance.

Avtmonry: The provisions of §§ 87331 to
873.40 issued under secs. 301, 403, 61 Stat,
929, as amended, 932; 7 US.C. 1181, 1153,

§ 873.31 Gencral requirements,

A producer of sugarcane in Florida who
is also a processor of sugarcane, to which
this part applies as provided in § 873.38
(herein referred to as “processor"), shall
have pald, or contracted to pay, for
sugarcane of the 1971 crop grown by
other producers and processed by him,
or shall have processed sugarcane of
other processors undeér a toll agree-
ment in accordance with the following
requirements.

§ 873.32 Definitions.

For the purpose of this part, the term:

(a) “Price of raw sugar” means the
dally spot quotation of raw sugar of the
New York Coffee and Sugar Exchange
No. 10 domestic contract, except that if
the Director of the Sugar Division, Agri-
cultural Stabilization and Conservation
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, determines that
such price does not reflect the true mar-
ket value of raw sugar, because of inade-
quate volume or other factors, he may
designate the price to be effective under
this part which he determines will reflect
the true market value of raw sugar,

(b) “Season's average price of raw
sugar” means (1) the weighted average
price of raw sugar for the months in
which 1971-crop sugar is delivered to the
purchaser, determined by weighting the
simple average of the daily prices of raw
sugar for each month in which sugar is
delivered to the purchaser by the quan-
tity of 1971-crop raw sugar or raw sugar
equivalent delivered during each corre-
sponding month, or (2) the average price
of raw sugar received by a processor who
disposes of all of his sugar under a single
contract with a refiner or a coopera-
tive sales organization composed of
Processors.

(c) “Raw sugar' means raw sugar, 96°
basis,

(d) “Net sugarcane” means the gross
weight of sugarcane delivered by a pro-
ducer to a processor minus a deduction
equal to the average percentage weight
of trash delivered with all sugarcane

87335
873.36
87337
87338
873.39
873.40

ground at each mill operated by 5
Processor.

(e¢) “Trash" means rreen or dried
leaves, sugarcane tops, divt, and all other
extraneous material delivered with
sugarcane.

(f) “Standard sugarcane' means pst
sugarcane containing 12.5 percent sucrose
in the normal juice.

(g) “Salvage sugarcane” means sugar-
cane containing less than 95 percent
sucrose in the normal juice,

(h) “Average percent sucrose in nor-
mal juice” means (1) the average per-
cent crusher juice sucrose of the pro-
ducer’s sugarcane multiplied by a factor
representing the ratio of factory normal
juice sucrose to factory crusher juice
sucrose at the processor's mill; or (2)
the average percent sample mill juice
sucrose of the producer's sugarcane mul-
tiplied by a factor representing the ratio
of factory normal juice sucrose to the
average sample mill juice sucrose anal-
vses of producers’ sugarcane.

(1) “Average percent crusher julce
sucrose” means the percentage of su-
crose in undiluted crusher juice as deter-
mined by direct analysis in accordance
with standard procedures.

() “Factory normal juice sucrose”
means the percentage of sucrose in un-
diluted julce extracted by a mill tandem
as determined by multiplying factory
dilute juice purity by factory normal
juice Brix.

(k) “Factory crusher juice sucrose”
means the percentage of sucrose in un-
diluted crusher juice as determined by
direct analysis,

(1) *“Average percent sample mill juice
sucrose'’ means the percentage of sucrose
solids in juice extracted from samples
of each producer's sugarcane by the sam-
ple mill. )

(m) “Factory normal julce Brix"”
means the percentage of soluble solids
in undiluted juice extracted from sugar-
cane by a mill tandem as determined by
multiplying factory crusher juice Brix
by a dry milling factor representing the
ratio of factory normal juice Brix to
factory crusher juice Brix. .

(n) “Factory crusher juice Brix
means the percentage of soluble solids
in undiluted crusher juice as determined
by direct analysis. 2

(0) “Factory dilute juice purily
means the ratio of factory dilute juice
sucrose to factory dilute juice Brix which
are determined by direct analysis.

(p) “State office” means the Florida
State Agricultural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service Office, 401 Southeast
First Avenue, Gainesville, FL 32601

(q) “State committee” means the
Florida State Agricultural Stabilization
and Conservation Committee.

§ 873.33 Basic price.

(a) The basic price for standard
sugarcane shall be not less than $1.12
per ton for each 1 cent per pound of the
season’s average price of raw Sugar.

(b) The basic price for salvage sugar-
cane shall be as agreed upon between the
processor and producer, subject to the
approval of the State office.
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§873.34 Conversion of net sugarcane to
sandard sugarcane.

Nét sugarcane (except salvage sugar-
cane) shall be converted to standard
sugarcane by multiplying the total quan-
tity of net sugarcane delivered by each
producer by the applicable quality factor
in sccordance with the following table:

Standard

sugarcane
Averoge percent sucrose quality
in normal juice Jactor*

1 The quality factor for sugarcane of inter-
mediste percentages of sucrose in normal
Juice hall be interpolated and for sugarcane
haying more than 15,5 percent sucrose in the
pormal julce shall be computed in propor-
tion to the Immediately preceding interval,

£873.35 Molasses payment.

The processor shall pay to the producer
for each ton of net sugarcane delivered
an amount equal to the product of 5.7
pallons times one-half of the excess
above 4.75 cents per gallon of the
welghted average net sales price per gal-
lon of blackstrap or final molasses, basis,
fob, tank truck or railroad car at mill,
sold during the 12-month period ending
May 31, 1972.

§873.36  Other related specifications.

fa) If the processor furnishes labor,
materials, or services used in harvest-
ing, loading, or transporting the pro-
dueer’s sugarcane from the field to the
delivery point(s) on the farm, the charge
made for such labor, materials, or serv-
Seumwbeasmpeduponbetweenthe
Iwo parties if the producer has the option
of performing such operations himself or
Py contract with a third party. If con-
imetual arrangements between the proc-
tssor and producer precludes the pro-
ducer from performing such operations
himself or by contract with a third
party, the charge made by the processor
shall be limited to the actual direct costs
of Jabor, materials, or services, plus ap-
plicable overhead expenses which are
properly apportionable under generally
lccgpwd accounting principles.

'b) The price for sugarcane estab-
lished by this part is applicable to sugar-
cne loaded on carts or trucks at the
farm, or if sugarcane is transported by
raliroad, loaded in raflroad cars at the
rallroad siding nearest the farm, and
e processor is required to bear the
S8t of transporting sugarcane (gross
Weight) from such points to the mill. If
fugarcane is transported a distance of
more than 14.9 miles to the mill by rail-
aond or other common carrier, the pro-

Ucer may be required to bear the addi-
tional cost of transporting such sugar-
tane (based upon published tariffs), If

RULES AND REGULATIONS

the processor transports, in his own con-
veyance, or arranges for the transporta-
tion of sugarcane with other than a com-
mon carrier, he may charge the producer
5 cents per ton for each mile such sugar-
cane is transported in excess of 149
miles, or if the producer transports
sugarcane to the mill by other than rail-
road or other common carrier the proc-
essor shall pay the producer 5 cents per
ton for each mile such sugarcane is trans-
ported, but not in excess of 14.9 miles.

(¢) Deductions for frozen sugarcane,
fiber content determinations and deduc-
tions, definitions of delivery schedules
and similar specifications employed in
connection with the purchase of 1971-
crop sugarcane shall be substantially in
accordance with the general practices in
Florida and as agreed upon between the
producer and the processor.

(d) Nothing in paragraph (¢) of this
section shall be construed as prohibiting
modification of customs and practices
which may be necessary because of un-
usual circumstances, any such modifi-
cation to be reported in writing by the
processor to the State office.

(e) In the event a general freeze
causes abnormally low recoveries of raw
sugar by a processor in relation to the
sucrose test of the sugarcane, payment
for such sugarcane may be made as
agreed upon between the producer and
the processor subject to the written ap-
proval of the State office upon a deter-
mination by the State committee that
the payment Is fair and reasonable.

(f) The processor shall submit to the
State office for approval (1) a statement
setting forth the weighted average price
of raw sugar upon which settlements
with producers are based; (2) & state-
ment setting forth the gross proceeds and
the handling and delivery expenses de-
ducted in arriving at the weighted
average net sales price of blackstrap
molasses; and (3) {f subject to the pro~
viso set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section, a statement setting forth for
each producer the direct costs of labor,
materials, and services, plus applicable
overhead expenses, used in harvesting,
loading, or transporting the producer’s
sugarcane from the field to the farm
delivery point.

8§ 873.37 Toll agreements.

The rate for processing sugarcane pro-
duced by a processor and processed under
a toll agreement by another processor
shall be the rate they agree upon.

§ 873.38 Applicability.

The requirements of this part are ap-
plicable to all sugarcane purchased from
other producers and processed by a proc-
essor who produces sugarcane (a proc-
essor-producer is defined in 7 CFR
821.1); and to sugarcane purchased by
a cooperative processor from nonmem-
bers. The requirements are not appli-
cable to sugarcane processed by & co-
operative processor for its members.

§ 873.39 Subterfuge.

The processor shall not reduce returns
to the producer below those determined
in accordance with the requirements of
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this part through any subterfuge or de-
vice whatsoever,

§ 873.40 Processor mill procedures and
checking compliance.

The procedures to be followed by proc-
essors in determining net sugarcane,
trash, average percent sucrose in normal
Juice, average percent crusher juice su-
crose, factory normal juice sucrose, fac-
tory crusher julce sucrose, Aaverage
percent sample mill juice sucrose, and
other related mill procedures and re-
quired reports are set forth in Handbook
9-SU entitled “Sampling, Testing, and
Reporting for Florida Sugar Processors,”
copies of which have been furnished each
processor. The procedures fo be followed
by the State office in checking compli-
ance with the requirements of this part
are set forth under the heading “Fair
Price Compliance” in Handbook 3-8U,
issued by the Deputy Administrator,
State and County Operations, Agricul-
tural Stabllization and Conservation
Service. Handbooks §-8U and 3-SU may
be Inspected at county ASCS offices and
copies may be obtained from the Florida
States ASCS Office, 401 Southeast First
Avenue, Gainesville, FL 32601.

STATEMENT OF BASES AND CONSIDERATIONS

General. The foregoing determination
establishes the fair and reasonable price
requirements which must be met, as one
of the conditions for payment under the
act, by & producer who processes sugar-
cane of the 1971 crop grown by other
producers, v

Requirements of the act. Section 301
(¢) (2) of the act provides as a condition
for payment, that the producer on the
farm who is also directly or indirectly a
processor of sugarcane, as may be deter-
mined by the Secretary, shall have paid,
or contracted fo pay under either pur-
chase or toll agreements, for sugarcane
grown by other producers and processed
by him at rates not less than those that
may be determined by the Secretary to
be fair and reasonable after investiga-
tion and due notice and opportunity for
public hearing.

1971 crop-price determination, This
determination differs from the 1970 crop
determination in the following respects:
(1) The average price of raw sugar re-
ceived by a processor may be used as the
basis for settlement with producers for
sugarcane if the processor disposes of all
of his sugar under a single contract with
a refiner or a cooperative marketing as-
sociation composed of processors: (2)
the provision concerning the sale of mo-
lasses by & processor for his own account
and for the account of another processor
is deleted; (3) the molasses payment to
producers is to be based on 5.7 gallons
of blackstrap molasses per ton of sugar-
cane instead of 5.8 gallons, reflecting the
most recent 5-year average recovery; and
(4) provision is made concerning charges
to the producer by the processor for
harvesting, loading, or transporting
sugarcane.

A public hearing was held In Belle
Glade, Fla,, on July 13, 1971, at which
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interested persons were afforded the op-
portunity to present testimony relating
to fair and reasonable prices for 1971-
orop Florida sugarcane, A representative
of the Florida Sugar Exchange, Inc., rec~
ommended that processors who sell their
sugar to more than one refiner through a
cooperative sales organization composed
of processors be permitted to determine
payments to growers on the basis of the
average price actually recelved on all of
the sugar sold by the cooperative. Rep-
resentatives of the U.S. Sugar Corp. and
Florida Farm Bureau recommended that
the sharing relationship between pro-
ducers and processors established in the
1970 crop fair-price determination con-
tinue unchanged. The former also re-
ported that the practice of selling
molasses for the account of another
processor has not existed for several
years, and the provision relating to the
price of molasses under this situation is,
therefore, no longer needed.

The Glades Association of Independ-
ent Sugar Cane Growers, Inc., submitted
a statement subsequent to the hearing
opposing the recommendation made by
the Florida Sugar Exchange, Inc., and
recommending that processors be re-
quired to pay all independent producers
on the basis of the season’s average price
of raw sugar as determined from the
daily spot quotations of the New York
Coffee and Sugar Exchange No. 10
domestic contract. The association also
stated that the processor to whom its
members sell their cane pays the Inde-
pendent producers only 80 percent of the
monthly liquidation for sugar sold-and
delivered from December through Au-
gust, and from September until final
liguidation is made near the end of the
year the payment is increased to 90 per-
cent; it was requested that this practice
of withholding and using money due the
growers be ruled as unreasonable. The
association further recommended that
the Department review the provision
concerning the transporting of sugar-
cane to the mill and update it with cur-
rent frelght rates, since the present sys-
tem allows the processor to allocate
freight charges between “over-the-road
hauling” and “in-field hauling” which is
disproportionately favorable to the
Processor,

Consideration has been given to the
testimony and recommendations pre-
sented at the public hearing; to data on
the returns, costs, and profits of produc-
ing and processing sugarcane in Florida
obtained by field survey for recent crops
and recast in terms of price and produc-
tion conditions likely to prevail for the
1971 crop; and to other pertinent infor-
mation. Analysis of the relative positions
of producers and processors Indicates
that the provisions of this determination
will provide an equitable sharing of total
returns based on their sharing of total
costs.

The recommendation made by the
Florida Sugar Exchange, Inc., has been
adopted. A processor who sells all of his
sugar through a cooperative sales organi-
zation, which may or may not sell its
members’ sugar to more than one refiner,
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may now base his payment to producers
on the average price of raw sugar actually
received by the cooperative. Prior deter-
minations permitted grower payments to
be based on the price actually received
provided the processor disposed of all of
his sugar under & single contract with a
refiner. It is believed that this modifica-
tion will provide a more equitable basis
for sugarcane settlements,

The suggestion of the Glades Associa-

tion of Independent Cane Growers, Inc.,
concerning the processor’s practice of
withholding and using money due the
grower has not been adopted. It is be-
lieved that processors generally make set-
tlement with producers on a reasonable
basis., The Department continues, how-
ever, to encourage processors to pay
producers as large a portion of the pay-
ment as possible prior to final settiement,
and in a timely fashion.
" Another recommendation by the As-
sociation that the determination be up-
dated with current freight rates has also
not been adopted. The provision in ques-
tion merely requires the processor, once
he takes delivery of sugarcane at the
farm delivery point, to bear the cost of
transporting the cane to the mill up to
a distance of 149 miles. The producer
may be required to bear the costs for
distances in excess of 149 miles. The
provision also allows the processor, if he
transports cane in his own conveyance
or if he arranges for transportation with
other than a common carrier, to charge
the producer 5 cents per ton for each
mile in excess of 14.9 miles, If the pro-
ducer transports cane to the mill by other
than common carrier, the processor must
pay the producer 5 cents per ton for
each mile but not in excess of 14.9 miles.
It is believed that this provision con-
tinues to be fair and reasonable.

Concerning the Association’s reference
to “in-field hauling”, this determination
includes a provision whereby the charge
made by the processor for harvesting,
loading, or transporting a producer’s
cane to the farm delivery point may be
as agreed upon between the processor
and producer provided the producer has
the right to perform such operations
himself or by contract with another
party. If the producer does not have this
option because of his contractual ar-
rangements with the processor, then the
charge made by the processor is limited
to direct costs plus applicable overhead.
The processor is required in the latter
case to submit to the State office a state-
ment detalling such direct costs and
overhead.

Since the selling of molasses by one
processor for the account of another
processor is no longer practiced, the pro-
vision relating to the price of molasses
under that situation is deleted from this
determination.

The determination provides that the
molasses payment to producers is to be
based on 5.7 gallons of blackstrap mo-
lasses per net ton of sugarcane, instead
of 5.8 gallons, to reflect a decline in the
5-year average recovery.

On the basis of an examination of all
relevant factors, the provisions of this

determination are deemed to be falr
and reasonable. Accordingly, I herehy
find and conclude that the foregolng
determination will effectuate the price
provisions of the Sugar Act of 1948, us
amended.

Effective dale. This determination
shall become effective upon publication
in the PEpErAL REGISTER (10-21-71), and
is applicable to the 1971 crop of Florids
sugarcane.

Signed at Washington,
October 13, 1971,

KENNETH E. Fricx,
Administrator, Agriculturai Sta-
bilization and Conservation
Service.

{FR Doc.71-15376 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am)

DC., on

Chapter IX—Consumer and Marke!-
ing Service (Marketing Agreemenls
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables,
Nuts), Department of Agriculture

[Valencia Orange Reg. 371)

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

§ 908.671
371.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and Order
No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 908, 35
F.R. 16625), regulating the handling of
Valencia oranges grown in Arizona and
designated part of Californis, effective
under the applicable provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and
upon the basis of the recommendations
and information submitted by the Valen-
cia Orange Administrative Committee,
established under the said amended mar-
keting agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling
of such Valencia oranges, as herelnafter
provided, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that li
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the FepenraL Recister (5 USC.
553) because the time intervening be-
tween the date when information upon
which this section is based became avail-
able and the time when this section must
become effective in order to effectuate
the declared policy of the act Is {nsuffi-
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted,
under the circumstances, for preparation
for such effective time; and good caust
exists for making the provisions hereof
effective as hereinafter set forth. The
committee held an open meeting during
the current week, after giving due notice
thereof, to consider supply and market
conditions for Valencia oranges and the

need for regulation; interested persons

Valencia Orange Regulation
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were afforded an opportunity to submit
information and views at this meeting;
the recommendation and supporting in-
formation for regulation during the
period specified herein were promptly
submitted to the Department after such
meeting was held; the provisions of this
sectlon, including its effective time, are
identical with the aforesaid recommen-
dation of the committee, and information
concerning such provisions and effective
time has disseminated among
handlers of such Valencia oranges; it is
necessary, in order to effectuate the de~
clared policy of the act, to make this sec-
tion effective during the period herein
specified; and compliance with this sec-
tion will not require any special prepara-
tion on the part of persons subject hereto
which cannot be completed on or before
the effective date hereof. Such committee
meeting was held on October 19, 1971,

(b) Order, (1) The respective quan-
{ities of Valencia oranges grown in Ari-
wna and designated part of California
which may be handled during the period
October 22, through October 28, 1971,
are hereby fixed as follows:

(1) District1: 102,000 cartons;

(1) District 2: 498,000 cartons;

(1if) District 3: Unlimited.

(2) As used in this section, “handler,”
"District 1,” “District 2, “District 3,”
and “carton” have the same meaning as
when used in said amended marketing
sgreement and order,

(Secs, 1-10, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 US.C.
Wi-074)

Dated: October 20, 1971,

Paul A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Consumer and
Marketing Service.

|FR Doc.71-15481 Piled 10-20-71;11:28 am|

PART 927 — BEURRE D'ANJOU,
BEURRE BOSC, WINTER NELIS, DO-
YENNE DU COMICE, BEURRE EAS-
TER, AND BEURRE CLAIRGEAU
PEARS GROWN IN OREGON,
WASHINGTON, AND CALIFORNIA

Expenses and Rate of Assessment

On September 9, 1971, notice of rule
making was published in the FepERaL
RecisTer (36 FR. 18473) regarding pro-
posed expenses and the related rate of
assessment for the fiscal perfod July 1,
1971, through June 30, 1972, pursuant
' the amended Marketing Agreement
ind Order 927 (7 CFR Part 927), regu-
lating the handling of Beurre D'Anjou,

Te Bosc, Winter Nelis, Doyenne du
Comice, Beurre Easter, and Beurre Clair-
feau varleties of pears grown in Oregon,
Washington, and California, effective
under the applicable provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
After consideration of all relevant mat-
%rs presented, including the proposals
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set forth in such notice which were sub-
mitted by the Control Committee (estab-
lished pursuant to said amended mar-
keting agreement and order), it is hereby
found and determined that:

§ 927.211

ment.

(a) Ezxpenses, Expenses that are rea-
sonable and necessary to be incurred by
the Control Committee during the period
July 1, 1971, through June 30, 1972, will
amount to $57,360.

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of
assessment for said period, payable by
each handler in accordance with § 927.41,
is fixed at $0.01 per standard western
pear box of pears, or an equivalent quan-
ggk of pears in other containers or in

It°ls hereby further found that good
cause exists for not postponing the ef-

Expenses and rate of assess-

fective- date hereof until 30 days after:

publication In the Feperal RecisTER (5
US.C. 553) in that (1) shipments of
fresh pears are now being made; (2) the
relevant provisions of said marketing
agreement and this part require that the
rate of assessment herein fixed shall be
applicable to all assessable pears handled
during the aforesaid period; and (3)
such period began on July 1, 1971, and
the rate of assessment will automatically
apply to all such pears beginning with
such date,

(Secs, 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-674)

Dated: October 15, 1971,

PauL A, NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Consumer and
Marketing Service.,

[FR Doc.71-15324 Filed 10-20-71;8:40 am)

PART 932—OLIVES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Order Amending Order, as Amended,
Regulating Handling of Olives
Grown in California

§932.0 Findings and determinations.

The findings and determinations here-
inafter set forth are supplementary and
in addition to the findings and deter-
minations made in connection with the
issuance of the order and of the previ-
ously issued amendment thereto; and all
of said previous findings and determina-
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed ex-
cept insofar as such findings and deter-
minations may be in conflict with the
gndigss and determinations set forth

erein.

(a) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record. Pursuant to the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937,
as amended (secs, 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as
amended; 7 US.C. 601-674), and the
applicable rules of practice and proce-
dure effective thereunder (7 CFR Part
900), a public hearing was held at Fresno,
Calif,, on March 3, 1971, upon proposed
amendments to the marketing agree-
ment, as amended, and Order No. 932, as
amended (7 CFR Part 932), regulating
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the handling of olives grown in the State
of California. Upon the basis of the evi-
dence introduced at such hearing and the
record thereof, it is found that:

(1) The said order, as amended and
as hereby further amended, and all of
the terms and conditions thereof, will
tend to effectuate the declared policy of
the act;

(2) The said order, as amended and
as hereby further amended, regulates the
handling of olives grown in the desig-
nated production area in the same man-
ner as, and is applicable only to persons
in the respective classes of commercial or
industrial activity specified in the mar-
keting agreement and order upon which
the hearing has been held;

(3) The said order, as amended-and
as hereby further amended, is limited in
its application to the smallest regional
production area that is practicable con-
sistently with carrying out the declared
policy of the act; and the issuance of
several orders applicable to subdivisions
of the production area would not effec-
tively carry out the declared policy of
the act;

(4) There are no differences in the
production and marketing of olives
grown in the production area which make
necessary different terms and provisions
applicable to different parts of such area;
and

(5) All handling of olives grown in the
production area is in the current of inter-
state or foreign commerce or directly
burdens, obstructs, or affects such
commerce,

(b) Additional findings. It is hereby
found, on the basis hereafter indicated,
that good cause exists for making the
provisions of this amendatory order
effective upon publication in the Fep-
¥rAL REGISTER. The provisions of this
amendment would authorize several ac-
tions, some of & seasonal nature,
which should be applicable to pro-
gram operations during the 1971-72
crop year. Such crop year began on
September 1, 1971, and the amend-
ment needs to become effective at the
earliest practicable date in order to apply
to the 1971 crop of olives and be of maxi-
mum benefits to producers. Prior to the
application of the provisions: of this
amendment to the handling of olives
‘during the current crop year, it will be
necessary for the Olive Administrative
Committee, the agency charged with the
administration of the program, and the
Secretary to initiate and complete vari-
ous actions, including the promulgation
of applicable rules and regulations
thereunder. In order to provide the maxi-
mum reasonable time during the current
crop year for preparation for operation
in accordance with such rules and regu-
lations, the effective date of this amend-
ment should not be postponed beyond the
date of publication in the FepEraL REGIS-
TER, thereby allowing for prompt initia-
tion of the aforesaid actions.

Certain provisions of the amendment
will automatically afford handlers
greater flexibility in the handling of
olives and such provisions should be
made effective as soon as practicable,
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The provisions of this amendment are
well known to producers and handlers.
The hearing was held at Fresno, Calif,,
on March 3, 1971, The recommended de~
cision and the final decision were pub-
lished in the Feperal REGISTER on July
27, 1971 (36 F.R. 13839 and September 9,
1971) (36 FR. 18085), respectively.
Coples of the text of this amendment to
the order have been made available to all
known producers and handlers and com-
pliance with the provisions of the amend-
ment will not require of persons subject
thereto any advance preparation which
cannot be completed by the effective time

(¢) Determinations. It is hereby deter-
mined that:

(1) The “Marketing Agreement, as
Amended, Regulating the Handling of
Olives Grown in California,” upon which
the aforesaid public hearing was held,
has been executed by handlers (exclud-
ing cooperative associations of producers
who are not engaged In processing, dis-
tributing, or shipping the olives covered
by this order) who, during the period
September 1, 1970, through July 31, 1971,
handled not less than 50 percent of the
volume of olives covered by the sald order
as hereby amended; and

(2) Theissuance of this order, amend-
ing the aforesaid amended order, is fa-
vored or approved by at least two-thirds
of the producers who participated in a
referendum on the question of its ap-~
proval and who, during the determined
representative period (September 1, 1970,
through July 31, 1971), were
within the production area specified in
the aforesald amended order, in the pro-
duction of olives for market as packaged
olives; such producers having also pro-
duced for market at least two-thirds of
the volume of olives represented in such
referendum,

It is, therefore, ordered, That, on and
after the effective date hereof, all han-
dling of olives grown in the production
area shall be in conformity to, and in
compliance with, the terms and condi-
tions of the said order, as amended and
as hereby further amended, as follows:

1. Section 932,16 is redefined to read
as follows:

§932.16 Handle.

“Handle” means to: (a) Size-grade
olives, (b) process olives, or (¢) use proc-
essed olives In the production of pack-
aged olives, within the production area,
or (d) ship packaged olives from the area
to any point outside thereof or within the
area; Provided, This term shall not in-
clude natural condition olives acquired
and (1) used for olive oil, salt cured oil
coated olives (also variously referred to
as “Greek Olives,” “Greek Style Olives,"
or “Oll Cured Olives”), or Silician Style
Olives, or (2) shipped to fresh market
outlets,

2. A new §932.22 is added to read as
follows:

§932.22 Sublot.

“Sublot” means a quantity of olives
resulting from the separation by the
handler of a lot into two or more parts.
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3. A new §932.23 is added to read as
follows:

§932.23 Undersize olives and limited
use size olives.

“Undersize olives” means olives of a
size which, pursuant to § 932.51(a) (2),
shall be disposed of in noncanning use;
and “limited use size olives” means proc-
essed olives of any size which, pursuant
to §93252(a)(3), is authorized for
limited use,

4. A new § 932.23a is added to read as
follows:

§932.23a Limited use.

“Limited use” means the use of proc-
essed olives In the production of pack-
aged olives of the halved, sliced, chopped,
or minced styles, as defined in the then
current U.S. Standards for Grades of
Canned Ripe Olives (3§ 52.3751-52.3766
of this title), Including modifications of
the requirements for such styles pursuant
to this part, and such additional styles
(and the requirements applicable there-
tg: as(;nny be specified pursuant to § 932,
52(a) (7).

5. A new § 93224 is added to read as
follows:

§932.24 Noncanning use.

“Noncanning use” means the use of
olives other than in the production of
canned ripe olives, and is the authorized
outlet for undersize olives and the limited
use size olives which, pursuant to § 932.52
(b), are not permitted for limited use in
any crop year in which limited use is
restricted to less than the avallable quan-
tity of limited use size olives,

6. Section 932.45 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 932,45 Production research, and mar-

" keting research and development

projects.

(&) The Commitiee may, with the
approval of the Secretary, establish or
provide for the establishment of pro-
duction research, and marketing re-
search and development projects
designed to assist, improve, or promote
the marketing, distribution, and con-
sumption or eflicient production of Cal-
ifornia olives. Such projects may provide
for any form of marketing promotion
including paid advertising. The expenses
of such research and projects shall be
paid from funds collected pursuant to
§ 932.39 or from voluntary contributions.
Voluntary contributions may be accepted
by the committee only to pay the ex-
penses of such projects: Provided, That
the committee shall retain complete
control over the use of such contributions
which shall be free from any
encumbrances.

(b) In recommending marketing re-
search and development projects pur-
suant to this section, the committee shall
give consideration to the following
factors:

(1) The expected supply of olives in
relation to market requirements;

(2) The supply situation among com-
peting areas and commodities; and

(3) The need for marketing research
with respect to any marketing develop-

ment activity and the need for a co-
ordinated effort with USDA's Plentifyl
Food Program.

(¢) In recommending production re.
search projects pursuant to this section,
the committee shall give consideration ty
the extent and need for assistance to
and improvement of California olive
production.

(d) If the committee should conclude
that a program of production research,
marketing or development
should be undertaken or continued pur-
suant to this section In any crop year,
it shall submit the following for the
approval of the Secretary:

(1) Its recommendations as to funds
to be obtained pursuant to § 93239 or
voluntary contributions;

(2) Its recommendations as to any
production research or marketing re.
search project; and

(3) Its recommendation as to promo-
tion activity and paid advertising.

(e) The committee shall, as soon as
practicable after the close of each crop
yvear, prepare and malil an annual report
to the Secretary and make a copy avall-
able for examination by producers,
handlers, or other interested persons st
the commitiee office.

' 7. Paragraphs (a)(2) and () of
§ 932.51 are revised to read as follows:

§932.51 Incoming regulations.

(a) L

(2) Each handler shall, under the su-
pervision of any such Inspection service,
dispose of into noncanning use an ag-
gregate quantity of olives, comparable
in size and characteristics and equal to
the quantities shown on the certification
for each lot to be:

(1) Varlety Group 1 olives, except the
Ascolano, Barouni, and St. Agostino
varieties, of a size which individually
weigh less than %o pound;

(1i) Variety Group 1 olives of the
Ascolano, Barouni, and St. Agostino
varieties of a size which Indlvidually
welgh less than %44 pound;

(iii) Variety Group 2 olives, except
the Obliza variety, of & size which in-
dividually weigh less than s pound;

(iv) Variety Group 2 olives of the Ob-
liza variety of a size which individually
welgh less than }i pound; :

(v) Such other sizes for the foregoing
variety groups as are not authorized for
limited use pursuant to §932.52; and

(vi) Olives classified as culls.

(b) Whenever a handler receives 8
lot of natural condition olives, or mukes
a separation resulting in a sublot, solely
for use in the production of green olives
or canned ripe olives of the "iree
ripened” type, he may handle such lgt
or sublot without regard to the provi
slons of this section and § 93252 only If
(1) he notifies the committee upon re
celving such a lot or msaking such @
separation; (2) the identity of all such
lots and sublots of olives is mamtained
by keeping them separate and npﬂ‘ﬂ
from other olives he receives: (3) ﬂf‘
packaged olives produced from such loLd-
and sublots after processing are canne
ripe olives of the “tree-ripened” type or
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green olives; and (4) there are no out-
going regulations pursuant to §932.52
then applicable to packaged olives that
are canned ripe olives of the “tree-
ripened” type or green olives.

8. Section 932.52 is revised to read as
follows:

§932.52 Outgoing regulations.

(a) Minimum standards for packaged
olives. No handler shall use processed
olives in the production of packaged
olives or ship such packaged olives unless
they have first been inspected as re-
quired pursuant to §932.53 and meet
each of the following applicable require-
ments:

(1) Canned ripe olives, other than
those of the “tree-ripened” type, shall
grade at least US. Grade C, as such
grade is defined in the then current US.
Standards for Grades of Canned Ripe
Olives (§$ 52.3751-52,3766 of this title),
or 45 modified by the committee, with
the approval of the Secretary, for pur-
poses of this part.

(2) Canned whole ripe olives, other
than those of the “tree-ripened" type,
shall conform to the size designations of
“single size” or of the blended sizes
“hmlly." .am&l' Or uRoy‘]." ” se‘
forth in sald U.S, Standards, and shall
be of a size not smaller than the follow-
ing applicable slze requirements and
tolerances: Provided, That the Secretary,
on the basis of a recommendation by the
committee or other available informa-
tion, may change such tolerances:

(i) With respect to Variety Group 1
ollves, except the Ascolano, Barouni, and
St. Agostino varleties, the individual
fruits shall each weigh not less than
Vs pound, except that (a) for olives of
the mammoth size designation, not more
than 25 percent, by count, of such olives
may weigh less than ¥» pound each in-
cluding not more than 10 percent, by
count, of such olives that weigh less than
1 pound each; and (b) for olives of
any size designation except the mam-
moth size, not more than 5 percent, by
count, of such olives may weigh less than
Y5 pound each;

(1) With respect to Variety Group 1
olives of the Ascolano, Barounl, and St.
Agostino varieties, the individual fruits
shall each weligh not less than s pound
except that (a) for olives of the extra
large size designation, not more than 25
percent, by count, of such olives may
welgh less than s pound each includ-

not more than 10 percent, by count,
of such olives that weigh less than s
pound each; and (b) for olives of any
slze designation, except the large size,
not more thyn 5 percent, by count, of
23: olives may weigh less than s pound

(i) With respect to Variety Group 2
olives, except the Obliza variety, the in-
di“iduz}l fruits shall each weigh not less
than 14, pound except that (a) for olives
of the small, select or standard size des-
ignation, not more than 35 percent, by
lcyum. of such olives may weigh less than
.40 bound each inecluding not more than
;'ex;ercent. by count, of such olives that
o ﬂli lesa than %« pound each; and (b)

¥ olives of any size designations, except
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the small, select or standard size, not
more than 5 percent, by count, of such
olives may weigh less than 1, pound
egch; and

(iv) With respect to Variety Group 2
olives of the Obliza varicty, the individ-
ual fruits shall each weigh not less than
1441 pound except that (a) for olives of
the medium sgize designation, not more
than 35 percent, by count, of such olives
may weigh less than !4+ pound each in-
cluding not more than 7 percent, by
count, of such olives that weigh less than

. Yias pound each; and (b) for olives of any

size designation, except the medium size,
not more than 5 percent, by count, of
such olives may weigh less than s
pound each. ;

(3) SBubject to the provisions set forth
in subparagraph (4 )of this paragraph,
processed olives to be used in the pro-
duction of canned pitted ripe olives, other
than those of the “tree-ripened” type,
shall meet the same size requirements as
prescribed pursuant to subparagraph (2)
of this paragraph: Provided, That olives
smaller than those so prescribed, as rec=
ommended annually by the committee
and approved by the Secretary, may be
authorized for limited use but any such
limited use size olives so used shall be
not smaller than the following applica-
ble minimum size: Provided further,
That each such minimum size may also
include a size tolerance (speclified as a
percent) as recommended by the com-
mittee and approved by the Secretary:

(1) Varlety Group 1 olives, except the
Ascolano, Barounl, and St. Agostino va-
rieties, of a size which individually weigh
9o pound;

(i) Variety Group 1 ollves of the
Ascolano, Barouni, or St. Agostino varie-
ties, of a size which individually weigh
Y140 pound;

(1i1) Variety Group 2 olives, except the
Obliza variety, of a size which individ-
ually weigh ¥ pound;

(lv) Variety Group 2 olives of the
Obliza varlety, of a size which individ-
ually weigh %44 pound.

(4) The Secretary may, upon recom-
mendation of the committee, restrict the
total quantity of limited use size olives
for lmited use during any crop year.
Such restricted quantity shall be appor-
tioned among the handlers by applying
a percentage, established annually by
the Secretary upon recommendation by
the committee, to each handler's total
receipts of limited use size olives during
such crop year,

(5) Canned ripe olives of the “tree-
ripened” type and green olives shall meet
such grade, size, and pack requirements
as may be established by the Secretary
based upon the recommendation of the
committee or other available information.,

(6) The size designations (mammoth,
extra large, medium, etc.) used in this
section mean the size designations de-
seribed In paragraph (a) (1) (H) of
§ 932,51,

(7) For the purposes of this part the
commlittee may, with the approval o: the
Secretary, specify the styles of olives, in-
cluding the requirements with respect
thereto, for limited use,
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(b) Disposition requirements for lim-
ited use size olives. (1) The requirements
of this paragraph are in addition to and
not in substitution of the requirements
of §93251(a)4).

(2) Each handler shall, under the
supervision of the Processed Products
Standardization and Inspection Branch,
USDA, or the Federal or Federal-State
Inspection Service, dispose of limited use
size olives into limited use or into non-
canning use: Provided, That when-
ever a handler’s use of limited
use gize olives is restricted pursuant to
§932.52(a) (4), he shall dispose of into
noncanning use that quantity of such
limited use size olives which is in excess
of the quantity permitted for limited use,

(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph, a
handler may meet any deficit in his ob-
ligation to dispose of limited use size
olives into noncanning use pursuant to
this paragraph by disposing of, under
supervision of the inspection service, an
equivalent quantity of olives of a size
larger than the limited use size and of
& quality better than culls.

(4) Each handier shall hold at all
times & quantity of olives eligible to meet
the disposition requirements of this
paragraph less any quantity previously
disposed of as specified in subparagraphs
(2) and (3) of this paragraph.

9. Section 932.54 is amended by chang-
ing the title to read “Transfers” and by
adding a new sentence to read as follows:

§ 932,54 Transfers,

* * * Transfers of olives from within
the area to any point outside the area
shall be subject to such requirements
with respect to inspection, holding, dis-
position, and reporting as may be estab-
lished by the Secretary on the basis of
recommendations by the committee or
other available information,

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat, 31, as amended; 7 U.S.0,
601-674)

Dated: October 15, 1971, to become ef~
fective upon publication in the FrperaL
RecisTer (10-21-71).

Ricrarp E. Lywc,
Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc¢.71~15371 Filed 10-20-71:8:53 am|

Title 3—ANIMALS AND
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS

Chapter l—Agricultural Research
Service, Department of Agriculture
SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION
OF ANIMALS AND POULIRY
PART 72—TEXAS (SPLENETIC) FEVER
IN CATTLE

Permitted Dips

Pursuant to the provisions of the Act
of March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act
of February 2, 1903, as amended, and
the Act of May 29, 1884, as amended
(21 USC. 111-113, 115, 117, 120, 121,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 36, NO. 204—THURSDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1971




20358

123-126), §§72.6 and 72.7 of Part 72,

Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations,

are hereby amended in the following
“-

respects:
1. Section 72,6 15 amended to read:

§72.6 Interstate movement of cattle
from quarantined areas not eradicat-
ing ticks,

Cattle of any quarantined area where
tick eradication is not being conducted,’
which, with an interval of 7 to 12 days
between dippings immediately preceding
shipment, have been properly dipped
twice In & permitted dip as provided in
£ 7213, at a public stockyard or desig-
nated dipping station approved under
§ 72.16 that is located within the State
of origin of the shipment, or which have
been otherwise treated under the super-
vision of a Division inspector in a man-
ner approved in specific cases by the
Director of the Division at such public
stockyard or designated dipping station,
and which just prior to final dipping
are inspected by a Division inspector and
found to be apparently free from ticks,
may, so far as the regulations in this
Part are concerned, upon certification by
the inspector, be shipped or transported
interstate for any purpose upon compli~
ance with the requirements set forth in
§8 72.9-72.15.

2. Section 72.7 is amended to read:

§ 72,7 Interstate movement
from cooperating States.

Cattle in areas where tick eradication

is being conducted in cooperation with
State authorities,' which on inspection
by a Division inspector are found to be
apparently free from ticks, may, after
one dipping, in a permitted dip as pro-
vided In § 72,13, under the supervision of
a Division inspector and certification by
the inspector, be shipped or transported
interstate for any purpose upon compli-
ance with the requirements set forth in
§§ 712.9-72.15,
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs, 1
and 2, 32 Stat. 791 and 792, as amended; secs.
1-4, 83 Stat. 1264 and 1265, as amended; 21
US.C. 111-113, 115, 117, 120, 121, 123-128; 20
F.R. 16210, as amended)

Eflective date. The foregoing amend-
ments shall become effective upon pub-
lication in the FepEraL REGISTER (10-
21-71),

The purpose of the foregoing amend-
ments is to bring the provisions of §§ 72.6
and 72.7 relating to dipping of cattle for
interstate shipment into conformity with
the provisions of §72.13 and thereby
allow the use of approved proprietory
brands of coumaphos (Co-Ral®)as well
as approved proprietory brands of arsen-
ical solutions of Dioxathion (Delnav)
for such dipping. The amendments re-
lieve requirements for interstate ship-
ment of cattle and make no substantive
change in approved tick eradication pro-
cedures, and should be made effective

of cattle

P Information as to the identity of such
areas may be obtained from the Director of
tho Animal Health Division, Agricultural Re-
search SBervice, US, Department of Agricul«
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250,
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promptly in order to be of maximum
benefit to the persons affected by the
requirements being relieved. Accordingly,
under the administrative procedure pro-
visions in 5 US.C. 553, it is found upon
good cause that notice and other public
procedure with respect to the amend-
ments are impracticable and unneces-
sary, and they may be made effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th
day of October 1971,
F.J. MULHERN,
Acting Administrator,
Agricultural Research Service,
|FR Doo, 71-15372 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am|

[Docket No. 71-594]

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND
OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE
DISEASES

Areas Quarantined

Pursuant to the provisions of the Act
of May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act of
March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act of
September 6, 1961, and the Act of July 2,
1962 (21 US.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117,
120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 1341), Part 76,
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, re-
stricting the interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other communicable
swine diseases, 1s hereby amended in the
following respects:

In §76.2, paragraph (e) is reissued,
and paragraphs (f) and (g) are amended
to read as follows:

§ 76.2 Notice relating to existence of hog
cholera, prohibition of movement of
any hog cholera virus, exceptions:
spread of discase through raw gar-
bage; regulations: quarantines; erad-
ication States: and free States.

» - - - -

(e) Notice of quarantine: Notice is
hereby given that because of the exist-
ence of hog cholera in the State of Texas
and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
and the nature and extent of outbreaks
of this disease, the following areas are
quarantined because of said disease:

(1) Teras. (i) That portion of Lub-
bock County bounded by a line beginning
at the junction of U.S. Highway 87 and
the Lubbock-Hale County line; thence,
following the Lubbock-Hale County line
in an easterly direction to the junc-
tion of the Hale-Floyd-Lubbock-Crosby
County lines; thence, following the
Lubbock~Crosby County line in a south-
erly direction to the North Fork Double
Mountain Fork of the Brazos River;
thence, following the north bank of the
North Fork Double Mountain Fork of the
Brazos River in a northwesterly direction
to the Buffalo Springs Lake; thence, fol-
lowing the north bank of the Buffale
Springs Lake in a generally southwest~
erly direction to Yellow House Draw;
thence, following the north bank of the
Yellow House Draw in a northwesterly

direction to Blackwater Draw; thence
following the east bank of the Black.
water Draw in a northwesterly direction
to U.S. Highway 87; thence, following
U.S. Highway 87 in a northerly direction
to its junction with the Lubbock-Hale
County line,

(i1} That portion of T'om Green Coun-
ty bounded by a line beginning at the
junction of U.8. Highway 67 and State
Highway 306; thence, following State
Highway 306 in a southeasterly then
northwesterly direction to U.S. Highway
277/67; thence, following US. Highway
277/67 in a northeasterly direction to
U.S. Highway 277; thence, following US
Highway 277 in a northerly direction to
Farm-to-Market Road 2105; thence, fol-
lowing Farm-to-Market Road 2105 in a
westerly direction to US, Highway 87;
thence, following U.S. Highway 87 in a
northwesterly direction to Farm-to-Mar-
ket Road 2288; thence, following Farm-
to-Market Road 2288 In a generally
southeasterly direction to U.S. Highway
67; thence, following U.S. Highway 67 in
a northeasterly direction to its junction
with State Highway 306.

(2) The Commonwealth of Puerlo
Rico. The entire Commonwealth,

(f) Notice is hereby given that there
is no clinical evidence that the virus of
hog cholera exists in swine in the fol-
lowing States, that systematic proce-
dures are in effect to detect and eradi-
cate the disease should it appear within
any of such States, and that such States
are designated as hog cholera eradica-
tion States:

Alabama, Nebraska.,
Arkanaas. New Hampshire
Connectiout, Now Jersey,
Fiorida, New Mexico.
Hawall, New York.
Tiinols, North Carolins
Loudsiana, Ohlo.
Maryland, Oklahoma,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island.
Michigan. ‘South Curolina
Minnesota, Tennessee,
Mississippl. Virginia
Missourd,

(g) Notice is hereby given that a pe-
riod of more than 1 year has passed since
there has been clinical evidence that the
virus of hog cholera exists In the follow-
ing States, that more than 1 year has
passed since systematic procedures were
placed In effect to exclude the virus of
hog cholera and to detect and eradicate
the disease should it appear within any
of such States, and that the virus of hog
cholera has been eradicated from such
States and such States are designated

as hog cholera free States:

Alasks, Novada.
Arizona. North Dakota.
California. Oregon.
Delaware, Pennsylvania
Georgla, South Dakota
Idaho. Utah.

Town. Vermont,
Kansas, Washington.
Kentucky. West Virginia.
Maine, Wisconsin,
Montans, Wyoming.

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1
and 2, 82 Stat. 791-792, as amended, sec&
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended, sec.
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1, 75 Stat. 481, secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130,
2. 21 USC. 111, 113, 113, 114g, 115, 117,
100, 131, 123-126, 134b, 134f; 20 F.R. 16210,
as amended)

Effective date. The foregoing amend-

ments shall become effective upon issu-
€.

mr:'o changes are made in § 76.2{(e), but

all presently effective provisions of § 76.2

(&) are set forth above for convenient

reference,

The amendments delete the States of
Kansas and Pennsylvania from the list of
hog cholera eradication States in § 76.2
(), and the special provisions pertaining
1o the Interstate movement of swine and
swine products from or to such eradica-
tion States are no longer applicable to
Kansas end Pennsylvania.

The amendments add Massachusetis
and North Carolina to the list of hog
cholera eradication States in § 76.2(0),
and the special provisions pertaining to
the interstate movement of swine and
swine products from or to such eradica-
tion States are applicable to Massachu-
setts and North Carolina, The amend-
ments also add Kansas and Pennsylvania
to the list of hog cholera free States in
§76.2(g), and the special provisions per-
taining to the interstate movement of
swine and swine products from or to
such free States are applicable to Kan-
ss and Pennsylvania,

Insofar as the amendments impose
certain further restrictions necessary to
prevent the interstate spread of hog
cholera, they must be made effective im-
mediately to accomplish their purpose in
the public interest. Insofar as they
relieve restrictions, they should be made
effective promptly in order to be of maxi-
mum benefit to affected persons, It does
not appear that public partié¢ipation in
this rule making proceeding would make
additional relevant information avail-
able to this Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it
s found upon good cause that notice
and other public procedure with respect
¥ the amendments are impracticable,
unnecessary, and contrary to the public
Interest, and good cause is found for
making them effective less than 30 days
after publication in the FroEraL
Recister.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th
day of October 1971,

F. J. MULHERN,
Acting Administrator,
Agricultural Research Service.

IPR Doc.71-16378 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am]

[Docket No, 71-595]

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND

OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE
DISEASES

Areas Quarantined

Pursuant to the provisions of the Act
of May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act
of March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act
of September 6, 1961, and the Act of
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July 2, 1962 (21 US.C. 111-113, 114g, 115,
117, 120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 1341), Part
76, Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations,
restricting the interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other communicable
swine diseases, is hereby amended in the
following respects:

In §76.2, the reference to the State of

Maryland in paragraph (1) is deleted,
and paragraph (g) is amended by add-
ing thereto the name of the States of
Colorado and Maryland,
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1
and 2, 32 Stat, 791-702, as amended, secs, 1-4,
33 Stat. 1264, 1205, as amended, sec. 1, 75
Stat. 481, secs, 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132;
21 US.C. 111, 112, 113, 114g, 115, 117, 120,
121, 123-126, 134b, 134f; 29 FPR. 16210, as
amended)

Eflective date. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective upon
issuance.

The amendment deletes Maryland
from the list of hog eholera eradication
States in § 76.2(1), and the special pro-
visions pertaining to the interstate move-
ment of swine and swine products from
or to such eradication States are no
longer applicable to Maryland.

The amendment also adds Colorado
and Maryland to the list of hog cholera
free States in § 76.2(g), and the special
provisions pertaining to the interstate
movement of swine and swine products
from or to such free States are applicable
to Colorado and Maryland.

Insofar as the amendment imposes
certain further restrictions necessary to
prevent the interstate spread of hog
cholera, it must be made effective im-
mediately to accomplish its purpose in
the public interest. Insofar as it relieves
restrictions, it should be made effective
promptly in order to be of maximum
benefit to affected persons. It does not
appear that public participation in this
rule making proceeding would make ad-
ditional relevant information available
to this Department, .

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 US.C. 553, it
is found upon good cause that notice and
other public procedure with respect to
the amendment are impracticable, un-
necessary, and contrary to the public
interest, and good cause is found for
making the amendment effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

Done at Washington, D.C,, this 18th
day of October 1971,

F. J. MULHERN,
Acting Administrator,
Agricultural Research Service.

[FR Doc,71-15374 Piled 10-20-71;8:53 am)|

[Docket No. 71-506]

. PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND

OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE
DISEASES
Areas Quarantined

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of
May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of
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February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act of
March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act of
September 6, 1961, and the Act of July 2,
1962 (21 US.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117,
120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f), Part 76,
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, re-
stricting the interstate movement of
swine and certain products because of
hog cholera and other comunicable swine
diseases, is hereby amended in the fol-
lowing respects:

1. In §76.2, the introductory portion
of paragraph (e) Is amended by adding
thereto the name of the State of Penn-
sylvania; paragraph (g) is amended by
deleting the name of the State of Penn-
sylvania; and a new subparagraph (e) (3)
relating to Pennsylvania is added to
read:

§76.2 Notice relating to existence of
hog cholera, prohibition of move-
ment of any hog cholera virus, excep-
tions; spread of disease through raw
garbage; regulations quarantines;
eradication States: and free States.

(e, . e

(3) Pennsylvania. That portion of
Blair County comprised of Huston
Township.

2. In §76.2, In subparagraph (e) (1)
relating to the State of Texas, subdivi-
sion (1) relating to Lubbock County is
deleted.

(Secs. 4-T, 23 Stat, 32, as amended, secs, 1
and 2, 32 Stat, 791-792, as amended, secs.
1-4, 33 Stat. 1204, 1205, as amended, sco. 1,
75 Stat. 481, seca. 8 and 11, 78 Stat, 130, 132;
21 US.C, 111, 112, 113, 114g, 115, 117, 120, 121,
123-126, 134b, 134f; 20 FR. 16210, us
amended)

Eflective date. The foregoing amend-
ments shall become effective upon
issuance,

The amendments quarantine a portion
of Blair County, Pa., because of the ex-
istence of hog cholera. This action is
deemed necessary to prevent further
spread of the disease. The restrictions
pertaining to the Interstate movement of
swine and swine products from or
through quarantined areas as contained
in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended, will apply
to the quarantined portion of such
county. i

The amendments exclude a portion of
Lubbock County, Tex., from the areas
quarantined because of hog cholera.
Therefore, the restrictions pertaining to
the interstate movement of swine and
swine products from or through quaran-
tined areas as contained in 9 CFR Part
78, as amended, will not apply to the ex-
cluded area, but will continue to apply
to the quarantined areas described in
§ 7T6.2(e). Further, the restrictions per-
taining to the interstate movement of
swine and swine products from non-
quarantined areas contained in said
Part 76 will apply to the area excluded
from quarantine. No areas in Lubbock
County, . Tex,, remain under the
quarantine.

The amendments delete Pennsylvania
from the list of hog cholera free States
in § 76.2(g), and the special provisions
pertaining to the inferstate movement of
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swine and swine products from or to such
free States are no longer applicable to
Pennsylvania,

Insofar as the amendments impose cer-
tain further restrictions necessary to pre-
vent the interstate spread of hog cholera,
they must be made effective immediately
to accomplish their purpose in the pub-
lic Interest. Insofar as they relieve re-
strictions, they should be made effective
promptly in order to be of maximum
benefit to affected persons, It does not
appear that public participation in this
rule making proceeding would make ad-
ditional relevant information available
to this Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 US.C. 553, it
is found upon good cause that notice and
other public procedure with respect to
the amendments are impracticable, un-
necessary, and contrary to the public
interest, and good cause is found for
making them effective less than 30 days
after publication in the FeDERAL
REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th
day of October 1971,

F. J. MULHERN,
Acting Administrator,
Agricultural Research Service.

|FR Doc71~15376 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am]

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank
Board

SUBCHAPTER D—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN
INSURANCE CORPORATION

{71-1048]
PART 561—DEFINITIONS

Definition of Scheduled Items

Ocroser 7, 1971,

Resolved that the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board considers it advisable to
amend § 561.15 of the Rules and Regu-
lations for Insurance of Accounts (12
CFR 561.15) for the purpose of requiring
insured institutions to include as “sched-
uled items" under paragraph (d) of such
section only 20 percent of the unpaid
principal balance of loans or contracts
on which all contractually required pay-
ments of principal and interest have been
made for 36 months, Accordingly, on the
basis of such consideration and for such
purpose, the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board hereby amends § 561.15 by revising
paragraph (d) thereof to read as follows,
effective October 21, 1871:

§ 561.15 Scheduled items,
The term ‘‘scheduled items” means:

(d) Loans secured by, and contracts
for the sale of, real estate described in
paragraph (¢) of this section and real
estate previously owned or held by an
insured institution for development or
investment purposes (other than insured
loans, guaranteed loans, or contracts or
loans having the benefit of a guaranty
by the Federal Savings and Loan Insur-
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ance Corporation) during the period that
such loans or contracts—

(1) Have remaining periods to the ex~-
piration of their terms in excess of the
maximum terms permitted under other-
wise applicable lending limitations, or,
in the absence of otherwise applicable
lending limitations, in excess of 30 years;
or

(2) Have unpaid principal balances in
excess of the maximum amounts per-
mitted under otherwise applicable lend-
ing limitations, or, in the absence of
otherwise applicable lending limitations,
in excess of 90 percent of the value of
the real estate securing such loans or sold
under such contracts: except that only
20 percent of the unpaid principal bal-
ance of any such loan or contract will be
included in “scheduled items" if all of
the following requirements are met:

(1) The real estate securing the loan
or sold under the contract is residential
real estate (as defined in § 563.9-1(d) (2)
of this subchapter) ;

(ii) The loan or contract requires
equal, or substantially equal, regular
monthly payments which include both
principal and interest, sufficient to amor-
tize the entire debt, principal and inter-
est, within the term of the loan or con-
tract; and

(i) All contractually required pay-
ments have been made for a continuous
period of 36 months without a delay of
more than 30 days in the making of any
one of the last 12 of such payments.

- - - » »
(Becs. 402, 403, 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, as
amended; 12 US.C. 1725, 1726. Reorg. Plan
No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4081, 3 CFR, 1043-48
Comp., p. 1071)

Resolved further that, since the above
amendment relieves restriction, the
Board hereby finds that notice and public
procedure with respect to said amend-
ment are unnecessary under the provi-
sions of 12 CFR 508.11 and 5§ US.C. 553
(b); and, for the same reason, publica-
tion of said amendment for the period
specified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 U.S.C.
553(d) prior to the effective date thereof
is also unnecessary; and the Board here~
by provides that said amendment shall
bccomt X e effective as hereinbefore set
(4) A

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board,

[sEAL] Evcexne M. HERRIN,

Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc.71-15345 Filed 10-20-71;8:50 am)

Title 13—BUSINESS CREDIT
AND ASSISTANCE

Chapter lll—Economic Development
Administration, Department of
Commerce

PART 301—ESTABLISHMENT AND
ORGANIZATION
Part 301, Subpart E of Chapter III,

Title 13, of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions (31 F.R. 11292 and 31 F.R. 16673)

is amended to provide for minority rep-
resentation and employment require.
ments for development district organiza.
tions, county and multicounty planning
organizations, and OEDP committees, A
new § 301.64 is added to Subpart E as
follows:

£ 301.64 Minority represeniation  and
employment on its public planning
organizations.

(a) Purpose. This section describes
EDA regulations for the participation of
minority persons in development district
organizations, county and multicounty
planning organizations, and Overall Eco-
nomic Development Program Commit-
tees, The section establishes minimum
minority representation requirements
and implementation procedures for the
selection and approval of minority rep-
resentitives. This section also establishes
aflirmative action program requirements
for the employment of minority persons
on the staffs of such organizations,

(b) Policy. (1) EDA believes that the
success of economic development pro-
grams undertaken by county, mult-
county, and district organizations and
committees depends upon the active par-
ticipation and support of all segments of
the community, Including the disad-
vantaged groups the programs are de-
signed to benefit.! In many communities,
however, the poor, unemployed, and un-
deremployed are minority groups who
have been given little opportunity 0
take part in the decision-making proc-
esses of organizations whose economic
development activities affect them.

(2) EDA has therefore determined to
place special emphasis on the importance
of obtaining the fullest possible involve-
ment and participation of minorily
groups in the planning and development
process assisted by EDA.

(3) Accordingly, in order to imple-
ment the provisions of title VI which re-
quire that no persons shall on the ground
of race, color, or national origin be ex-
cluded from participation in federally
assisted programs, EDA has established
requirements for minority representa-
tion that must be met by all planning
and development organizations. In order
to insure the highest possible quality of
representation, EDA requires that mi-
nority groups be provided the opporiu-
nity to select thelr own represeniatives.

(4) In addition, as part of its commit-
ment to equal opportunity in empioy-
ment, EDA requires that all planning and
development organizations must make
affirmative action commitments in the
employment of minority group members
on the professional and support stafls.

(¢) Definitions. For the purpose of this
section, the following terms used herein
are defined as follows:

(1) The term “minority”’ refers W
Negroes, Orientals, American Indians,
Eskimos, Aleuts, and Spn.nlsh—sumumcd
Americans. “

(2) The term “Board of Directors” re
fers to any governing body of the De-
velopment District or the county or mul-
ticounty planning organization.

1 See 13 CFR § 303.30.
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(3) The term “Executive Committee”
refers to the group of individuals on the
Board of Directors which is
authority to act in behalf of the Board of
Directors.

(4) The term "“planning and develop-
ment organizations' refers to develop-
ment district organizations, county and
multicounty planning organizations,
and/or OEDP Committees.

(d) Minority representation require-
ments? The standards established below
are the minimum representation require-
ments which shall be met by all planning
and development organizations. Where
State laws or regulations preclude the
degree of minority representation re-
quired by this section, EDA will consult
with individual organizations and deter-
mine the means to effect meaningful in-
yolvement of minorities.

(1) Determination of minority repre-
sentation. (1) Boards of Directors and
OEDP Committees. The percentage of
the minority representation within the
total membership of & Board of Directors
or an OEDP Committee shall equal or
exceed the percentage of the minority
population within the entire area served
by the organization with the following
exceptions

(a) Where the minority population
equals or exceeds 5 percent but, because
of the size of the Board of OEDP Com-
mittee, is not sufficiently large to estab-
lish representation In accordance with
the above paragraph of this section,
there shall be at least one minority
representative.

(b) Where the minerity population
txceeds 25 percent of the total popula-
tion, the minority representation is not
required to be greater than one-fourth.

(i) Erecutive Committees. The mem-
bership of the Executive Committee shall
reflect the ratio of the minority repre-
sentation on the Board of Directors. In
all cases where there is minority repre-
sentation on the Board by virtue of the
requirements of paragraph (d) (1) ) of
this section, there shall be at least one
minority representative on the Executive
Committee,

2) Selection of minority representa-
tives, A1l planning and development or-
funizations are required to provide
Minorities with the opportunity to select
thelr own representatives.

@) Implementation procedures *—(1)

frict organizations and county and
mumcaynty organizations—<(i) New or-
sanizations, (@) The following guidelines
ire established as a model procedure to
mfc that, after the effective date of
Section, new planning and develop-
Ment organizations seeking final EDA
m;sm of an application for initial
it NE or & request for district desig-
ion shall provide minorities the op-
?vgunlty to select their own representa-
i A new organization may develop
- ternate procedure if it believes that
brocedure will better achieve the

Feports and plans required pursuant

s subsection shall be in sufficlent dotall

P med appropriste by EDA to meet the
1¥Pose of paragraph (d) of this section.

No. 204—3
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minority representation requirements
than the model. Such an alternate pro-
cedure must be approved by the Director,
Office of Equal Opportunity, in coordina-
tion with the Regional Director, after
an initial review by the Equal Oppor-
tunity Specialist.

(1) The organization shall prepare &
written inventory of all political, eivie,
religious, professional, social, and fra-
ternal organizations and groups sub-
stantially representative of the minority
groups in the areas. Such inventory shall
include the following information:

() The names and maliling addresses
of the local organizations.

(i) Descriptions of their activities f
not self-evident from the organizations’
names) .,

(#i) Minority group(s) represented by
the organization.

(fv) Approximate numerical member-
ship for each organization.

(2) The organization shall notify in
writing the minority organizations and
groups listed In the inventory of the
efforts being undertaken to organize a
planning and development organization,
and of EDA’s minority representation re-
quirements. It shall also request repre-
sentatives of the minority organizations
and groups to assemble at a designated
time and place for the purpose of select-
ing the minority representatives who will
participate in the formation and activi-
ties of the organization and become
members of the Board of Directors. The
role of the organization at such a meet-
ing should be limited to coordinating the
meeting and assisting the minority or-
ganizations and groups in selecting their
representatives.

() In all cases, whether the new plan-
ning and development organization fol-
lows the model procedure established in
(a) of this subdivision or develops an ap-
proved alternate procedure, the following
minimum information shall be required
as part of the application for initial
funding, or where funds are not re-
quested, as part of the District OEDP:

(1) A listing of all political, civic, re-
ligious, fraternal, professional, and social
organizations substantially representa-
tive of minority groups in the area served.

(2) The names of the organizations
listed in subdivision (i) (b) (1) of this
subparagraph which were actually given
the opportunity to participate In the
selection of minority representatives. If
any of the organizations were not given
such an opportunity, an explanation
should be given.

(3) A description of the method or
methods by which minority groups were
notified.

(4) A description of the method or
procedures through which minority rep-
resentation was achieved.

(5) The names of the minority p.r-
sons selected by the minority organiza-
tions and groups to serve as minority
representatives.

(¢) The Regional Chief, Planning Di-
vision, shall review the information sub-
mitted pursuant to subdivision (1) (b) of
this subparagraph and shall certify
whether the new planning and develop-
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ment organization has complied with the
requirements of paragraph (d) of this
section. Such certification shall be made
part of the application file,

(i1) Ezxisting organizations. The fol-
lowing procedures have been established
by EDA to assure that the requirements
of paragraph (d) of this section are met,
This may be accomplished through
natural turnover in the membership or
expansion of the board and revision of
the bylaws, Each planning and develop-
ment organization which, as of the effec-
tive date of this section, has already been
funded by EDA or which represents an
already designated district shall either
certify that it has already met the re-
quirements of paragraph (d) of this sec-
tion by submitting an acceptable report
as required in paragraph (e) (1) (ii) (a)
of this section or shall Implement the
requirements in the manner set forth In
subdivision (ii) (b) of this subparagraph.

(a) Within 6 months from the date it
receives official EDA notice of the minor-
ity representation requirements, the or-
ganization shall submit a written report
certifying that the requirements of para-
graph (d) of this section have been met,

(1) This report shall include the
following:

(i) The total population and the
minority population of the area served
by the organization.

(i) A list of all the members of the
Board and of the Executive Committee
indicating the minority representatives.

(fif) A description of the methods
through which this minority representa-
tion was established.

(2) This report shall be reviewed by
the Equal Opportunity Specialist who
shall make recommendations to the Di-
rector, Office of Equal Opportunity, and
the Regional Director for approval.

(b) Within 6 months from the date it
receives officlal EDA notice of the minor-
ity representation requirements, the or-
ganization shall develop a written plan
describing the means through which
EDA’s minority representation require-
ments will be met. The plan should be
based on the model procedure outlined
in subdivision (il) (a) (1) of this subpara~
graph or an alternate procedure which
the organization deems appropriate.

(1) The plan shall include the follow-
ing information:

(i) The total population and the
minority population of the area served
by the organization.

(i) A listing of all political, civic,
religious, fraternal, professional, and
soclal organizations substantially rep-
resentative of the minority groups in
the area served.

(il) Numerical goals for minority rep-
resentation and projected size of the
Board and Executive Committee.

(fv) A description of the method and
steps by which the minority representa-
tion requirements will be achieved.,

(v) A timetable scheduling the dates
by which such steps will be taken,

(vi) Revisions of bylaws.

(vif) The efforts already undertaken
to achieve minority representation.

(2) The plan shall be reviewed by the
Equal Opportunity Specialist who shall
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make recommendations to the Director,
Office of Equal Opportunity, and the
Regional Director for approval.

(3) The plan shall be implemented

ticable, but no later than 1 year from
the date of approval. At that time the
organization shall submit an implemen-
tation report outlining how the plan has
been implemented, and describing the
makeup of the Board Directors and the
Executive Committee. This report shall
be reviewed by the Equal Opportunity
Specialist who shall make recommenda-
tions to the Regional Director and the
Director, Office of Equal Opportunity, for
approval.

(2) Area OEDP Committees—(i) New
OEDP Committees. (a) Prior to the ap-
proval by EDA of an initial Overall Eco-
nomic Development Program (OEDP),
an area OEDP Committee must certify
that it has met the minority representa-
tion requirements established in subsec-
tion (d) above. The committee should
use the model procedure outlined in sub-
paragraph (1) (1) of this paragraph or an
altemnative procedure which it has de-
veloped.

(b) The initial OEDP shall include a
list of the members of the OEDP Com-
mittee with an indication of race and
description of the methods through
which the minority representation re-
quirement was met.

(ii) Existing OEDP Committees. Each
existing OEDP Committee shall be re-
quired to meet the minority representa-
tion requirements established in para-
graph (d) of this section. The first an-
nual OEDP report required by EDA
1 year after the effective date of this sec-
tion shall include a list of the members
of the OEDP Committee with an indica-
tion of race, and a description of the
methods through which the minority
representation requirement was met.

(3) Reporting procedures. (1) After
's requirements for minority repre-
sentation have been met, each planning
and development organization will be
required to report annually to EDA its
minority membership and/or the mem-
bership of all governing bodies and func-
tional committees. Such reports shall in-
clude by name, county of residence, and
racial or ethnic group (l.e., Caucasian,
Negro, Spanish-American, Indian, Eski-
mo, Aleut, or Oriental), the composition
of each body (e.g., Officers, Executive
Board, Board of Directors, Health Edu-
cation Committee, OEDP Committee,
Advisory Board, etc.). For those orga-
nizations that annually submit a Profile,
an updated version containing this in-
formation will meet this requirement.
Each organization subject to the require-
ments of paragraph (f) of this section
shall also include a report on the prog-
ress made under its affirmative action
program.

(i) In order to assist EDA In evaluat-
ing whether the minority membership is
adequate, the report shall include on the
basis of the most recent available data,
the following statistics:

(@) The total population of the area
served by the organization.
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() The minority population of the
area served by the organization.

(i) The Planning Division of each
Regional Office shall provide a copy of
each report submitted by a planning and
development organization to the Equal
Opportunity Specialist within 7 days of
the receipt of each report.

(iv) The Equal Opportunity Specialist
shall review all reports and immediately
notifly the Regional Director and Direc-
tor, Office of Equal Opportunity, when
deficiencies in the requirement of sub-
section (d) are noted or when any other
equal opportunity questions arise. He
shall include in his monthly report to the
Director, Office of Equal Opportunity, a
list of all reports he has reviewed and his
evaluation of the organizations’ compli-
ance with this section.

(f) Affirmative action programs. (1)
Under the Department of Commerce
title VI regulations, recipients of EDA fi-
nancial assistance are required to take
affirmative action to insure that job ap-
plicants are employed, and treated during
employment, without regard to their
race, color or national origin. As part of
the implementation of this requirement,
EDA requires that each district and
county and multicounty planning or-
ganization shall submit a written affirm-
ative action program describing its com-
mitment to employ minorities on its
professional and support staff. The
affirmative action program shall include
the following:

(1) An analysis of minority stafling.
BEach district, county, and multicounty
planning organization should make an
analysis of its staffing to determine
whether minority group members are
being underutilized in either professional
or clerical job categories. In determining
whether minority group members are
being underutilized in any job category,
the organization must consider at least
all of the following factors:

(a) The total population and the mi-
nority population in the area served.

(b) The availability of promotable mi-
nority employees on the current staff.

(¢) The anticipated expansion, con-
traction, and turnover in the staff,

(d) The existence of training institu-
tions capable of training minority group
members in the requisite skills.

(e) The degree of training which the
organization is reasonably able to under-
take as a means of making stafl positions
available to minority group members.

(i) Goals and timetables, The organi-
zation must establish goals and, where
appropriate, timetables for the employ-
ment of minorities on its professional
and support stafl. In the case of existing
district and county and multicounty
planning organizations, goals and time-
tables must be designed to correct mi-
nority underutilization. In establishing
its timetables, existing organizations
shall take into consideration such factors
as natural turnover and attrition. Time-
tables should not be based on termina-
tions of staff in order to establish minor-
ity representation. New organizations
must establish goals on the basis of the
five factors contained in subdivision (1)

of this subparagraph. The minority
members on the staff of each organiz.
tion should in general reflect the ratig of
minority representation required for the
Board of Directors.

(1) Additional items to be included
The aflirmative action program shall ks
include the following:

(@) A statement of the organization’s
equal employment opportunity policy.

(b) A list of sources for minority
recruitment.

(¢) The name of the person desi-
nated by the organization as the director
or manager of the affirmative action pro-
gram. (The person designated should
have the authority and responsibility for
effectively implementing the program)

(d) Evidence that the organization
has validated job requirements to ensure
that the requirements are reasonable
and do not include experience factors
which would automatically exclude
otherwise qualified minority candidates

(2) Submission of affirmative action

program:
(i) Each new organization shall sub-
mit its affirmative action program with
the application for funding, or in case
funds are not requested, as part of the
OEDP,

(i) Each existing organization shall
submit its affirmative action program
with the report required by paragraph
(e) (1) (i) (a) of this section or with the
implementation report required by pera-
graph (e) (1) (iD) (b) of this section,

(3) Determination of satisfactory al-
firmative action program:

(i) The Equal Opportunity Specialist

(a) Evaluate each affirmative action
program and, where necessary, negoti-
ate with the planning and development
organizations to correct any deficiencies.
Where problems arise in such negotis-
tions, the Equal Opportunity Specialist
shall immediately advise, in writing, the
Regional Director and Director, Office of
Equal Opportunity, Washington, D.C.

(b) Prepare a writien evaluation of
each affirmative action program and for-
ward his evaluation, together with a copy
of the affirmative action program,
through the Regional Director to the Di-
rector, Office of Equal Opportunity,
Washington, D.C.

(ii) The Director, Office of Equal Op-
portunity, shall determine whether each
affirmative action program is salisfac-
tory.~In those instances where the Di-
rector, Office of Equal Opportunity de-
termines that the affirmative action pro-
gram s unacceptable he shall, in
coordination with the Regional Director,
so inform the organization submitting
the program and shall negotiate with the
organization to correct any deficiencies.

(g) Compliance review procedures. In
order to determine whether planning
and development organizations are com-
plying with the provisions of this section.
EDA shall conduct perfodic compliance
reviews in accordance with the following
procedures: ;

(1) Responsibilities of the Ared E“'.”-f;l
Opportunity Specialist, (1) The EqQu :
Opportunity Specialist shall conduc
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compliance reviews of organizations

henever:
'(a) Requested by the Regional Di-
rector, or through the Regional Director
by the Director, Office of Equal Oppor-
tunity or the Director, Office of Develop-
ment Organizations,

(h) A complaint or an evaluation of
an organization’s initial or revised OEDP,
second stage OEDP, or progress re-

indicates possible compliance
deficiencies,

(1) The compliance review shall be
conducted in accordance with the pro-
cedures set forth in EDA Directive 7.03
and shall include an evaluation of the
{ollowing elements of the organization's
complinnce status.

(@) The performance of the organi-
gation in meeting its quantitative goals
and timetables for minority participa-
tion,

(b) The performance of the organi-
gation in assuring that minority repre-
sgentatives actually participate in the
business of the organization.

(¢) The performance of the organi-
mtlon with regard to employment of
minorities on its staff,

(fil) In evaluating these elements of
compliance, the Equal Opportunity Spe-
clalist shall utilize standards set forth
in the organization’s initial OEDP, or
latest affirmative action program, these
standards having been approved by EDA
during their formulation.

(2) Compliance review reports. Re-
ports of compliance reviews shall be
processed in accordance with EDA Direc-
tive 702 and shall be transmitted
through the Regional Director to the Di-
rector, Office of Equal Opportunity. The
Director, Office of Equal Opportunity,
shall furnish one copy of each review of
the Director of the Office of Development
Organizations in addition to the distribu-
Egg of coples required by EDA Directive
LU, .

(3) Noncompliance procedures. Where
compliance reviews, or reviews of re-
quired reports indicate a failure to com-
bly with this section, the Director, Office
of Equal Opportunity, shall, in coordi-
nation with the Regional Director, notify
the planning and development organiza-
tlons, and the matter will be resolved by
informal means whenever possible. If the
Director, Office of Equal Opportunity, in
toordination with the Regional Director,
determines that the matter cannot be
resolved by informal means, they shall,
through the Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Economic Development Planning,
recommend to the Assistant Secretary
that compliance be effected by the sus-
penston or termination of Federal finan-
tlal assistance or the refusal to grant or
1o continue Pederal financial assistance,
&’.by any other means authorized by

Wi. Any procedures taken to effect
g’;nbllancc must be consistent with the

Partment of Commerce Civil Rights
egulations (15 CFR Part 8, Subpart B).
; 9';}!15 section became effective June 1,

Roserr A, PODESTA,
Assistant Secretary
for Economic Development.
PR Doo.71-15343 Piled 10-20-71:8:50 am]
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS
AND SPACE

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation

[Alrspace Docket No. T1-EA-107]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Designation and Alteration of Control
Zone and Transition Area

On page 14658 of the FEpEraAL REGISTER
for August 7, 1971, the Federal Aviation
Administration published a proposed rule
which would designate a Beckley, W. Va.,
control zone and alter the Beckley, W.
Va., transition area (36 F.R. 2152),

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit writ-
ten data or views. No objections to the
proposed regulation have been received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed

regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 Gan.t, December 9, 1971,
(Sec. 807(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
72 Stat. T40; 49 U.S.C. 1348, sec. 6(c) De-
partment of Transportation Act, 40 U.S.C.
1655(c))

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y,, on October 6,
1971,
Roserr H. StaANTON,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a Beckley, W. Va., control zone
as follows:

Brexrey, W, Va,

Within & 65-mile radius of the center,
37"46°04" N, B1*07'27'* W. of Raleigh County
Memorinl Alrport, Beckley, W. Va., and within
3 miles each side of the Beckley VOR 284°
radial extending from the 6.5-mile-radius
zone to 85 miles west of the VOR.

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Beckley,
W. Va., T00-foot floor transition area
and insert the following in lieu thereof:

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 10-mile radius
of the center, 37°46°'564' N, 81°07°27"' W. of
Ralelgh County Memorial Airport, Beckley,
W. Va,: within & 14-mile radius of tho center
of Raleigh County Memorial Airport, extend-
ing clockwise from the 025* bearing to the
215° bearing from the alrport and within
4.5 miles north and 9.5 miles south of the
Beckley VOR 284* radial, extending from the
VOR to 18,5 miles west of the VOR.

[FR Doc.71-15312 Flled 10-20-71;8:48 am]

[Alrspace Docket No, 71-EA-88|

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zones and
Transition Area

On page 14657 of the FEvErAL REGISTER
for August 7, 1971, as amended on page
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15669 for August 17, 1971, the Federal
Aviation Administration published a pro-
posed rule which would alter the Fort
Eustis, Va. (36 F.R. 2081) and Newport
News, Va. (36 F.R. 2110) Control Zones
and Norfolk, Va., Transition Area (36
FR., 2243).

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. A comment was
received from Eugene Marlin, represent-
ing the Peninsula Airport Commission,
objecting to the imposition of an exten-
sion of the Fort Eustis Control Zone so
as to derogate quality of IFR traffic des-
tined for runway 6 at Patrick Henry Alr-
port. However, IFR traffic at both Patrick
Henry Afrport and Felker Army Air Field
are controlled by Norfolk Approach Con-
trol, and no confliction or other disrup-
tion 1s anticipated.

The original description is also being
amended to add a note restricting the
hours of operation of the Fort Eustis
control zone to less than 24 hours. This
is a less restrictive amendment, and no-
tice and public procedure are unnec-

essary.,

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted, effective
0901 G.m.t. December 9, 1871, except as
follows:

1. In paragraph 1, of the NPRM add
the following language after the Fort
Eustis, Va., description:

This control zone is effective from 0600 to
2300 hours, local time, dally.

(Sec, 307(a), of the Federal Avistion Act of
1958, 72 Stat. 740: 49 US.C. 1348; sec. 6(c),
Department of Transportation Act, 40 US.C.
1655(¢) )

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on October 6,

1971,
Rosert H. STANTON,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations, so as to delete the
description of the Fort Eustis, Va., con-
trol zone and insert the following in lieu
thereof:

Within & S5-mile radius of the center,
37°07°45"" N, T6°36'45"" W., of Felker AAP,
Fort Eustis, Va,, and within 3 miles each
side of the 323* bearing from the Felker AAF
RBN, extending from the 5-mile-radius zone
to 8.5 milea northwest of the RBN, excluding
the portion that coincides with the Newport
News, Vn,, control zone. This control zone is
:ﬂectlve from 0600 to 2300 hours, local time,

ally.

2. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations, so as to delete the
description of the Newport News, Va.,
control zone and insert the following in
lieu thereof:

Within a S5-mile radius of the center,
37°07'51"" N, 76°29°35"" W., of Patrick Henry
Alrport, Newport News, Va,, excluding the
portion that coincides with the Hampton
Roads, Va., control zone.

3. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations, so as to delete the
description of the Norfolk, Va,, 700-foot
floor transition area and insert in lieu
thereof ;

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface bounded by a line
beginning at 87°10'36" N., 76*17'35"° W., to
86°40°45" N, 75°52'05"" W., to 36°20'25"" N.,
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T6°00'40'" W., 10 36°35°40"" N, 76°18°'40"" W,
to 86°54°00"" N., 76°27'30" W., 10 36°54'00""
N, 76°36°15"" W,, to 37*11'30"" N., 76°46’40"*
W., to 837°16°10"" N,, 76°89°25'* W., to 37°11'-
B0'* N, 76°16°20"" W., thence to the point of
s within 2 miles southeast and 5
miles northwest of the Langley AFB, Hamp-
ton, Va. (37°05°05"” N,, 76°21°25°* W.) Run-
way 7 centerline extended 15 miles north-
east of the end of Runway 7; within the arc
of an 8.5-mile radius circle centered on Pa-
trick Henry Alrport, Newport News, Va.
(37°07'61"" N, 7T6°20'35 W.) extending
clockwise from s 823* bearing to a 066° bear-
ing from the center of the alrport; within
3.5 miles each side of the Patrick Heury Alr-
port ILS localizer southwest course, extend-
ing from the LOM to 11,6 miles southwest,

[FR Doc.71-15311 Flled 10-20-71;8:48 am |

[Alrspace Docket No. T1-80-83)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On August 11, 1971, & notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
FEpERAL REcISTER (36 F.R. 14763) stat-
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA) was considering amend-
ments to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations that would alter the Fort
Lauderdale, Fla, control zone and
Miami, Fla., transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the pro-
posed rule making through the submis-
sion of comments. All comments received
were favorable, '

Subsequent to the publication of the
notice the geographical position for the
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood Interna-
tional; Miami International; Opa Locka;
Tamiami; and Fort Lauderdale Execu-
tive airports have been recomputed. Ac-
cordingly, action has been taken herein
to reflect the recomputed geographical
positions.

Since these amendments are minor in
nature and no substantive change in the
regulations is effected, notice and public
procedure thereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t. De-
cember 9, 1971, as hereinafter set forth,

1, In §71.171 (36 FR, 2055) “Fort
Lauderdale, Fla."” is amended to read:

FORT LAUDERDALE, FLA.

Wwithin a 5-mlile radius of Fort Lauderdale-
Hollywood International Afrport (Iat, 26°04°
26" N,, long. 80*09°10"" W,); within 3 miles
each side of Fort Lauderdale VOR 084°, 276*
and 306° radials, extending from the S-mile
radius zone to 8.5 miles east, west, and north-
west of the VOR.

2. In § 71181 (36 F.R, 2140, 2481 and
3262) “Miami, Fla.” is amended to read:
Mirami, Fra,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 85-mile
radius of Miami International Alrport (lat.
25°47'34"" N, long. 80*17°10" W.): within 3
miles each side of Runway OL ILS localizer
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west course, extending from the 8.5 radius
arca to 85 miles west of Portland RBN;
within 3 miles each side of Miami VORTAC
139* radial, extending from the 85-mile
radius area to the VORTAC; within 3 miles
each side of Runway 27L ILS jocalizer east
course, extending from the 85-mile radius
area to 8.5 miles east of Orange RBN; within
4.5 miles each side of Runway 27L ILS local~
izer west course, extending from the 85-mile
radius area to the Miami VORTAC 206*
radial; within an 85-mile radius of Opa
Locka Alrport (lat. 256°54'26'° N, long. 80*
16’48’ W,), Homestead AFB (lat, 25°20'15'"
N., long. 80'23°00"" W,), Tamiami Alrport
(Iat, 25°38°51"" N,, long. 80*35'59'' W.) and
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood International
Alrport (lat. 26°04'26°" N., long. 80°00'10""
W.); within a 6.5-mile radius of Fort Lauder-
dale Executive Alrport (lat, 26°11'41" N,,
long, 80*10"156"" W.).

(Sec. 307(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of
1858, 49 US.C. 1348(a), 1510); Executive
Order 10854, 24 F.R. 9565; sec. 6(¢), Depart-
me)x;t of Transportation Act, 40 US.C. 1655
(e

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 13, 1971,
T. McCORMACK,

Acting Chief, Airspace and
Afr Traffic Rules Division,

[FR Doc.71-156310 Filed 10-20-71;8:48 am|)

[Atrspace Docket No, 71-8S0-78]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On August 11, 1971, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
FepERAL REGISTER (36 F.R. 14762) stating
that the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion was considering amendments to Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
that would alter the Key West, Fla., con-
trol zone and transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the pro-
posed rule making through submission of
comments. All comments received were
favorable,

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is

amended, effective 0901 G.m.t.,, Decem-
ber 9, 1971, as hereinafter set forth.
L. In §71171 (36 FR. 2055, 3262)
“Key West, Fla." is amended to read:
Ky WesT, FLa.

Within a 5-mile radius of Key West Inter-
national Alrport (lat. 24°33'22"” N, long.
81°45°35'° W.); within 3 mlles each side of
the 268* bearing from Fish Hook RBN, ex-
tending from the S5-mile radius zone to 8.5
miles west of the RBEN; within 3 miles each
side of Key West VORTAC 309° radial, ex-
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 85
miles northwest of the VORTAC; within a
5-mlile radius of Key West NAS (Boca Chica)
(Jat, 24°34'30"° N, long. 81%41°15" W.);
within 3 miles each side of the 251* bearing
from Key West NAS UHF RBN, exte
from the 5-mile radius zone to 11.5 miles
west of the RBN,

2. In §71.181 (36 FP.R. 2140)
West, Fla.” is amended to read:

-m

Ky Wesy, Pra,

That alrspace extending upward from 7
feet above the surface within an 85-mi.
radius of Key West International Atrport (i
24°38'22'" N., long. 81°45'35"" W.): withis
6 miles each side of Key West VORTAC 305+
radial, extending from the 85-mile radiy
area to 8.5 mlles northwest of the VORTAQ
within an 8.5-mile radius of Key West NAs
(Boca Chica) (lat. 24°34°30"" N, long. &)
41’15 W.). '

(Sec. 307(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of
1958, 40 UBS.0, 1348(n), 1510; Executive Orde
10854, 24 P.R. 9565; sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 16855(¢))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oclo

ber 13, 1971.
T. McCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Trafic Rules Division

| FR Doc.71-156309 Piled 10-20-71;8:47 am|

|Alrspace Docket No, 71-EA-114)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On page 16591 of the FEperAL REGISTER
for August 24, 1971, the Federal Aviation
Administration published a proposed rule
which would alter the Morgantown,
W. Va., control zone (36 F.R, 2107, 12897)
and transition area (36 F.R. 2237),

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. An objection was
received from William H. Friesell, repre-
senting Keystone Aeronautics Corp, in-
dicating a possible delay to IFR ap-
proaches to Connellsville Airport because
of the extension of the Morgantown con-
trol zone. However, no such delay i
anticipated.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed

regulations are hereby adopted, effective
0901 G.m.t., December 9, 1971.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1956,
72 Stat. 740; 49 U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Depart-
ment of Transportation Act, 40 USC. 165
(e))

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on October §,
1971,
RoBERT H. STANTON,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of he
Federal Aviation Regulations so as @
delete the description of the Morgan-

town, W. Va., control zone and insert the
following in lieu thereof:

Within a 5.5-mile radius of the cenier,
80*38'34"" N., T9*55'01"" W, of M‘:‘rg‘a'mo::l
Muniel Morgantown, W. Vs, €=
undm:‘c‘locmkmfmm a 220* bearing to 8
030° bearing from the airport; within &
7.5-mile radius of the center of the alrparh,
extending clockwise from a 030* bearing to
& 040° bearing from the airport; within &
14.5-mile radius of the center of the AerW;
extending clockwise from a 040° bearing -
a 075* bearing from the airport; within
10-mile radius of the center of the urw’;
extending clockwise from a 075° bearlng %
s 105° bearing from the alrport; within
g-mile radius of the center of the airpore
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sxtending clockwise from & 105° bearing to
s 140* bearing from the alrport; within a
10-mile radius of the center of the alrport,
extending clockwise from & 140° bearing to
& 202* bearing from the sirport; within a
75-mile radius of the center of the atrport,
extending clockwise from a 202* bearing to
# 220° bearing from the alrport and within
2 miles each side of the 168° bearing from
the Bobtown REN, extending from the 5.5-
mile-radius arc to the RBN.

2, Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Morgan-
own, W. Va,, T700-foot-floor transition
srea and Insert the following in lleu
thereof:

That alrspace extending upward from 700
foet above the surface within an 115-mile
radius of the center, 39°38°34°* N., 79°55'01""
W. of Morgantown Municipal Afrport,
Morgantown, W. Va., extending clockwise
from a 205° bearing to s 030° bearing from
the airport; within a 189-mile radius of the
ceater of the alrport, extending clockwise
from a 030* bearing to a 055° bearing from
the alrport; within an 18-mile radius of
the center of the alrport, extending clock-
wise from a 056° bearing to a 065* bearing
from the alrport; within a 15-mile radius
of the center of the alrport, extending clock-
wise from & 065* bearing to a 095* bearing
from the airport; within a 16.5-mile radius
of the center of the airport, extending clock-
wise from a 095° bearing to » 157* bearing
from the alrport; within a 14-mile radius of
the center of the airport, extending clock-
wise from a 157° bearing to a 205* bearing
from the sirport; within 5 miles each side
of the Morgantown VORTAC 152" radial
exiending from the VORTAC to 95 miles
foutheast of the VORTAC and within 5 miles
southwest and 7.5 miles porthesst of the
Mergantown VORTAC 334* radial, extending
from the 11.5-mile-radius src to 22 miles
rurthwest of the VORTAC.

[FR Doc.71-15313 Piled 10-20-71;8:48 am|

[Alrspace Docket No. 71-SO-68]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW : ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone

On August 13, 1971, & notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
Prormal Recister (36 F.R. 15127) stat-
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (PAA) was considering an
amendmant to Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations that would alter
the Myrtle Beach AFB, S.C., control zone.

Interested persons were afforded an
Pportunity to participate in the pro-
posed rule making through the submis-
fion of comments. All comments received
Were favorable,

- In consideration of the foregoing, Part

1 of the Federal Aviation regulations is
?mded. effective 0901 G.m.t., Decem-

rIng' 1971, as hereinafter set forth.

§17L171 (36 FR. 2055) “Myrtle
Beach AFB, S.C." is amended to read:

Mynrie Bracs AFB, S.0.

Within a S-mite radius of Myrile Beach
N., Long. 78*55°45"" W.) ;
each side on Conway

nije radial, extending from the 5-
™adius zone to 6.5 miles South of the
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TACAN; within 25 miles each side of the
167" bearing from Conwny RBN, extending
from the 5-mile radius zone to the RBN,
(Sec. 307(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of
1958, 40 US.C. 1348(a), 1510; Executive Or-
der 10854, 24 F.R, 05665; sec. 6(c),

of Transportation Act, 49 US.C. 1655(c) )

Issued in Washington, D.C. on
October 13, 1971,

T. McCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doe.71-15307 Piled 10-20-71;8:47 am]

| Alrspace Docket No, 7T1-8SW-31]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area;
Correction

On September 18, 1971, F.R. Doc. No.
T1-13772 was published in the Feoeran
RecisTER (36 F.R. 18639). This document
amended Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations by designating the Port
Lavaca, Tex., transition area. Subse-
quent to publication of the document, it
was discovered there had been an error
made in conversion of the 242* magnetic
radial, as utilized in the approach proce-
dure, to the true radial which is used in
the airspace description. The true radial
was Incorrectly shown as 233° rather
than the correct radial of 250°. It was
also determined that the magnetic varia-
tion at the Palacios, Tex., VORTAC site
was 8° and should have been used rather
than the 9° magnetic variation existing
at the Calhoun County Alrport site. Ac-
tion is taken herein to correct this error.

Since this amendment imposes no un-
due burden on any person, notice and
public procedure hereon are unneces-
Sary.

In consideration of the foregoing, ef-
fective immediately, F.R. Doc, No. 71-
13772 is amended by deleting *“and
within 2,5 miles each side of the Palacios
VORTAC 233" radial” and substituting
“and within 2.5 miles each side of the
Palacios VORTAC 250" radial” therefor.
(Seec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
49 US.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 US.C. 1665(c))

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex.,
October 8, 1971,
R.V.REYNOLDS,

Acting Director, Southwest Region.
[FR Doc.71-15306 Piled 10-20-71;8:47 am]

on

[Alrspace Docket No. T1-EA-116]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

On page 16592 of the FepxrAL REGISTER
for August 24, 1971, the Federal Aviation
Administration published a proposed

20365

rule which would alter the Indlana, Pa.,
transition area (36 F.R, 2207),

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulation have been
received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed

regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 G.m.t., December 9, 1971,
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1058,
T2 Stat, 749; 40 U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(0), Depart-
ment of Transportation Act, 49 US.C.
16558(¢c) )

Issued In Jamalca, N.Y., on Octo-
ber 6, 1971.
RosertT H, STANTON,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend § 71,181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations 50 as to delete
the description of the Indiana, Pa., 700-
foot-floor transition area and insert the
following in lieu thereof:

That airspace extending upward 700 feet
above the surface within a 7-mile radius of
the center (40°38°00"" N., 7T9"06'15" W.) of
Indiana County-Jimmy Stewart Pield, In-
diana, Pa,, and within 35 miles cach side
of the 001* bearing from the Indiana RBN
(40%37'54"" N., 70'08'51"" W) extending from
;.{h;;-mge-ndlus area to 9.5 miles east of the

[FR Doc.71-15314 Filed 10-20-71;8:48 am )

[Alrspace Docket No. 71-80-150]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Federal Airways and
Reporting Point

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to make an editorial amendment
in the description of VOR Federal air-
way Nos. 11, 67, and 178; and the Padu-
cah, Ky, reporting point,

The name of the Paducah, Ky., VOR-
TAC has been changed to Cunningham,
Ky.
Accordingly, action is being taken
herein to reflect this name change in the
description of V-11, V-67 and V-178 air-
ways, and the low altitude reporting
point,

Since this amendment is editorial in
nature and no change in the regulation
is effected, notice and public procedure
thereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is amended effective upon publica-
tion in the Feoerar RecIsTER, a5 herein-
after set forth.

1. In § 71,123 (36 F.R, 2010 and 18786)
V-11, V-67, and V-178 are amended by
deleting in the text “Paducah, Ky.” and
substituting “Cunningham, Ky.” therefor,

2. In § 71.203 (36 F.R. 2301) “Paducah,
Ky." 18 deleted and “Cunningham, Ky.”
is substituted therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Foderal Avistion Act of 1958,
49 US.C. 2348(a); and sec, 6(c), Department
of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c))
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Issued In Washington, D.C., on Octo~

ber 13, 1971,
T. McCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Trafic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.71-16315 Filed 10-20-71:8:48 am]

[Alrspace Docket No, 71-RM-15]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE

Alteration of Restricted Areaq;
Correction

On September 10, 1871, F.R. Doc. No.
71-13288 was published in the FEDERAL
RecisTer subdividing Restricted Area
R~6404B, Hill AFB Range North, Utah,
by redesignating it as two separate areas,
and will become effective November 11,
1971, Subsequent to publication of the
document, it was noted that the new
area established was inadvertently
omitted from the Continental Control
Area. Accordingly, action is taken herein
to include Restricted Area R-6404C, Hill
AFB Range East, Utah, in the Con-
tinental Control Area.

Since this amendment is minor in
nature and one in which the public is not
particularly interested, notice and public
procedure hereon are unnecessary and a
good cause exists for making this amend-
ment effective on less than 30 days
notice.

In consideration of the foregoing, F.R.
Doc. No. T1-13289 is amended, effective
upon publication in the FepEmAL REGIS-
TER, &s follows:

In § 71.151 “R-6404C, Hill AFB Range
East, Utah" is added.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Aot of 1058, 49
US.C. 1348(n); sec. 6(¢c), Department of
Transportation Act, 490 US.C. 16556(0))

Issued in Washington, D.C,, on Octo-
ber 13, 1971,
T. MCCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division,

| FR Doc.71-15306 Filed 10-20-71;8:47 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. T0-EA-T3]

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES

Designation of Area High Route;
* Correction

On September 17, 1971, F.R. Doc. No,
71-13615 was published in the Feperan
ReGIsTER (36 F.R. 18575) which amends
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions, effective 0901 G.m.t., November 11,
1971, by adding area high route J810R
between O'Hare Airport at Chicago, 11,
and La Guardia Airport at New York
City. Due to 3ubsequent changes in termi-
nal area handling procedures the last
waypoint on J810R would be more com-
patible with the changes if moved several
miles westward along the route. There-
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fore, action is taken herein to delete the
Broadway, N.J., waypoint and to move
the last waypoint westward to Pennwell,
NJ.

Since this amendment is minor in
nature and no substantive change in the
regulation is effected, notice and public
procedure thereon aré unnecessary, and
good cause exists for making this amend-
ment effective on less than 30 days notice,

In consideration of the foregoing, effec-
tive upon publication in the FEDERAL
Recister, F.R. Doc. 71-13615 (36 F.R.
18575) is amended as hereinafter set
forth.

In JBIOR (O'Hare Alrport st Chicago, Il
to La Guardia Airport at New York City), the
last waypoint “Broadway, NJ."” and Iati-
tude /longitude “40 46 11,74 51 03" are de-
leted and “Pennwell, N.J.," and “40 48 08/
74 55 50" are substituted therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
49 US.C. 1348(n); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 US.0. 16656(¢))

Issued in Washington, D.C,, on Octo-
ber 13, 1971.
T. McCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traflic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.71-156308 Filod 10-20-71;8:47 am|

Chapter Il—Civil Aeronautics Board

SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS
[Reg. ER-704, Amdt. 3]

PART 207—CHARTER TRIPS AND
SPECIAL SERVICES

Expansion of the "“Area of Opera-
tions" of Airlift International, Inc.
for Cargo Charters

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 15th day of October 1971,

In notice of proposed rule making
EDR-206, the Board proposed to amend
Part 207 of the Economic Regulations (14
CFR Part 207) to expand the “area of
operations” of Airlift International, Inc.
(Airlift) to include cargo charter au-
thority to the islands of the Caribbean.
Comments were filed by the following:
Airlift, Eastern Air Lines, Inc. (Eastern),
Pan American World Airways, Inc, (Pan
American), Tramp Airgo International,
Inc. (Tramp Alrgo) * and by National Air

Carrier Association (NACAY representing
certain member carriers.”

1 June 30, 1071, docket 22880, 36 P.R. 12748,

i Tramp Alrgo appiied on Nov, 11, 1870, for
a certificate to serve Bermuda, and objects to
any expansion of Alrlift's area of operations
to Include Bermuda prior to Board decision
on its application. However, expansion of Alr-
1ift's off-route charter authority so as to In-
clude Bermudsa In its area of operations will
not prejudice Tramp Alrgo's appilcation for
certificate authority to serve Bermuda on a
Charlotte, N.C-Wilmington, N.C.-Bermuda-
Yarmouth, Nova Scotla route.

3 Capito! International Airways, Ino,, Mod-
ern Alr Transport, Inc,, Overseas National
Alrways, Ino., Saturn Alrways, Ine,, Southern
Alr Transport, Inc,, Trans International Air-
lines, Inc., Universial, Afrlines, Inec.,, World
Alrways, Inc.

Upon consideration of all comments
presented, the Board has determined, for
the reasons hereinafter set forth ang
those announced in EDR-206, to adop
the rule as proposed. Except as modified
herein, the tentative findings set fori
in the explanatory statement of EDR.
206 are incorporated by reference and
made final.

Airlift filed a petition for rule making
to amend Part 207 in & number of re.
spects, including extension of its geo-
graphical “area of operations” for cargy
charter authority to Alaska, Hawali, Cen.
tral America, South America, and the
Caribbean. The Board granted Airlifts
petition in only one respect, namely, 1o
amend Part 207 so as to expand its “area
of operations” to include the islands of
the Caribbean, and instituted the sub.
ject rule making proceeding to effect this
amendment, Afrlift, in its comments on
EDR~208, reiterates the requests in its
petition for an expansion of its “ares
of operations” to embrace Central and
South America as well as the Caribbean,
No new matters have been presented
which convince us to alter our previous
conclusion that Airlift's “area of opera-
tions” should be expanded only to the
limited extent proposed in the notice
(EDR~-206, supra) .*

Eastern, opposing any expansion of
Alrlift's aren of operations, maintains
inter alia, that there is no need for ad-
ditional cargo capacity in the United
States-Caribbean markets; that such
traffic as there is, although profitable
for & combination route carrier, would
not be profitable for an independent all-
cargo operation; and that such expansion
would adversely affect any merged opers-
tions of Eastern and Caribbean-Atlantic
Airlines, Inc, (Caribair). These conten-
tions are without merit. As we pointed
out in the notice, the proposed expansion
should not significantly affect the sched-
uled operations of the incumbent com-
bination carrier, Eastern, and no evi-
dence has been presented to convince us
otherwise,

In the notice we stated that since Alr-
lift’s route structure presently includes
New York-Puerto Rico and New York-
Virgin Islands segments, the proposed
extension is consistent with the Board’s
policy that an all-cargo carrier's "area
of operations" should consist of areas
which are in geographical proximity W
its certificated routes. Pan American dis-
putes the Board's tentative finding that
the New York-Puerto Rico and New
York-Virgin Islands route segments are
geographically proximate to the islands
of the Caribbean as defined in the nouee.

<In modifying Alrlift's “area of operations
80 a8 to Include the islands of the C:mbbe.:.'x:
as defined herein, we are limiting the appiis
cability of this definition to the subject par:
Thus, our definition of the lslands of tbe
Caribbean promulgated herein will have 19
precedential significance with respect 10 a3
other matter under the Board's jurisdiction

=% Ielands of the Caribbean’ mesans polnts
in Jamaics, the Bahama Islands, Bermuds,
Hait!, the Dominican Republic, Puerto RBito.
the Virgin Islands, Trinidad and Tobago, B¢
Cayman Islands, Aruba, the Leeward a1
Windward Islands, Barbados, and Curaced
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In this connectlon it asserts that the
closest proximity of Bermuda to any
point on Alrlift’s routes is New York,
which is 762 miles distant, and that the
distance between San Juan-Bermuda/
Kingston/Port of Spain/Barbados is in
all cases more than one-third, and in
some cases one-half, the distance of the
route itself. Pan American further main-
tains that it is the carrier whose opera-
vons would be most adversely affected by
expansion of Alrlift’s charter authority;
that its overall Latin American scheduled
all-cargo operations have sustained op-
erating losses in 6 of the past 6 years;
and that it cannot afford additional di-
version such as would result from Air-
lift's strengthening.

We are not convinced that any sub-
stantial diversion of Pan American’s
traffic will result from the action taken
in this rule making proceeding." More-
over, the standard of geographical prox-
imity or the general geographic area of
the carrier's certificated route opera-
tions,” for the purpose of determining a
carrier’s "area of operations under Part
07, Is a relative standard, one which
cannot be defined by precise measure-
ments. Nothing has been presented to us
0 negate our previous tentative finding
#5 to the geographical proximity of the
ilands of the Caribbean to Airlift’s cer-
tificated route, and this finding we now
affirm.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends
Part 207 of the Economic Regulations
(14 CFR Part 207), effective November
32,1871, as follows:

I, Amend §207.1 by adding & new
definition of “Islands of the Caribbean”
%0 read as follows:

§207.1 Definitions.

As used in this part, unless the context
otherwise requires:

» » - - -

“Islands of the Caribbean” means
points in Jamaica, the Bahama Islands,
Barmuda, Haiti, the Dominican Repub~
lie, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands,
Trinidad and Tobago, the Cayman Is-
lands, Aruba, the Leeward and Windward
Islands, Barbados, and Curacao,

2. Amend paragraph (¢) (3) of § 2076
0 read as follows:

——

'The NACA carriers also claim that sub-
fantial diverston from thelr traffic would
:sulv. from the expansion of Alrlift's area
> Operations as proposed. They maintain
WAt the United States-Caribbean cargo
- 7 of the NACA carriers (excluding
Alted States-Puerto Rico/Virgin Islands
markots in which Airlift has unlimited cargo
:’:::cr authority) produced $206,000 in reve-
1 g{; 1970 and $49,000 for the first 6 months
pel L. Accepting these revenue figures at
& Value, they do not purport to represent

fmon which would be caused by Alrlift
revenue subject to diversion. No
:“;ulo hoa been made by the NACA carriers

A What the actual diversion would be.
mmM“’ 20 PR, 13246, ER-636, 35 F.R,
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§ 207.6 All-cargo carriers: limitation on
amount of charter trips which may be
performed.

- - - - »

(¢) Within the meaning of paragraph
(b) of this section, the areas of opera-
tions of the all-cargo carriers are the
following:

(3) Between the 48 contiguous States,
on the one hand, and the Islands of the
Caribbean, on the other—Airlift Inter-
national, Inc.

- - . . -
(Secs, 204(n) and 401 of the Federal Avistion
Act of 1958, ns amended, 72 Stat, 743, 764 (as
amended by 76 Stat. 143, 82 Stat, 867), 40
US.0. 1324, 1371)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEAL] Harry J. ZINK,
Secretary.

[FR Doc¢.71-15348 Filed 10-20-71;8:51 am])

Title 17—COMMODITY AND
SECURITIES EXCHANGES

Chapter ll—Securities and Exchange
Commission

| Release Nos, 33-5200, 34-0364, 35-17307,
39-301, 1C-6762]

PART 200—ORGANIZATION; CON-
DUCT AND ETHICS; AND INFORMA-
TION AND REQUESTS

Amendment of Rules Delegating Cer-
tain Functions to Certain Staff
Officials

The Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion has amended its rules under which
certain functions of the Commission
have been delegated to the directors of
divisions and certain other staff officials.

One of the amendments delegates to
the Director of the Division of Corpora-
tion Finance authority to issue orders
pursuant to Rule 479 (17 CFR 230.479)
under the Securities Act of 1933 declar-
ing registration statements abandoned.
That rule provides for the issuance of
such orders after notice to the registrant
and failure of the registrant to amend or
withdraw the registration statement,

Another amendment delegates to the
Director of that Division authority to
permit the filing of information state-
ments pursuant to Rule 14c-5(a) (17
CFR 240.14c-56(a)) under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 and information
pursuant to Rule 14f-1 (17 CFR 240.-
14f-1) under that Act within periods of
time less than that prescribed in those
rules. The Director has similar authority
with respect to information and docu-
ments filed under the proxy rules,

The Director of the above-mentioned
Division has delegated authority to deny
applications for extensions of time pur-
suant to Rule 12b-25 (17 CFR 240.12b-
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25) under the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934. A third amendment to the dele-
gation rules authorizes him to grant or
deny applications for extensions of time
to file Initial registration statements pur-
suant to section 12(g) of the Act.

Commission action. Paragraphs (a)
(2) and (e) (4) and (5) of §20030-1
of Chapter II of Title 17 of the Code of
Federal Regulations are hereby amended
to read as follows:

§ 200.30=1 Delegation of authority 1o
Director of Division of Corporation
Finance.

'a) - » -

(2) To consent to the withdrawal of
registration statements or amendments
or exhibits thereto, pursuant to § 230.477
of this chapter, and to issue orders de-
claring registration statements aban-
doned, pursuant to §230479 of this
chapter;

{8) S \»Ea

(4) To authorize the use of forms of
proxies, proxy statements or other so-
liciting material within periods of time
less than that prescribed in §§ 240.14a-6,
14a-8(d), and .14a-11 of this chapter;
to authorize the filing of information
statements within periods of time less
than that prescribed In § 240.14c-5(a)
of this chapter; and to authorize
the filing of information pursuant to
§ 240.141-1 of this chapter within periods
of time less than that prescribed in that
section.

(5) To grant or deny applications
filed pursuant to section 12(g) (1) of the
Act for extensions of time within which
to file registration statements pursuant
to that section and to grant or deny ap-
plications filed pursuant to § 240.12b-25
of this chapter for extensions of time
within which to file information, docu-
ments, or reports, provided the applicant
is advised of his right to have any such
denial reviewed by the Commission,

The Commission finds that the fore-
going amendments involve matters of
agency organization or procedure and
that notice and procedure pursuant to
subsections 4 (a) and (b) of the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act are not required.
The Commission also finds that the pro-
visions of subsection 4(¢) of the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act regarding post-
ponement of the effective date are inap-
plicable inasmuch as the foregoing
amendments are not of a substantive
nature,

Accordingly, the foregoing action,
which Is taken pursuant to Public Law
No. 87-592, 76 Stat. 394, shall become ef-
fective October 12, 1971,

By the Commission, October 12, 1971,

[sEAL] Rownarp F, Huxr,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15293 Piled 10-20-71;8:46 am |
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Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS

PART 135¢c—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS IN
ORAL DOSAGE FORMS

Thiabendazole

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
has evaluated a new animal drug appli-
cation (44-654V) filed by Merck Sharp &
Dohme Research Laboratories, Division
of Merck & Co., Inc., Rahway, N.J. 07065,
proposing an additional safe and effec-
tive use of thiabendazole as an anthel-
mintic in horses. The application Is
approved.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 US.C,
360b(1)) and under authority delegated
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120),
§ 135¢.7 is amended by revising para-
graph (c) (2) and by adding & new para-
graph (e)(3), as follows:

g 135¢.7 Thiabendazole.
» - - - »

(c) L

(2) Bee code No, 023 in §135.501(¢)
of this chapter for the sponsor of the
usages provided by paragraph (e) (2)
and (3) of this section.

(e) L

(3) It is administered to horses in a
single dosage mixed with the normal
grain ration given at one feeding, as fol-
lows:

(1) At the rate of 2 grams of thia-
bendazole per 100 pounds of body weight
for the control of large and small stron-
gyles, Strongyloides; and pinworms.

(i) At the rate of 4 grams of thia-
bendazole per 100 pounds of body weight
for the control of ascarids.

(iif) The genera represented by the
types of worms cited in subdivisions (1)
and (i) of this subparagraph are
Strongylus, Cyathostomum, Cylicobra-
chytus and related genera, Craterosto-
mum, Oesophagodontus, Poteriostomum,
Ozxyuris, Strongyloides, and Parascaris.

(iv) Waming: Not for use in horses
intended for food.

Efective date. This order shall be ef-
fective upon publication in the FEperAL
RecisTer (10-21-71).

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 360b(4))
Dated: October 10, 1971,

C. D. VaAx HOUWELING,
Director,
Bureau of Veterinary Medicine.

[FR Doc.71-15333 Piled 10-20-71;8:50 am]
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Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION

Chapter l—Federal Communications
Commission
[FOC T1-1060]

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

Random Closed Circuit Tests of
Emergency Broadcast System

Order. In the matter of Random closed
circuit tests of Emergency Broadcast
System (EBS) technical and program
origination channels.

1. By Commission action on December
2, 1970, the basic Emergency Broadcast
System (EBS) plan was amended to pro-
vide for random closed circuit test
broadcasts. The amendments were made
effective December 23, 1870.

2. The first random closed circuit test
of the EBS was conducted on January
11, 1971. The test disclosed a number of
operational deficiencies.

3. On February 20, 1971, an employee
of the U.S. Army Strategic Communica-
tions Command (STRATCOM) trans-
mitted an emergency action notifica-
tion In error resulting in considerable
confusion.

4. The deficiencies disclosed by these
incidents have been under extensive
study and review by working groups I
and V of the Broadcast Services Sub-
committee, National Industry Advisory
Committee. Formal recommendations
concerning these matters were submitted
on August 26, 1971, These recommenda~
tions were forwarded to appropriate
Government agencies for comment prior
to September 17, 1971, These recom-
mendations were further refined on
October 7, 1971.

5. Another random closed circuit test
of the EBS was conducted on September
14, 1971, A large number of additional
operational deficiencies were disclosed.

6. In view of the foregoing, and un-
til the NIAC recommendations in these
matters are promulgated and imple-
mented, It is ordered, Effective October
15, 1971, that the provisions of §§ 73.961
(d) and 73.962 (a) and (b) are suspended
and random closed circuit tests of the
EBS are suspended until further notice.

7. Authority for the adoption of these
suspensions is contained in section 1,
4(1), and 303(r) of the Communlications
Act of 1934, as amended, and Executive
Order 11490.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 SBtat., as amended, 1068,
1082; 47 U.S.0. 154, 303)

Adopted: October 14, 1971,
Released: October 15, 1971,

FeDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
ComMMISSION,'
Bex F, WarLe,
Secretary.

[FR Doc71-15240 Filed 10-20-71;8:50 am]

[sEaLl

3 Commissioner Reld not participating.

Title 43—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter ll—Federal Highway Admis.
istration, Depariment of Transpor.
tation

SUBCHAPTER B-—MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY
REGULATIONS

[Docket No. MC-29; Notice No. 71-31]

PART 395—HOURS OF SERVICE 0f
DRIVERS

Drivers Operating in the State of
Alaska

On June 10, 1971, the Bureau of Mol
Carrier Safety Issued a notice of propossd
rule making, inviting Interested persons
to comment on & proposal initiated pur-
suant to a petition filed by the Alaska
Carriers Assoclation, Inc,, to amend the
special provisions of the Motor Carrler
Safety Regulations pertaining to drivers
who operate solely within the State of
Alaska (36 F.R. 12174). Under the pro-
posal, the special rules pertaining to
those drivers, found in 40 CFR 385.3(¢),
would have been extended to cower
drivers who operate between polnts In
Alaska and points in Yukon Territory or
British Columbia, Interested persons
were invited to file comments on the
proposal before close of business on Ag-
gust 16, 1971,

No comments were received.

As noted above, the proposal sought
extension of the present rule, which per-
mits somewhat longer driving and on-
duty hours for drivers who operaie in
the State of Alaska, to include drivers
who operate between points in Alasks
and points in Yukon Territory and
British Columbia. In reviewing the is-
sues presented, the Bureau became cof-
vinced that the arguments in favor of
granting the petition apply cqually 0
drivers who enter or leave Alaska, re-
gardless of the orlgin or destination of
their trips, The rule has been amended 10
provide for special, more liberal, houri-
of-service limitations applicable to &ny
driver who is driving & motor vehicle i
the State of Alaska, Thus, the rule now
becomes applicable to drivers who oper-
ate solely within Alaska, to drivers who
have entered Alaska from Canada, and
to drivers who are in the process o
departing the State of Alaska.

A parallel change is being made in
§ 39510 of the regulations, which pro-
vides special rules pertaining to the max
imum driving time for drivers who mee
adverse driving conditions during a trip

Editorial changes, which are not i~
tended to affect substance, are belng
made in §§395.3(e) and 395.10.

In consideration of the foregoing
$5 3053(e) and 395.10 in Part 395 O
the Motor Carrler Safety Regulations
(Subchapter B of Chapter Il in '”‘f
49, CFR) are revised to read as sl forth
below.

Since these revislons relleve restric-
tions, they are effective on the date of
publication in the Frperat REGISTER
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These revisions are issued under the
authority of section 204 of the Inter-
state Commerce Act, 49 U.S.C. 304, sec-
tion 6 of the Department of Transporta-
tion Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655, and the delega-
tons of authority by the Secretary of
Transportation and the Federal Highway
Administrator at 48 CFR 148 and 49
CFR 389.4, respectively.

Issued on October 9, 1971,

ROBERT A, EAYE,
Director,
Bureaw of Motor Carrier Safety.

1. Section 395.3(e) of the Motor Car-
rier Safety Regulations is revised to read
as follows:

§395.3 Maximum driving and on-duty
time.

(#) A driver who is driving & motor
vehicle in the State of Alaska must
not drive or be permitted to drive more
than 156 hours following B consecutive
hours off duty. A driver who is driving a
motor vehicle in the State of Alaska
must not drive or be permitted to drive
alter he has been on duty for 20 hours
or more following 8 consecutive hours off
duty. A driver who drives & motor vehicle
In the State of Alaska must not be on
duty or be permitted to be on duty.more
than—

(1) 70 hours in auy period of 7 consec-
utive days, if the carrier for whom he
drives does not operate every day in
the week; or

(2) 80 hours in any period of 8 consecu-~
tive days, If the carrier for whom he
drives operates évery day in the week.

II. Section 395.10 of the Motor Carrier
Safety Regulations is revised to read as
follows:

§395.10 Adverse driving conditions.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
() of this section, a driver who encoun-
ters snow, sleet, fog, other adverse
weather conditions, highways covered
with snow or ice, or unusual road and
traffic conditions during a run may drive
or operate a motor vehicle, and may be
required or permitted to drive or operate
4 motor vehicle, for not more than 12
hours in the aggregate following 8 con-
secutive hours off duty in order to com-
plete that run, if he cannot safely
tomplete the run within the maximum
driving time permitted by & 395.3(a).
However, that driver may not drive or be
permitted,to drive after he has been on
duty 15 hours following 8 consecutive
hours off duty,

(b) A driver who is driving a motor
vehicle in the State of Alaska and who
e‘ncounters the adverse driving condi-
tons specified In paragraph (a) of this
section during a run may drive or operate
8 motor vehicle, and may be permitted to
drive or operate & motor vehicle, for the
beriod of time needed to complete the
fun. After he completes the run, that
driver must be off duty for 8 consecutive
hours before he drives again.

IFR Doc.71-15280 Filed 10-20-71:8:45 am]

No.204——4
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Chapter V—National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, Department
of Transportation

[Dockets Nos, 1-8 and 1-10; Notice 7]

PARTY 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE
SAFETY STANDARDS

Exterior Protection

The purpose of this notice is to amend
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard
No. 215, in §571.21 of Title 49, Code of
Federal Regulations. The amendments
are based on a review of all materials
heretofore submitted to the docket, in-
cluding a petition for reconsideration by
the Japanese Automobile Manufacturers
Association (JAMA), They also constitute
action on the notice of proposed rule
making of June 22, 1971 (36 F.R. 11863) .,

As published June 22, 1971 (36 F.R.
11852) , Standard No. 215 became effective
in two phases. The first phase, beginning
September 1, 1972, requires a passenger
car to meet certain protective criteria in
barrier impacts at 5 m.p.h, in the front
and 2’5 mph. in the rear. The second
phase, effective September 1, 1973, re-
quired a car to meet the protective ori-
teria during and after an additional series
of impacts with a weighted pendulum, at
5 mp.h. in the front, 4 m.ph. in the rear
and 3 m.p.h. on the vehicle corners.

Simultaneously with the publication
of the standard on June 22, the NHTSA
proposed emendments in the second
phase of the requirements that would
increase the protection required by the
standard (36 F.R. 11868). The velocities
in rear impacts were to be raised to 5
m.p.h, for both barrier and pendulum
testing, the vehicle’s engine was to be
running during a barrier impact, and
the list of profective criteria was to be
enlarged to include a general prohibition
against damage that adversely affects
any aspect of performance that relates
to motor vehicle safety.

The petition for reconsideration by
JAMA requested a l-year delay in the
S5-mph. front and 4-m.ph, rear pen-
dulum impact requirements contained in
the June 22 rule., The NHTSA has con-
cluded that a uniform delay in the pen-
dulum requirements is not justified, in
that for the majority of vehicles the
cost of Improved protective systems in
1973 Is outweighed by their benefits, The
JAMA petition is therefore denied.

With respect to the amendments pro-
posed in the notice of June 22, a number
of comments objected to the proposed
increase in the velocity of rear barrier
impacts for the reason that it would
require additional time for compliance
and that it would increase the cost of
the protective system without corre-
sponding benefits to the consumer, On
review, the NHTSA has concluded that
the benefits of 5-m.p.h. rear bumper pro-
tection will outweigh the costs involved.
Basic 5-m.p.h. barrier-impact protection
can be provided with a varlety of avall-
able devices and designs, which do not
themselves generally require extensive
vehicle sheet-metal changes. The re-
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quirement of meeting the damage cri-
teria in a 5-m.p.h. impact, front and
rear, is therefore adopted, effective Sep-
tember 1, 1973.

The notice of June 22, 1971, also pro-
posed to increase the speed of the pen-
dulum test device in rear impacts to
5 m.p.h., effective September 1, 1973.
Several comments raised leadtime ob-
jections. Upon review of the information
concerning tooling costs and other costs
associated with a 5 m.p.h. rear pendulum
test in 1973, the NHTSA has conciuded
that for the majority of vehicles, the
benefits to the public outweigh any in-
cremental cost associated with the 1973
effective date, and September 1, 1973 is
established as the effective date for most
vehicles,

The NHTSA has determined, however,
that with respect to certain vehicles, the
detailed configurationil requirements
imposed by the pendulum tesits cause
severe leadtime problems. The vehicles
having the greatest difficulties are con-
centrated in the smaller classes, par-
ticularly small convertibles, hardtops,
and sports-type cars. It has been deter-
mined that if these vehicles were forced
to comply with the pendulum tests by
the September 1, 1973 date, a substantial
disruption of the manufacturers’ produc-
tion and tooling schedules would result,
with extremely large cost penalties. In
view of the adverse effect that this
would probably have both on manufac-
turers’ other safety-related development
programs and on consumer costs, a
1-year delay in the pendulum test re-
quirements with respect to the limited
class of vehicles most severely affected
has been found to be in the public in-
terest. An exception has therefore been
made in the application of the pendu-
lum test requirement to passenger cars
with wheel base of 115 inches or less, if
they are convertibles, vehicles with no
back seat, or “hardtops’” (vehicles with
no “B pillar” above the bottom of the
window opening), These cars must meet
the requirement 1 year later, by Sep-
tember 1, 1974, This exception does not
affect the barrier crash test require-
ments, which go into effect as proposed
with respect to all passenger cars.

In response to repeated requests from
manufacturers to alleviate the retooling
and restyling problems associated with
corner impacts at heights below 20
inches, the NHTSA has determined that
a 2-year delay in the implementation of
87.2.2, to September 1, 1975, would allow
for more economical changeover and
amends the standard accordingly. The
requirement for corner impacts at 20
inches (87.2.1) remains effective Sep-
tember 1, 1873, and will provide a signifi-
cant level of protection for the period
before the effective date of 87.2.2,

The new condition regarding engine
operation caused some uncertainty
among the commenters as to whether
the engine must remain running for any
length of time after initial contact with
the barrier. Temporary engine stalling at
low speeds is not considered a majof
safety problem, nor would it alone con-
stitute damage within the meaning of
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the standard. If the engine cannot be
restarted, of course, some damage would
be Indicated, and the vehicle would fail
to conform to the protective criterion
proposed by the June 22 notice. To clarily
this point, the NHTSA has decided to
amend the test condition to provide that
the engine is operating “at the onset of
a barrier impact.”

The proposed addition to the protec-
tive criteria was criticized for what was
said to be a lack of objectivity, in that it
does not identify the aspects of perform-
ance relating to motor vehicle safety and
does not specify the manner in which
they may be adversely affected. As an
alternative, it was suggested that the
NHTSA list the specific systems that
must remain fully operative after the ve-
hicle has been tested. This suggestion
has merit, in that it would eliminate
uncertainty as to which systems must
be examined for damage after the tests
have been performed. The vehicle pro-
pulsion, suspension, steering, and brak-
ing systems have been identified in this
regard.

The suggestion that the particular
prohibited effects on given systems be
specified has not, however, been adopted.
It is impracticable, and probably impos-
sible, to specify in a standard all fore-
seeable types of damage or impairment
that could occur to a complex system
such as steering or front suspension. Any
motor vehicle must, on the other hand,
be designed so as to withstand without
damage the types and degrees of shocks
and stresses that it will encounter in
normal road use (aside from normal
wear that occurs with extended use,
which is not at issue here). The NHTSA
has therefore found it reasonable to re-
quire manufacturers to design their ve-
hicles, including the front and rear
bumper systems, in such a manner that
specified safety-related systems suffer no
damage, remain in proper adjustment,
and continue to operate in the normal
manner,

One clarifying amendment has been
adopted as a result of comments on the
requirement of 85.3.1 that the vehicle
“shall comply with the applicable visi-
bility requirements of section 84.3.1.1 of
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108."
Ford suggested that the quoted language
might not cover the appropriate aspects
of lighting performance, and therefore
requested a reference to Table III of
Standard No. 108. Upon review of the
question, the NHTSA agrees that the
comprehensive nature of 55.3.1 should be
more strongly indicated, but finds that
the omission of some categories of lights
from Table III make it an inadequate
reference. Instead, it has been decided
to strike the limiting reference to sec-
tion 54.3.1.1 of Standard No. 108 and to
refer broadly to the “applicable require~
ments of Motor Vehicle Safety Standard
No. 108." Use of this more general phrase
makes the reference to the headlamp ad-
justment requirements unnecessary and
that sentence is accordingly deleted.

In a separate petition for rule making,
American Motors has requested an
amendment to permit the removal during
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pendulum tests, of “bumper protective
strips” made of resllient materinl with
specified characteristics. Although the
NHTSA recognizes that resilient mate-
rials may be used to advantage on auto-
mobile bumpers, it regards the June 22
amendment of the impact ridge as the
most satisfactory means of permitting
such materials. By permitting removal
of such materials during testing the
standard would no longer effectively
control the contour of the vehicle’s
bumper and its interaction with other
vehicles during low speed impacts. The
petition is therefore denied.

By reason of the foregoing, Motor Ve-
hicle Safety Standard No. 215, Exterior
Protection, is amended to read as
follows:

1. §5.2 is amended to read:

S5.2 Vehicles Manufactured on or
after September 1, 1973. Except as pro-
vided in 85.2.1 and 85.2.2, each vehicle
manufactured on or after September 1,
1973, shall meet the protective criteria
of 85.3.1 through §5.3.6 during and after
impacts by a pendulum-type test device
in accordance with the procedures of
87.1 and S7.2 followed by impacts into
a fixed-collision barrier that is perpen-
dicular to the line of travel of the vehicle,
while traveling longitudinally forward at
5 m.p.h, and while traveling longitudi-
nally rearward at 5 m.p.h., under the
conditions of S6.

S5.2.1 The corner-impact procedure
of 87.2.2 shall not apply to any vehicle
manufactured from September 1, 1973,
to August 31, 1975,

$5.2.2 The fixed-collision-barrier im-
pact requirements of 85.2 shall apply, but
the pendulum-impsact requirements of
85.2 shall not apply to each vehicle man-
ufactured from September 1, 1973 to Au-
gust 31, 1974, that has a wheelbase of 115
inches or less and that either—

(a) Has a convertible top;

(b) Has no roof support structure be-
tween the A-pillar and the rear roof
support structure; or

(0) Has no designated seating position
behind the front -designated seating
positions,

2. 85.3 is amended to read as follows:

£5.3.1 Each lamp or refiective device,
except license plate lamps, shall be free
of ocracks and shall comply with the ap-
plicable requirements of Motor Vehicle
Safety Standard No. 108,

$5.3.2 The vehicle's hood, trunk, and
doors shall operate in the normal
manner.

85.3.3 The vehicle's fuel and cooling
systems shall have no leaks or constricted
fluid passages and all sealing devices and
caps shall operate in the normal manner.

§5.34 The vehicle's exhaust system
shall have no leaks or constrictions.

85.3.5 The vehicle's propulsion, sus-
pension, steering, and braking systems
shall suffer no damage, shall remain in
adjustment and shall operate in the nor-
mal manner.

£5.2.6 The vehicle shall not touch the
test device except on the impact ridge
shown in Figures 1 and 2.

3. 86,3 is added to read:

S6.3 Barrier test condition. At the
onset of a barrier impact, the vehicles
engine is operating at idling speed.

4, 87.1.6 is amended to read as follows:

87.1.6 Impact the vehicle at 5 mplh

Eflective date: September 1, 1972, ex-
cept as otherwise noted in 85.2.

The foregoing amendments are Issued
under the authority of sections 103 and
119 of the National Traffic and Motor
Vehicle Safety Act, 15 US.C. 1392, 1407
and the delegation of authority at 42
CFR 1.51.

Issued on October 18, 1971,

CHARLES H. HARTMAN,
Acting Administrator

[FR Doc, 71156377 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am|

Title 50—WILDLIFE AND
FISHERIES

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior

PART 32—HUNTING

Bosque del Apache National Wildlife
Refuge, N. Mex.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the Feoeral REcisTER (10-21-T1),

§32.22 Special regulations:  upland
gome: for individual wildlife refuge
nres,

New Mzexico

BOSQUE DEL APACHE NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE

Public hunting of quail and rabbits on
the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife
Refuge, N. Mex., is permitted from Octo-
ber 30, 1971 through January 2, 1972, in-
clusive, but only on the area designated
by signs as open to hunting. This open
area, comprising 44,200 acres, includes
all refuge lands east of the Bureau of
Reclamation channelization project .m:j
all refuge lands west of the AT. & SF.
Railroad right-of-way, These areas are
delineated on maps available at refuge
headquarters, San Antonio, N, Mex., and
from the Regional Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office
Box 1306, Albuquerque, NM 3’7103
Hunting shall be in accordance with all
applicable State regulations governing
the hunting of quail and rabbits subject
to the following special conditions:

(1) Hunting with rifies and handguns
is prohibited.

(2) Access to the area Is from the
refuge headquarters entrance road;
from Highway 380 via the Bureal of
Reclamation east channel road; and
from all other established entrance®
on the north, east, and south boundaries
of the refuge. Vehicles are permitted
only on established roads.

(3) No more than two dogs may be

used by a hunter.
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(4) Hunters shall leave the refuge by
one-half hour after sunset.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part
32, and are effective through January-2,

1972,
Ricranp W. Ricey,
Refuge Manager, Bosque del
Apache National Wildlife
Refuge, San Antonio, N. Mez.
Ocroser T, 1971,
[FR Doc71-15285 Filed 10-20-71:8:45 am]

PART 32—HUNTING

Bosque del Apache National Wildlife
Refuge, N. Mex.

The following special regulation is
ssned and is effective on date of publi-
cation in the FEoErAL REGISTER (10-21-
7).

§32.32 Special regulations: big game:
for individual wildlife refuge areas.

NEw MEexico

APACHE NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE

Public hunting of deer on the Bosque
del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, N.
Mex,, is permitted only on the area des-
ignated by signs as open to hunting. This

BOSQUE DEL

RULES AND REGULATIONS

open area, comprising 20,200 acres, is de-
lineated on maps available at refuge
headquarters, San Antonio, N. Mex., and
from the Regional Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office
Box 1306, Albuquerque, NM 87103.
Hunting shall be in accordance with all
applicable State regulations covering the
hunting of deer subject to the following
special condition:

(1) The open season for hunting deer
on the refuge is from November 20
through November 28, 1971, inclusive.

The provisions of this speclal regula-
tion supplement the reégulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part
32, and are effective through Novem-
ber 28, 1971,

Ricuand W, Richy,
Rejuge Manager, Bosque del
Apache National Wildlife
Rejuge, San Antonio, N, Mex,

OcToBeRr 7, 1971.
|FR Doc.71-15284 Piled 10-20-71:8:45 am]

PART 33—SPORT FISHING

Arrowwood National Wildlife Refuge,
N. Dak.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FeperAL REGIsTER (10-21-T71).

20371

§33.5 Special regulations: sport fish-
ing: for individual wildlife refuge
arcas.

Norrzr DAXOTA

ARROWWOOD NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing on the Arrowwood Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak., is per-
mitted only on the areas designated by
signs as open to fishing. These open areas
comprising 1,550 acres are delineated on
maps avallable at the refuge headquar-
ters and from the Office of the Regional
Director, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife, Federal Building, Fort Snelling,
Twin Cities, Minn. 55111, Sport fishing
shall be In accordance with all applicable
State regulations subject to the follow-
ing special conditions:

(1) The open season for sport fishing
on the refuge shall extend from Decem-
ber 15, 1971 to March 26, 1972, daylight
hours only.

(2) The use of boats, without motors,
is permitted.

The provisions of these special regula-
tions supplement the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Part 33, and are effective through March
26, 1972,

Greny R, MILLER,
Acting Rejuge Manager, Arrow-
wood National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Edmunds, N. Dak. 58434.

Ocroser 14, 1971,
[FR Do00.71-15283 Piled 10-20-71:8:45 am|
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[14 CFR Part 711
[Alrspace Docket No. 71-GL-8]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
g:isltg‘nate a transition area at Bad Axe,

ch.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire, Communications
should be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Great Lakes Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traflic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, 3166 Des Plaines
Avenue, Des Plaines, IL 60018. All com-~
munications received within 45 days after
publication of this notice in the FEperaL
Recrster will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
No public hearing is contemplated at this
time, but arrangements for informal con-
ferences with Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration officials may be made by contact-
ing the Regional Air Traffic Division
Chief. Any data, views, or arguments
presented during such conferences must
also be submitted in writing in accord-
ance with this notice in order to become
part of the record for consideration. The
proposal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments
received.

A public docket will be available for ex~
amination by interested persons in the
Office of the Regional Counsel, Room
18, 3158 Des Plaines Avenue, Des Plaines,
IL 60018.

Two new public instrument approach
procedures have been developed for Hu-
ron County Alirport, Bad Axe, Mich.,
based on & non-Federal VOR located on
the airport. Consequently, it is necessary
to provide controlled airspace protection
for aircraft executing these new ap-
proaches by designation of a transition
area at Bad Axe, Mich, The new proce-
dures will become effective concurrently
with the designation of the transition
area,

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration pro-
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set
forth:

In § 71.181 (36 F.R. 2140), the follow-
ing transition area is added:

Bao Axxe, Mrcat,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius

of the Huron County Alrport (latitude 43°-
47700 N., longitude 82°50'00'° W.): within
3 milles each side of the 023°* and 215* bear-
ings from the Huron County Afrport extend-
ing from the S.mile-radius area to 8 mliles
northeast and southwest of the alrport; and
that alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface within 434 mlles
northwest and 9% miles southeast of the
2156* bearing from the afrport and 434 miles
onst and 0% miles west of the 023° bearing
from the airport extending from the alrport
to 18% mliles southwest and north of the
alrport,

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1858 (49 U.S.C. 1348),
and of section 6(c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 16565(c)).

Issued in Des Plaines, Ill., on Septem-
ber 29, 1971,

R. O, ZiecLeR,
Acting Director,
Great Lakes Region.

| PR D0e.71-15317 Plled 10-20-71;8:48 am|

[ 14 CFR Part 711
[Alrspace Docket No. 7T1-GL-7]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is comsidering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a transition area at Effingham,
1.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Great Lakes Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traflic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, 3166 Des Plaines
Avenue, Des Plaines, IL 60018. All com-
munications received within 45 days after
publication of this notice in the FEDERAL
RecisTer will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment. No
public hearing is contemplated at this
time, but arrangements for informal con-
ferences with Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration officials may be made by contact-
ing the Reglonal Air Traffic Division
Chief, Any data, views, or arguments
presented during such conferences must
also be submitted in writing in accord-
ance with this notice in order to become
part of the record for consideration. The
proposal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments
received.

A public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
Office of the Regional Counsel, Room 18,
3158 Des Plaines Avenue, Des Plaines, IL
60018.

A new public Instrument approach
procedure has been developed for the

Effingham County Memorial Alrport,
Effingham, IlL, based on the Bible Groye
VOR. Consequently, it Is necessary o
provide controlled airspace protection
for aircraft executing this new approach
by designation of a transition area st
Effingham, Ill. The new procedure will
become effective concurrently with the
designation of the transition area. IFR
traffic at this location will be controlled
by the Kansas City Air Route Traffie
Control Center.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration pro-
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set
forth:

In § 71.181 (36 F.R. 2140), the follow-
ing transition area is added:

Ervyincuan, Iui,

That alrspace extending upward from 70
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the Efingham County Memorial Alrport
(latitude 39°04°15°'° N., longitude 83°32°15"
w.).

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of section 307(a) of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1348),
and of section 6(¢c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)),

Issued in Des Plaines, I1l,, on Septem-
ber 29, 1971,

R. O. ZI1EGLER,
Acting Direclor,
Great Lakes Region.
[FR Doc.7T1-15318 Filed 10-20-71;8:48 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[ 14 CFR Parts 207, 208, 212, 214,
3721
[Docket No, 21666]

OVERSEAS MILITARY PERSONNEL
CHARTERS

Supplemental Notice of Rule Making
Ocroser 15, 1971

The Board, by circulation of notice of
rule making EDR-173C/SPDR~25 dated
August 27, 1971, and published at 36
F.R. 17655, gave notice that it had under
consideration proposed amendments 10
Parts 207, 208, 212, and 214 of its Eco-
nomic Regulations (14 CFR Paris 207,
208, 212, and 214), and proposed adop-
tion of & nmew Part 372 of its Special
Regulations (14 CFR Part 372). 'I'hess
proposals would establish a new class of
charter for military personnel and their
dependents, enable air carriers and for-
eign air carriers to perform such char
ters, and relieve charter operalors !rf_)m
certain provisions of the Federal Avia-
tion Act in order to authorize them o
act as indirect alr carriers with respect
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1o such charters. Interested persons were
invited to participate by submission of
twelve (12) coples of written data, views,
or arguments pertaining thereto, to the
Docket Section of the Board on or before
October 18, 1971, By EDR~173D/SPDR-~
254, dated October 4, 1971, and published
at 36 F.R. 18515, the Associate General
Counse!, Rules and Rates Division, act-
ing pursuant to authority delegated to
nim by the Board, extended the time for
submitting comments to November 17,
1971,

This rule making proceeding is the
abject of widespread interest among In-
dividual members of the general public
who, as prospective passengers or other
wers of the charter services in question,
may be affected. In view of the fact that
our normal requirement that comments
be submitted in twelve (12) copies may
be unduly burdensome for such persons,
the Board has determined to accept
single coples of letter comments from
such persons,

Accordingly, notwithstanding the pro-
visions of any previous notice issued by
the Board In this proceeding, members
of the general public who, as individual
wers of the charter services in question
may be affected by the outcome of this
proceeding, may participate in the pro-
posed rule making through submission
of comments in letter form addressed to
the Docket Section, Civil Aeronautics
Board, Washington, D.C, 20428, without
the necessity of filing additional copies
thereof. All relevant material in com-
munications received on or before No-

PROPOSED RULE MAKING 20373

vember 17, 1971, will be considered by an additional 45 days; that is, a total of
the Board before taking final action on 75 days from the original publication

the proposed rules,

(Sec. 204(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1058, as amended, 72 Stat, 743; 490 US.C.
1324)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board,
[sEAL] HARRY J. ZINK,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.71-15347 Filed 10-20-71;8:51 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ 18 CFR Part 601 ]

GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
TREATMENT WORKS

Assurances From Applicant

A notice was published on Septem-
ber 15, 1871, that the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, proposes
to amend Part 601, Subpart B, § 601.27
Assurances from applicant to establish
regulations to permit approval of “Turn-
Key" projects for waste treatment plant
construction. Interested persons were
given the opportunity to participate in
the rulemaking through submission of
comments, not later than 30 days after
publication date (September 15, 1971) of
the proposed regulation.

Notice is hereby given that the date
for submission of comments is extended

date of September 15, 1971. Interested
persons may submit in triplicate, written
data, views, or arguments in regard to
the proposed regulations to the Director,
Grants Administration Division, Office of
Administration, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460.
Copies of the submissions will be avail-
able for examination by Interested per-
sons in Room 1103, 1750 K Street NW.,
Washington, DC.

Dated: October 18, 1971.

Witriam D. RUCKELSHAUS,
Administrator,

|FR D0e.T1-15338 Filed 10-20-71:8:50 am |

- NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION

[ 12 CFR Part 700 ]

PROPOSED DEFINITION OF RISK
ASSETS

Exiension of Time for C-
Correction

In FR. Doc. 71-15169 appearing at
page 20247 in the Issue of Tuesday,
October 19, 1971, the date of “Novem-
ber 5, 1971” given as the extension of
time date should read “November 15,
971"

monis
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Customs

LARGE POWER TRANSFORMERS
FROM FRANCE

Withholding of Appraisement Notice

Information was received on March 11,
1970, that large power transformers from
France were being sold at less than fair
value within the meaning of the Anti-
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C. 160 et seq.) (referred to in this
notice as the Act). This information was
the subject of an Antidumping Proceed-
ing Notice which was published in the
Froerar Recister of June 17, 1970, on
page 0934. The Antidumping Proceeding
Notlce indicated that there was evidence
on record concerning injury to or likeli-
hood of injury to or prevention of estab-
lishment of an industry in the United
States.

An amendment to this notice was pub-
lished in the FPepEraL REGISTER of June 11,
1971, on page 11308, for the purpose of
making it clear that the notice applied to
all types of transformers rated 10,000
KVA or above, by whatever name desig-
nated, used in the generation, transmis-
sion, distribution, and utilization of elec-
trical power, including but not limited to
shunt reactors, autotransformers, recti-
fier transformers, and power rectifier
transformers.

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act
(19 U.S.C, 160(b) ), notice is hereby given
that there are reasonable grounds to be-
lieve or suspect that the purchase price
(section 203 of the Act; 19 US.C. 162) of
large power transformers from France is
less, or likely to be less, than the foreign
market value (section 205 of the Act; 19
USC. 164).

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The Information before the Bureau tends
to indicate the probable basis of comparison
will be between purchase price and home
market price of such or similar merchandise.

Preliminary analysis suggests that pur-
chase price will be calculated on the basis
of a cif. duty-paid delivered customer’s
premises price, less applicable charges, These
applicable charges are transportation charges,
U.S. duty and brokerage fees, commissions,
and material purchased In the United States,
An addition wiill be made for French taxes
which have been rebated, or which have not
been collected, by reason of the exportation
of the merchandise,

Home market price will probably be based
on a delivered price In the home market.
Appropriate adjustments appear to be war-
ranted for transportation charges, erection
costs, and packing charges. An adjustment
was made for differences In the merchandise
compared.

Using the above criteria, there are reason-
able grounds to believe or suspect that pur-
chase price will be lower than the adjusted
home market price,

Notices

Customs officers are being directed to
withhold appraisement of large power
transformers from France in accordance
with § 153.48, Customs Regulations (19
CFR 15‘3.48).

In dccordance with §§153.32(b) and
153.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.32(b), 153.37), interested parties may
present written views or arguments, or
request in writing that the Secretary of
the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present oral views.

Any requests that the Secretary of the
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre-
sent oral views should be addressed to
the Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K
Street NW., Washington, DC 20226, in
time to be received not later than 10
calendar days from the date of publica-
tion of this notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER,

Any written views or arguments should
llkewise be addressed to the Commis-
sioner of Customs in time to be received
by his Office not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEpERAL REGISTER.

This notice, which is published pur-
suant to §153.34(b), Customs Regula-
tions, shall become effective upon pub-
lication in the FepEraL REGISTER
(10-21-71) . It shall cease to be effective
at the expiration of 6§ months from the
date of this publication, unless previ-
ously revoked.

[sEar) Eowin F. Rains,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: October 15, 1971,

EvceNe T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

| FR Doc.71-15364 Filed 10-20-71;8:52 am]

LARGE POWER TRANSFORMERS
FROM ITALY

Withholding of Appraisement Notice

Information was received on March 11,
1970, that large power transformers from
Italy were being sold at less than fair
value within the meaning of the Anti-
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
US.C. 160 et seq.) (referred to' in this
notice as “the Act”). This information
was the subject of an Antidumping Pro-
ceeding Notice which was published in
the Feoeral Recister of June 17, 1970,
on page 9934, The Antidumping Proceed-
ing Notice indicated that there was evi-
dence on record concerning injury to or
likelihood of 'injury to or prevention of
establishment of an industry in the
United States.

An amendment to this notice was pub-
lished in the Feoeral REGISTER of June 11,
1971, on page 11308, for the purpose of
making it clear that the notice applied

to all types of transformers rated 10,000
KVA or above, by whatever name desig-
nated, used In the generation, transmis.
sion, distribution, and utilization of elec-
trical power, including but not limited to
shunt reactors, autotransformers, recti-
fier transformers, and power rectifier
transformers,

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act
(19 US.C. 1680(b) ), notice is hereby given
that there are reasonable grounds to be-
lieve or suspect that the purchase price
(section 203 of the Act; 19 US.C. 162)
of large power transformers from Italy
is less, or likely to be less, than the for-
eign market value (section 205 of the
Act; 19 USC, 1684),

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The Information currently before the Bu-
reau tends to indicate that there are suff.
clent sales in the home market to warrant
the use of home market price. The probable
basis of comparison will be between purchase
price and home market price of such or
similar merchandise.

Preliminary analysis suggests that pur-
chase price will probably be calculated by
deducting the following charges from fob
point of destination prices: US. Inland
freight, US. duty, sales commission, ocean
freight, marine insurance, and Italian inland
freight, Additions to this price will probably
be made for rebated I.G.E. taxes and other
rebated Internal taxes and dutles.

Home market price will probably be based
on an ex-factory price in the home market
Appropriate sdjustments appear to be war-
ranted for sales commissions, packing
charges, and differences {n material and la-
bor costs. An adjustment was made for dif-
ferences in the merchandise compared.

Using the above criterin, there are reason-
able grounds to belleve or suspect that pur-
chase price will be lower than the adjusied
home market price.

Customs officers are being directed to
withhold appraisement of large power
transformers from Itally in accordance
with section 153.48, Customs Regulations
(19 CFR 153.48).

In sccordance with §§153.32(b) and
163.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.32(b), 1563.37), interested parties may
present written views or arguments, or
request in writing that the Secretary of
the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present oral views.

Any requests that the Secretary of the
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre-
sent oral views should be addressed to the
Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K Street
NW., Washington, DC 20226, in time 0
be received not later than 10 calendar
days from the date of publication of this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Any written views or arguments should
likewise be addressed to the Commis-
sioner of Customs in time to be received
by his office not later than 30 days {rom
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEpERAL REGISTER.

This notice, which is published pursu-
ant to § 153.34(b), Customs Regulations,
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¢hall become effective upon publication
in the FepERAL Recister (10-21-71). It
shall cease to be effective at the expira-
tion of 6 months from the date of this
publication, unless previously revoked.

fsEaLl Epwin F. RAIns,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: October 15, 1971.

Evcexe T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

|FR Doc.71-156385 Filed 10-20-71;8:52 am|

LARGE POWER TRANSFORMERS
FROM JAPAN

Withholding of Appraisement! Notice

Information was recelved on March 11,
1870, that large power transformers from
Japan were being sold at less than
fair value within the meaning of the
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
US.C. 160 et seq.) (referred to in this
notice as “the Act"). This information
was the subject of an Antidumping Pro-
ceeding Notice which was published in
the FroeraL Recister of June 17, 1870,
on page 9934, The Antidumping Proceed-
ing Notice indicated that there was evi-
dence on record concerning injury to or
likelihood of injury to or prevention of
establishment of an Industry in the
United States,

An amendment to this notice was pub-
lished in the FEpERAL Recister of June
11, 1971, on page 11308, for the purpose
of making it clear that the notice applied
o all types of transformers rated 10,000
KVA or above, by whatever name des-
gnated, used in the generation, trans-
mission, distribution, and utilization of
electrical power, including but not limited
% shunt reactors, autotransformers, rec-
tifier transformers, and power rectifier
transformers.

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act
(19 US.C. 160(b) ), notice is hereby given
that there are reasonable grounds to be-
lieve or suspect that the purchase price
{section 203 of the Act; 190 U.S.C. 162) of
large power transformers from Japan is
less, or likely to be less, than the foreign
market value (section 205 of the Act; 19
US.C. 169)

STATEMERT OF REASONS

The Information before the Bureau indi-
“E“ that the probable basis of comparison
%ill be between purchase price and the home
market price of such or similar merchandise.

Preliminary analysis suggesta that purchase
price will be caloulsted on the Lasls oi & ¢.i.f.
duty-paid, delivered customer's premises
price, less applicable charges, Such applicable
charges are commissions, transportation
harges, US. duty and brokerage charges, and
Wymtnah and services purchased In the
United States.

Home market price caloulation will be based
“1 a dellvered price to the customer's prem-
8 In the home market less appropriate ad-
Justments, The adjustment deductions ap-
f’j’.m be fon expenses, engineer

!fvw':ea. lnstallation echarges, selling ex-
Peuses, and home market packing. Other ap-

NOTICES

Using the above criteria, there are reason-

able grounds to believe or suspect that pur-
chase price will be lower than the adjusted
home market price.

Customs officers are being directed to
withhold appraisement of large power
transformers from Japan in accordance
with section 153.48, Customs Reguiations
(19 CFR 153.48).

In accordance with §§ 153.32(b) and
153.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.32(b), 153.37), interested parties may
present written views or arguments, or
request in writing that the Secretary of
the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present oral views,

Any requests that the Secretary of the
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre-
sent oral views should be addressed to the
Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K Street
NW., Washington, DC 20226, in time to
be received not later than 10 calendar
days from the date of publication of this
notice in the FepErAL ReEGISTER.

Any written views or arguments should
likewise be addressed to the Commis-
sioner of Customs in time to be received
by his office not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

This notice, which is published pursu-
ant to § 153.34(b), Customs Regulations,
shall become effective upon publication
in the Feperal RecisTer (10-21-71). It
shall cease to be effective at the expira-
tion of 6 months from the date of such
publication, unless previously revoked.

[sEAL] LEONARD LEHMAN,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: October 15, 1971,
Evcene T. RossIibes,

Agsistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

|FR Doe.71-15366 Filed 10-20-71:8:52 am]

LARGE POWER TRANSFORMERS
FROM SWITZERLAND

Withholding of Appraisement Notice

Information was received on March 11,
1970, that large power transformers from
Switzerland were being sold at less than
fair value within the meaning of the
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C, 160 et seq.) (referred to in this
notice as “the Act”). This information
was the subject of an Antidumping Pro-
ceeding Notice which was published in
the FroeraL RecisTer of June 17, 1970, on
page 9934. The Antidumping Proceeding
Notice indicated that there was evidence
on record concerning injury to or likeli-
hood of injury to or prevention of estab-
lishment of an industry in the United
States.

An amendment to this notice was pub-
lished in the Feoenat RecisTer of
June 11, 1871, on page 11308, for the pur-
pose of making it clear that the notice
applied to all types of transformers rated
10,000 kv.-a. or above, by whatever name
designated, used in the generation, trans-
mission, distribution, and utilization of
electrical power, including but not lim-
ited to shunt reactors, autotransformers,
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rectifier transformers, and power recti-
fler transformers.

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act
(19 U.8.C. 160(b) ), notice is hereby given
that there are reasonable grounds to be-
lleve or suspect that the purchase price
(section 203 of the Act; 19 US.C, 162) of
large power transformers from Switzer-
land is less, or likely to be less, than the
foreign market value (section 205 of the
Act; 19 US.C: 164).

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The information before the Bureau tends
to indicate the probable basis of comparison
will be between purchase price and home
market price of such or similar merchandise.

Preliminary analysis suggests that pur-
chase price will be calculated on the basis of
the cif. duty pald destination price less
applicable charges. These applicable charges
are transportation charges, US, duty and
commission, An addition will be made for
Swiss sales tax not collected by reason of
exportation of the merchandise.

Home market price will probably be based
on a dellvered price In the home market,
Appropriate adjustments appear to be war-
ranted for warrauty charges, packing, com-
missions, and transportation charges. An ad.
Justment was made for differences in the
merchandise com A

Using the above criteria, there are reason-
able grounds to belleve or suspect that pur-
chnse price will be lower than the adjusted
home market price.

Customs officers are being directed to
withhold appraisement of large power
transformers from Switzerland In ac-
cordance with § 153.48, Customs Regula-
tions (19 CFR 153.48).

In accordance with $§ 153.32(b) and
153.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.32(b), 153.37), Interested parties may
present written views or arguments, or
request in writing that the Secretary of
the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present oral views.

Any requests that the Secretary of the
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre-
sent oral views should be addressed to
the Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K
Street NW., Washington, DC 20226, in
time to be received not later than 10
calendar days from the date of publica-
tion of this notice in the Froenan
REGISTER.

Any written views or arguments should
likewise be addressed to the Commis-
sloner of Customs in time to be received
by his office not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

This notice, which is published pur-
suant to §153.34(b), Customs Regula-
tions, shall become effective upon publi-
cation in the Feperar Recister (10-21-
T1). It shall cease to be effective at the
expiration of 6 months from the date
of this publication, unless previously
revoked.

[sEAL] MYLES J. AMBROSE,

Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: October 15, 1971.

Evcexe T. Rossines,
Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

[FR Doc.71-15368 Filed 10-20-71;8:52 am)
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LARGE PbWER TRANSFORMERS
FROM UNITED KINGDOM

Withholding of Approisement Notice

Information was received on March
11, 1970, that large powér transformers
from the United Kingdom were being
so0ld at less than fair value within the
meaning of the Antidumping Act, 1921,
as amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.) (re-
ferred to in this notice as “the Act").
This information was the subject of an
Antidumping Proceeding Notice which
was published in the FEpErAL REGISTER
of June 17, 1970, on page 9935, The Anti-
dumping Notice indicated
that there was evidence on record con-
cerning injury to or likelihood of injury
to or prevention of establishment of an
industry In the United States.

An amendment to this notice was pub-
lished in the FEpErAL REcISTER of June
11, 1971, on page 11309, for the purpose
of making it clear that the notice applied
to all types of transformers rated 10,000
kv.-a. or above, by whatever name desig~
nated, used in the generation, transmis-
sion, distribution, and utilization of
electrical power, including but not
limited to shunt reactors, autotrans-
formers, rectifier transformers, and
power rectifier transformers.

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act
(19 US.C. 160(h) ), notice is hereby glven
that there are reasonable grounds to be-
lleve or suspect that the purchase price
(section 203 of the Act; 19 US.C. 162) of
large power transformers from the
United Kingdom is less, or likely to be
less, than the foreign market value (sec-
tion 205 of the Act; 19 US.C. 164).

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The Information before the Bureau indi-
cates that the probable basis of comparison
will be between purchase price and home
market price of such or similar merchandise,

Preliminary analysis suggests that pur-
chase price will be calculated on the basis of
a fob. port of shipment basis or of a ¢l
duty paid, dellvered customer's premises
price, less applicable charges. Such applica-
ble charges are transportation ocosts, duty,
commission, oil and U.S, purchases where
appropriate.

Home market price will probably be based
on a delivered price in the home market,
Appropriate adjustments appear to be war-
ranted for transportation costs, erection
costs, insurance, oil, selling expenses, credit
costa, rebates, warranties, quantities, escala-
tion clsuses, and progress payments. An ad-
justment was made for differences in the
merchandise compared.

Using the above criteria, there are rea-
sonable grounds to bellove or suspect that
purchase price will be lower than the ad-
Justed home market price,

Customs officers are being directed to
withhold appralsement of large power
transformers from the United Kingdom
in accordance with §153.48, Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 153.48).

In accordance with §§ 153.32(b) and
153.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR
153.32(b», 153.37), interested parties
may present written views or arguments,
or request in writing that the Secretary
of the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present oral views,

NOTICES

Any requests that the Secretary of the
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre-
sent oral views should be addressed to
the Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K
Street NW,, Washington, DC 20226, in
time to be received not later than 10 cal-
endar days from the date of publication
of this notice In the FrperaL REGISTER.

Any written views or arguments should
likewise be addressed to the Commis-
sioner of Customs in time to be received
by his office not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FEpERraL REGISTER.

This notice, which is published pur-
suant to § 153.34(b), Customs Regula-
tions, shall become effective upon
publication in the FEbERAL REGISTER
(10-21-71). It shall cease to be effective
at the expiration of 6 months from the
date of such publication, unless previ-
ously revoked.

[seaL] LEONARD LEHMAN,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: October 15, 1971,

Evcene T. RoOSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary of
the Treasury.

{FR Doc.T1-153690 Piled 10-20-71;8:53 am|]

Office of the Secretary

LARGE POWER TRANSFORMERS
FROM SWEDEN

Notice of Intent to Discontinue
Antidumping Investigation

OcroBeEr 15, 1971.

Information was received on March 11,
1970, that large power transformers
from Sweden were being sold at less than
fair value within the meaning of the
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C. 160 et seq.) (referred to in this
notice as “the Act"”). This information
was the subject of an “Antidumping Pro-
ceeding Notice” which was published in
the Feoeran Recister of June 17, 1970,
on page 9934,

An amendment to this notice was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER of
June 11, 1971, on page 11308, for the
purpose of making it clear that the no-
tice applied to all types of transformers
rated 10,000 kv.-a. or above, by whatever
name designated, used in the generation,
transmission, distribution, and utiliza-
tion of electrical power, including but not
limited to shunt reactors, autotrans-
formers, rectifier transformers, and
power rectifier transformers.

I hereby announce an intent to dis-
continue the antidumping investigation
of large power transformers from
Sweden.

StaremENT oF REAsONS OoN WHicH THis

Norice oF INTENT TO DISCONTINUE ANTI-

DUMPING INVESTIGATION Is BaAsed

The Information before the Bureau indi-
cates the basis of comparison is between
purchase price and home market price of
such or similar merchandise,

Purchase price was computed on the basis
of a olf. duty-paid, delivered customer's
premises price, less applicable charges. These
applicable charges are transportation
charges, performance bond charges, U.S, duty

and brokerage, sales expenses of US. sules
office, and material purchased in the Unjteg
States.

Home market price is based on n delivered
price In the home market, Appropriate ag.
justments have been made for transporty.
tion charges, performance bond charges,
erection costs, oll and extra equipment
costs, prepayment Interest, quantities sold,
and commissions. A further adjustment was
made for differences In the merchandise
compared.

The comparisons made revealed =ome |n-
stances where purchase price was lower than
adjusied home market price of such or aimilss
merchandise, However, these were determined
to be minimal in terms of the volume of
sales involved.

Subsequently, formal assurances were re-
celved from the manufacturer that (¢ would
make no future sales at less than falr value
within the meaning of the Act,

The facts recited above constitute evidence
warranting the discontinuance of the
investigation.

Interested parties may present written
views or arguments, or request In writ-
ing that the Secretary of the Treasury
afford an opportunity to present oral
views,

Any requests that the Secretary of
the Treasury afford an opportunity to
present. oral views should be addresssd
to the Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K
Street NW., Washington, DC 20226, in
time to be received not later than 10
calendar days from the date of publica-
tlon of this notice in the Frpeaa
REGISTER.

“Any written views or arguments should
likewise be addressed to the Commis-
sioner of Customs in time to be recelved
by his office not later than 30 days from
the date of publication of this notice in
the FeveraAL REGISTER,

Unless persuasive evidence or argu-
ment to the contrary is presented pursi-
ant to the preceding paragraph, a final
notice will be published discontinuing
the Investigation.

This notice of intent to discontinue an
antidumping investigation is published
pursuant to § 153.15(b) of the Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 153.15(b)),

[sEAL] Evcene T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc/71-156367 Piled 10-20-71;8:52 am]|

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[ Arizona 6042; Power Project 482]

ARIZONA

Order Providing for Opening of Public
Lands
Ocroeen 15, 1971,

Pursuant to the vacating order of the
Federal Power Commission (35 FR.
19594, December 24, 1970), and by yirtue
of the authority contained in section 24
of the Act of June 10, 1920 (41 Stat. 1075:
16 U.S.C. 818), as amended, and in ac-
cordance with Bureau of Land Mansge-
ment Order No. 701, dated July 23, 1964
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(20 F.R. 10526), as amended, it is ordered
follows:
”1_ The public lands within the areas
described below are hereby restored to
disposition under applicable public land
mws from the withdrawal for Federal
power Project No. 482 dated February 27,
1924, as amended June 15, 1925 and
May 11, 1939, subject to valid existing
rights and the provisions of existing
withdrawals:
GA AND SaT RIvER MERIDIAN, ARIZONA

All portions of the following tracts lying
within 30 feet of the centeriine of the trans-
mission line location shown on a map desig-
pated “exhibit K" and entitled “Application
for License, Federal Power Commission, Map
of Transmission Line under Regulation 4
fhowing Survey of Centerline and Project
Boundary,” and filed in the office of the Fed-
eral Power Commission on February 18, 1924,

T.08,. R 10W,,
Sec, 8, SWILSEY;
Bec. 4, S4SWI:
Sec, B, 814 8W;
Sec, 6, 814 8By,

T98,R.20W,,

“

o
w
o
@
-

%Sl
1B%:

wmm

2 SEL:

Jot 1, NUNEY, and NEGNW1;;
o Nia:

LNEY, and NW:

VEY,, and NIENWIL:

-

P
o

e e 1D 00 A3 03 10
[ERak v
- =

EEERRRRAER

2247
i

-3
-
w
2=y
o

-
S

0, NiEN4:
11, NWNEY, S%UNEY, and N
&

Sec. 12, SWILNWY, NSW Y, NWLSEY,
and 8148E.
T98.R.2W,,

<BEEEE;

Seo, 35, NW,SW1,.
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Sec. 2, lot 4, SWENWY,
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Sec, 11, NUNEY,
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The areas described, including both
public and nonpublic lands, aggregate
ipproximately 151 acres in Yuma County.

Some of the lands are withdrawn for
Ieclamation purposes and some are
patented. The status of any tract may be
&scertained by inquiry of the Chief, Divi-
m oc(J‘t Technical Services, hereinafter

81,8Wi, and

2. Until December 15, 1971, the State
of Arm_mn shall have the preferred right
of application for highway easement or
for highway material site purposes (16
gr?d? 818), as to the unappropriated

3. At 10 a.m, on December 15, 1971, the
Unappropriated lands shall be open to op-
tration of the public land laws generally,
f;lbmcl to valid existing rights, the provi-
“0ns of existing withdrawals, and the re-
g‘:rcment.s of applicable law. They have

0 open to applications and offers

No, 204—5

NOTICES

under the mineral leasing laws, and ex-
cept for lands withdrawn under the first
form for reclamation purposes, to loca-
tion under the United States mining
laws, subject to the provisions of the Act
of August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 682; 30
US.C. 621).

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Chief, Division of
Technical Services, Bureau of Land Man-
agement, 3022 Federal Building, Phoenix,

Ariz, 85025,
RiLEY E. FOREMAN,
Acting State Director.

[FR Doc.71-15287 Plled 10-20-71:8:45 am}

|New Mexico 14396)
NEW MEXICO

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Reservation of Lands

Ocroeen 15, 1971,

The Forest Service, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, has filed application New
Mexico 14396 Tor the withdrawal of the
land described below. The land was con-
veyed to the United States pursuant to
section 8 of the Taylor Grazing Act. It
lies within the exterior boundaries of the
Santa Fe National Forest, It has not been
open to the public land laws. The appli-
cant desires the land for the addition to,
and the consolidation with national for-
ests lands to permit more efficient ad-
ministration thereof in the conservation
of natural resources.

For a period of 30 days from the date
of publication of this notice, all persons
who wish to submit comments, sugges-
tions, or objections in connection with
the proposed withdrawal may present
their views in writing to the undersigned
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, Chief,
Division of Technical Services, Post Of-
fice Box 1449, Santa Fe, NM 87501.

The authorized officer of the Bureau of
Land Management will undertake such
investigations as are necessary to de-
termine the existing and potential de-
mand for the lands and their resources.
He will also undertake negotiations with
the applicant agency with the view of
adjusting the application to reduce the
area to the minimum essential to meet
the applicant’s needs, to provide for the
maximum concurrent utilization of the
lands for purposes more essential than
the applicant’s, and to reach agreement
on the concurrent management of the
lands and their resources.

He will also prepare a report for con-
sideration by the Secretary of the In-
terior who will determine whether or
not the lands will be withdrawn as re-
quested by the applicant agency.

The determination of the Secretary on
the application will be published in the
FepEraAL REGISTER. A separate notice will
be sent fto each Interested party of
record.

If circumstances warrant it, a public
hearing will be held at a convenient
time and place, which will be announced.

The lands Involved in the application
are:
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New Mex1co PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN

SANTA YE NATIONAL FOREST
CANON DE SAN DIEGO GRANT

That portion of the Canon de San Diego
grant, situate in township 19 north, range
2 east of the New Mexico principal base and
meridian, known in the office of the United
States Surveyor General as Report No. 25,
confirmed by the Congress of the United
States of America, on tho 2ist day of June
1881 and patented by the United States of
America in accordance with sald Act of
Confirmation on the 21st day of October
1881, recorded In vol. 17, pages 209 through
218 inclusive, in the records of the General
Land Office in Washington, D.C., said tracts
of land being more particularly deseribed
as follows:

Parcel C

That portion of parcel C, Rio Cebolla
Canyon as prepared by Robert K. Walsh,
NMLS No. 2127, under date of July 19, 1966,
more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the most southerly cornoer
of the parcel herein described, whence the
S-mile¢ corner on the northerly boundary of
the Canon de San Diego grant bears N.
46°05°45'" E., 048142 feet distance, thence,
N. 81°30°00'" W., 3,232.00 foet distance to a
point; thence, N, 50°00°00'* W., 566782 feet
distance to the most westerly corner of the
parcel herein described; thence, N. 41*00'00""
E., 590,00 feet distance to a point; thence,
8. 8725’27 E., 20174 {feet distance to a
point; thence, 8, 64°17°48"" E., 87431 feect
distance to a point; thence, N, 33°562'00"" E,
1,570.26 feet distance to a point; thence, N.
T7°47°22"" E, 370.00 feet distance to the
most northerly corner of the parcel herein
described; thence, 8. 38°30°00'' E, 4,550.00
feet distance to a point; thence, 8. 80°45'00"*
E., 181229 feet distance 10 & point; thence,
8. 38°00'00'" E,, 1,234.08 feet distance to the
most easterly corner of the parcel herein de-
scribed; thence, S, 49°21°12" 'W,, 285.00 feet
distance to a point; thence, 8. 33°20004"' W.,
30155 feet distance to the most southerly
corner and place of beginning of the parcel
herein described, and containing 334.280
acres, more or less,

Parcel D

That portion of parcel D, Rlo Cebolla Can-
yon, as prepared by Robert K. Walsh, NMLS
No. 2127, under date of July 20, 1966 and
more particularly described ns follows:

Beginning at a point which is the gate
on the Fenton feeding area and located S.
52°45°560'" W, 5,465.37 feet from the 5% -mile
corner on the north boundary of the Canon
de San Diego grant; thence S, 35°28'30" E.,
1,188.15 feet; thence 8. 28°36'29'" W, 1,679.21
feet; thence N. 80°45'00"" W, 181220 feot;
thence N. 31°51°02" E., 733.80 feet, to corner
E of the Nevitt tract; thence along the
southeast side of the Nevitt tract N, 46°30'-
80’" E., 1,268,52 feet to corner F of the Nevitt
tract and thence N. 42°22°10"" E,, 888.00 feet
to the point of beginning at the gate in the
Fenton feeding area and containing 7438

‘acres, more or less,

The areas described aggregate 408.619
acres,
C. R. DuNKeLL,
Acting Chief,
Division of Technical Services.

[FR Doc.71-16319 PFiled 10-20-71;8:48 am]
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[Montana 15333)
MONTANA

Opening of Land Formerly in Projects
574 and 590

OcroBER T, 1971,

1. In an order issued August 24, 1871,
the Federal Power Commission vacated
the withdrawals created pursuant to the
filing of applications for license for Proj-
ect Nos. 574 and 590, for the following
described lands:

PraNcrrAL MERIDIAN, MONTANA

T.31 N,R.34 W,

Seo, 20, 81, NE1 and N%8%:

Sec. 21, SEYNEY, , SW1, NW;, and N13814:

Sec. 23, 8WI,NEY,, NEY8W, and N
SEY;

Sec. 23, NEYUNEYNEY, S NEYNEY,
SWI,NEY,, SWSELNWY, and NW
SWi4:

Soc. 24, NWI, NW L NW .

2. The areas described aggregate 780
acres of national forest lands in Lincoln
County.

By virtue of the authority contained in
section 24 of the Federal Power Act of
June 10, 1920 (41 Stat. 1075; 16 US.C.
818), as amended, and pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by Bureau Or-
der No. 701 of July 23, 1064, as amended,
it is ordered as follows:

3. The above described lands, insofar
as they are withdrawn and reserved for
power purposes, are hereby restored to
disposition under applicable public land
laws from the withdrawals for Projects
574 and 590, subject to valid existing
rights and the provisions of existing
withdrawals.

4. The State of Montana has waived
the right of selection in accordance with
the provisions of section 24 of the Fed-
eral Power Act of June 10, 1920 (41 Stat,
1075; 16 U.S.C. 818), as amended.

5. Beginning at 10 a.m. on November
18, 1971, the land shall be open to such
forms of disposition as may by law be
made of such land.

6. The lands have been open to ap-
plications and offers under the mineral
leasing laws and to location under the
U.S. mining laws subject to the provi-
sions of the Act of August 11, 1955 (69
Stat, 682; 30 U.S.C. 621).

7. Inquiries concerning the land should
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau
of Land Management, 316 North 26th
Street, Billings, MT 59101.

Rovrand F. Lex,
Chief, Branch of Lands and
Minerals Operations.

|FR Doc.71-15268 Plled 10-20-71;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Packers and Stockyards
Administration

ATHENS STOCKYARD, ATHENS, ALA.,
ET AL,
Proposed Posting of Stockyards

The Chief, Registrations, Bonds, and
Reports Branch, Packers and Stockyards

NOTICES

Administration, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, has information that the
livestock markets named below are stock-
vards as defined in section 302 of the
Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as
amended (7 US.C. 202), and should be
made subject to the provisions of the Act.
Athens Stockyard, Athens, Ala.
Carroll Livestock Sales, Carroll, Iowa
Councll Bluffs Livestock Exchange, Inc.,
Councl! Bluffs, Iowa v
Herbold Livestock Auction, Kingsley, Towa
Central Missisaippl Livestock Commission
Co., Carthage, Miss. \
Cow Palace Commission Co., Inc., Cleburne,
Tex.

Notice is hereby given, therefore, that
the said Chief, pursuant to authority
delegated under the Packers and Stock-
yards Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181
et seq.), proposes to issue a rule designat-
ing the stockyards named above as posted
stockyards subject to the provisions of
the Act as provided In section 302 thercof.

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments concerning
the proposed rule, may do so by filing
them with the Chief, Registrations,
Bonds, and Reports Branch, Packers and
Stockyards Administration, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C.
20250, within 15 days after publication
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice shall be made available for
public inspection at such times and
places in & manner convenient to the
public business (7 U.S.C, 1.27(b)).

Done at Washington, D.C,, this 14th
day of October 1971.

EpwArp L. THOMPSON,
Acting Chief, Registrations,
Bonds, and Reports Branch,
Livestock Marketing Divigion,

[FR Doc.71~15325 Piled 10-20-71;8:49 am]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Office of Import Programs
ROCKEFELLER UNIVERSITY

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(¢c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as
amended (34 F.R. 15787 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 71-00569-00-46040. Appli-
cant: The Rockefeller University, York
Avenue and 66th Street, New York, NY
10021, Article: Anticontamination de-
vice. Manufacturer: Slemens AG, West

Germany,
Intended use of article: The article is
an accessory for an existing Elmiskop

electron microscope used for research
and educational purposes,

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application,

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States,

Reasons: The application relates to an
accessory for an instrument that had
been previously imported for the use of
the applicant institution. The article i
being furnished by the manufacturer
which produced the instrument with
which the article is intended to be used

The Department of Commerce knows
of no similar accessory being manufac-
tured in the United States, which is
interchangeable with or can be readily
adapted to the instrument with which
the foreign article is intended to be used,

SETH M. BODKER,
Director,
Office of Import Programs.

Ocroser 12, 1971,
[FR Doe¢,71-15323 Piled 10-20-71;8:40 sm)

UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a sclen-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Sclentific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as
amended (34 F.R. 15787 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 71-00174-01-11000. Appli-
cant: University of Chicago, Operator
of Argonne National Laboratory, 9700
South Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL 60439,
Article: Gas chromatograph, Model
8022, Manufacturer: AMBAC Industries,
Inc., Holland. Intended use of articlc:
The article will be used as an nna!ytxr;ﬂ
tool to trace impurities occurring in
gases which are used as environments
during growth of high-purity crystals.
The gases to be analyzed will include the
inert gases, nitrogen, and several corro-
sive gases such as hydrogen chloride and
chlorine. The impurities to be determined
will be O., CO;, CO, CH,, H, as well 83
other low molecular weight inorganic
and organic molecules.

Comments: Comments dated October
23, 1970 were received from Beckman
Instruments, Inc. (Beckman), which
alleged inter alia that the gas chromato-
graph offered by Beckman will meel _‘f’
exceed any and all performance Speci-
fications of the foreign article.

Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, fo;
such purposes as this article is intende:
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to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The forelgn article 1is
equipped with special components to
handle all corrosive gases and has both
high sensitivity for the analysis of trace
amounts of less than 0.1 percent of gases
in a mixture of gases and a large dy-
pamic range for mixtures of components
of over 0.2 percent. (1) The gas chromat-
ograph manufactured by Beckman has
some components that would be attacked
by hydrogen chloride which is one of the
corrosive gases that the applicant in-
tends to analyze. (2) The Model MC-2
gas chromatograph manufactured by
Chemalytics Corp. (Chemalytics) is de-
signed to be capable of handling corro-
sive gases, but does not have a detector
sufficiently sensitive for the applicant’s
intended purposes, We are advised by the
National Bureau of Standards in its
memorandum dated January 18, 1971,
that the characteristics of the foreign
article described above are pertinent to
the applicant’s research studies and,
further, that it knows of no domestically
manufactured gas chromatograph that
provides the combination of sensitivity
and capacity for handling corrosive gases
that is provided by the forelgn article.

For the foregoing reasons, we find that
neither the Beckman nor the Chem-
alytics Model MC-2 gas chromatograph
s of equivalent scientific value to the
foreign article for such purposes as this
article is Intended to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value fo the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
Is Intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SeTi M. BODNER,
Director,
Office of Import Programs.
[FR Doc.71-15321 Piled 10-20-71;8:48 am]

UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an appli-
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific
frticle pursuant to section 6(¢c) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations  issued  thereunder as
amended (34 F.R. 15787 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the

tment of Commerce, at the Office
Oci Import Programs, Department of
mmerce, Washington, D.C.
Docket No. 71-00567-00—46040. Appli-
tant: University of Pennsylvania, Ad-
ministrative Officers, Philadelphia, Pa.
19104, Article: External HV Measuring
: vider and Interference Voltage Sup-
wr&aslon. Manufacturer: Siemens AG,
Thest Germany. Intended use of article:

¢3¢ accessories will be used to update

in existing EI
: € Elmiskop electron micro-

NOTICES

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The application relates to
accessories for an instrument that had
been previously imported for the use of
the applicant institution. The article is
being furnished by the manufacturer
which produced the instrument with
which the article is intended to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no similar accessories being manu-
factured in the United States, which is
interchangeable with or can be readily
adapted to the instrument with which
the forelgn article is intended to be
used.

SeTH M. BODNER,
Director,
Office of Import Programs.

[FR Doc.71-15322 Piled 10-20-71:8:49 am|

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[FDC-D-382]
S. E. MASSENGILL CO.

Drug Product Containing Neomycin,
Polymyxin B Sulfate, and Ureaq;
Notice of Drug Deemed Adulterated

An announcement concerning the
product Bolmed, was published in the
Froeral Recister of July 21, 1970 (35
F.R, 11649, DESI 8-2NV) . The announce-
ment set forth the findings of the Food
and Drug Administration following
evaluation of a report received from the
National Academy of Sciences-National
Research Council, Drug Efficacy Study
Group, that said product is probably not
effective for the prophylaxis and treat-
ment of intrauterine infections.

Said announcement informed the
manufacturer and all interested persons
that such drug to be marketed must be
the subject of an approved new animal
drug application. The 8. E. Massengill
Co., veterinary division, Bristol, Tenn.
37620 did not submit a new animal drug
application for said product. In their re-
sponse to the announcement, the manu-
facturer of sald drug stated that the
product was discontinued,

Based on the foregoing, and on the in-
formation before him, the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs concludes that the
above named drug is adulterated within
the meaning of section 501(a) (5) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act,
in that it is not the subject of an ap-
proved new animal drug application pur-
suant to sectifon 512 of the act. Therefore,
notice Is given to The S. E. Massengill
Co., and to all interested persons, that all
stocks of said drugs within the jurisdic-
tion of the act are deemed adulterated

20379

within the meaning of the act and are
subject to appropriate regulatory action.

This notice is Issued pursuant to provi-
sions of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (secs. 501(a) (5), 512, 52
Stat. 1049, as amended, 82 Stat. 343-51;
21 US.C. 351(a)(5), 360b) and under
the authority delegated to the Commis-
sioner of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 2.120).

Dated: October 7, 1971.

Sam D. FinNg,
Assgoclate Commissioner
Jor Compliance.

[FR Doc.71-15336 Filed 10-20-71:8:50 am)

[FDO-D-381)
PROCAINE PENICILLIN PREMIX

Notice of Drug Deemed Adulterated

An announcement concerning procaine
penicillin premixes was published in the
Fgoeral Recister of July 17, 1970 (35
FR. 11533, DESI 0072NV), The an-
nouncement set forth the findings of the
Food and Drug Administration following
evaluation of a report received from the
Natlonal Academy of Sciences—National
Research Council, Drug Efficacy Study
Group, that the drug Pro-Pen “20-8" is
probably effective “for increased rate of
welght gala and improved feed efliciency™
(under appropriate conditions of use).

Said announcement informed the man-
facturer of the above-listed drug, did not
such drug to be marketed must be the
subject of an approved new animal drug
application. Merck Sharp & Dohme Re-
search Laboratories, Division of Merck &
Co., Inc., Rahway, N.J. 07065, manu-
facturer of the above listed drug, did not
submit a new animal drug application for
the above named drug. In their response,
the manufacturer stated that the product
has been deleted from their product line.

Based on the foregoing, and on the in-
formation before him, the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs concludes that the
above named drug is adulterated within
the meaning of section 501(a) (5) or (8)
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act, in that it is not the subject of an
approved new animal drug application
pursuant to section 512 of the act. There-
fore, notice is given to Merck Sharp &
Dohme Research Laboratories, and to all
interested persons, that all stocks of
Pro-Pen “20-S" for use in animal feeds
and all animal feeds bearing or contain-
ing this product within the jurisdiction
of the act are deemed adulterated within
the meaning of the act and are subject
to appropriate regulatory action,

This notice is issued pursuant to pro-
visions of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (sec. 501(a) (5), (8), 512,
52 Stat. 1049, as amended, 82 Stat.
343-51; 21 US.C. 351(a) (5) and (6),
360b) and under the authority delegated
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120).

Dated: October 7, 1971,

Sam D. Fine,
Associate Commissioner
Jor Compliance.

[FR Doc¢.71-153356 Plled 10-20-71;8:50 am]
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ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

| Dockets Nos, 50-404; 50-406]
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO.

Notice of Receipt of Application for
Construction Permits and Facility
Licenses; Time for Submission of
Views on Antitrust Matlers

The Virginia Electric and Power Co.,
700 Bast Franklin Street, Richmond, VA
23209, pursuant to section 103 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
has filed an application, dated Septem-
ber 15, 1971, for authorization to con-
struct and operate two additional nu-
clear reactors, designated as the North
Anna Power Station Units No. 3 and
No. 4, on the applicant’s site In Loulsa
County, Va.

The site is located south of the North
Anna River, approximately 24 miles
southwest of Fredericksburg, 40 miles
north-northwest of Richmond, Va., and
38 miles east of Charlottesville, Va. The
reactors will be located adjacent to
North Anna Power Station Units No. 1
and No. 2 on a peninsula In a reservoir
that is to be formed when an earthen
dam {s constructed approximately 5
miles southeast of the site.

The proposed nuclear powerplant will
consist of two pressurized water reac-
tors, each of which is designed for initial
operation at approximately 2,631 ther-
mal megawatts with a gross electrical
output of approximately 950 megawatts,

Any person who wishes to have his
views on the antitrust aspects of the
application presented to the Attormey
General for consideration shall submit
such views to the Commission within
sixty (60) days after October 21, 1971,

A copy of the application is available
for public inspection at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, DC, and at the Office
of the Board of Supervisors, Louisa
County Courthouse, Louisa, Va. 23093.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 5th day
of October 1971,
For the Atomic Energy Commission,

PeTER A. MORRIS,
Director,
Division o] Reactor Licensing.

[FR Doc.71-14808 Filed, 10-20-71;8:45 am |

[Docket No. 50-322]
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING CO.

Order of the Board Concerning
Schedule for Hearing

In the matter of Long Island Lighting
Co., Shoreham Nuclear Power Sta .

By letter dated October 6, 1971 inter-
venor, The Lloyd Harbor Study Group,
Inc,, requested a 60-day postponement
of the hearing originally scheduled to
reopen on Tuesday, November 2, 1971,
In its submission The Study Group ref-
erenced a letter dated September 3, 1971,
from it to the Board. The correct date
of this correspondence was Septem-
ber 15, 1971,

NOTICES

With respect to The Study Group's
request of October 6, 1971 and the replies
received, based upon its review of these
submissions the Board considers that
the parties have had ample time to pre-
pare for the scheduled session noting,
in particular, that they have had the
Stafr’s reevaluation of the ECCS since
August 18, 1971. Moreover, all of the
intervenors will be afforded additional
time to offer direct testimony in written
form if they subsequently determine to
do so.  Therefore the request for a 60-
day postponement is denied,

However, since Tuesday, November 2,
1971 is an Election Day, for the con-
venlence of the public the schedule for
the reopened hearing is being changed
to Wednesday, November 3, 1971.

The undersigned has communicated
with Francis X. Wallace, Esq., the New
York State hearing examiner, and the
November 3, 1971 date for reopening is
compatible with the State hearing
schedule.

The hearing will be reopened on
Wednesday, November 3, 1971, at 10 am.,
local time, in the Conference Room at
the Wagon Wheel, Route 112, Port Jef-
ferson Station, N.Y. 11776. The agenda
for this session will be limited to cover-
age of emergency core cooling system
matters.,

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board,

Dated at Washington D.C,, this 15th
day of October 1971,

James R. YORE,
Chairman.

[FR Doo71-15304 Filed 10-20-71;8:47 am]

| Docket No. 50-87]
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORP.

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Con-
struction Permit and Facility License

The Atomic Energy Commission (the
Commission) is considering the issuance
of a construction permit and subse-
quently a facility license to the Westing-
house Electric Corp. of Pittsburgh, Pa,
Westinghouse presently possesses a criti-
cal experiment facility (designated as the
Critical Experiment Station facility) at
Waltz Mill, Pa., which was authorized
for operation at power levels up to 10
kilowatts (thermal) under facility li-
cense No, CX-11, By & Commission order
dated February 12, 1071, Westinghouse
was authorized to dismantle the Waltz
Mill facility in preparation for transfer
of some of its component parts and fuel
to & new site in Zion, Ill.

The proposed construction permit
would authorize Westinghouse to con-
struct a research and training facility at
Zion, 1L, utilizing some of the compo-
nents and fuel from the dismantled Crit-
fcal Experiment Station facility, in ac-
cordance with the permit and the pro-
cedures described in Westinghouse's ap-
plication dated September 24, 1970, and
amendments thereto dated December 18,
1970, January 29, 1971, February 11, 1971,
and March 5, 1971. The permit would

also authorize Westinghouse to transfe;
possess and store at Zion, 111, the spegiy]
nuclear and byproduct materials cop.
tained in the fuel elements, seqled
sources, and reactor components being
transferred for subsequent use in cop.
nection with operation of the facility pt
Zion. Westinghouse proposes to operats
the new facility (designated as the “Ny.
clear Training Reactor'—NTR) in sup.
port of its nuclear energy system'’s reap.
tor program for reactor operator train.
ing, and will operate it at power levels
up to 10 kilowatts (thermal).

The Commission has found that the
application for construction permit com-
plies with the requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(hereinafter the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s regulations published in 10 CFR
Chapter 1. The construction permit will
not be issued until the Commission has
made the remainder of the findings re-
quired by the Act and the Commission's
regulations which are set forth in the
proposed permit.

Upon completion of the construction
of the facility at Zion, 11, in compliance
with the terms and conditions of the
construction permit and the application,
as amended, and in the absence of good
cause to the contrary, the Commission
will issue to Westinghouse (without prior
notice) a class 104c facility license au-
thorizing operation of the NTR al power
levels up to 10 kilowatts (thermal) sines
the application is complete enough to
permit evaluation of the safety of the
operation of the facility in the manner
and location proposed. Prior to the fssu-
ance of the license, the facility will be
inspected by a representative of the
Commission to determine whether it has
been constructed in accordance with the
application and the provisions of the
construction permit, The license will not
be issued until the Commission makes
the findings required by the Act and the
Commission's regulations which are sel
forth in the proposed license, and con-
cludes that the issuance of the license
will not be inimical to the common de-
fense and security or to the health and
safety of the public. In addition, West-
inghouse will be required to execute an
amended indemnity agreement as re-
quired by section 170 of the Act and by
10 CFR Part 140 of the Commissions
regulations.

Within 15 days from the date of pub-
lication of this notice In the Froera
RecisTer, the applicant may file a re-
quest for a hearing and any person
whose interest may be affected by this
proceeding may file a petition for leave
to intervene. Requests for a hearing and
petitions to intervene shall be filed In
accordance with the Commissions
“Rules of Practice” in 10 CFR Part &
If a request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene is filed within the
time prescribed in this notice, the Com-
mission will issue a notice of hearing of
an appropriate order,

For further details with respect W
these actions, see (1) Westinghouse's aP~
plication dated September 24, 1970, and
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amendments  thereto dated Decem-
per 18, 1970, January 29, 1971, Febru-
ary 11, 1971, and March 5, 1971, (2) the
pro construction permit and facil-
ity license, including the technical speci-
feations, and (3) & related safety evalu-
ation by the Division of Reactor Licens-
ing, all of which are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
pocument Room at 1717 H Street NW.,
Wwashington, DC. A copy of each of items
(2) and (3) sbove may be obtained upon
request sent to the U.S. Atomic Energy
commission, Washington, D.C. 20545,
Attention: Director, Division of Reactor
Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Md,, this 13th day
of October 1971,

Por the Atomic Energy Commission.

DoxALD J. SKOVHOLT,
Assistant Director for Reactor
Operations, Division of Reac-
tor Licensing.

[FR Doc. 7115405 Filed 10-20-71;8:53 am |}

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

| Docket No. 23860; Order 71-10-64]
NATIONAL AIRLINES, INC.
Order Dismissing Complaint

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the
15th day of October 1971,

By tariff * marked to become effective
October 31, 1871, National Airlines, Inc.
(National), proposes to establish round-
trip individual inclusive tour fares from
Boston, Providence, and New York to
Orlando, Melbourne, and Tampa and re-
tum. The fares are $129.63 from Boston
and Providence and $120.37 from New
York during the period December 186,
1971 through April 15, 1972; and $97.22
from all points from October 31 through
December 15, 1971, and April 16, 1972
through September 30, 1972. The dis-
tounts from regular round-trip coach
fares range from 186 to 21 percent in the
peak period and from 32 to 41 percent
in the off-peak period. There is a two-
night minimum and four-night maxi-
mum stay restriction, and the tour
add-on must be at least $15. The tariff is
marked to expire September 30, 1972

In support of its proposal, National
aserts that it is meeting competitive
froup fares established by Eastern. Air
Lines, Inc, (Eastern), from points in the

————

:Nmouax Alrlines, Inc,, Tariff CAB No. 145.
3 The tariff also provides disoounts for chil-
‘;‘“ accompanied by an adult. The issue of

® lawlulness per gse of discounts for ac-
'g“l”“.“mz family members is included in
Ia A% 5 of the "Domestic Passenger-Fare
‘h:mgmon. Docket, 21866-5. In the event
b the Board there concludes that such
woul um unjustly diseriminatory, the Board
the o ke appropriate action looking toward
i tancellation of such discounts embraced
m!be stant Ming, Accordingly, our deter-
g h::uon 1ot to institute an Investigation of
o fares should not be construed ns any

“tludgment of the issues in Docket 21866-5.

NOTICES

Northeast to the Disney World area, but
on an individual basis. National alleges
that blocking large numbers of seats by
travel agents results in the most popular
flights being full and prevents normal-
fare-paying passengers from being able
to obtain space on choice flights. On the
other hand, individual tour basing fares
permit passengers to travel on any flight,
thereby allegedly providing more even
load factors on all flights. The carrier
eglso alleges that past experience has
shown that group-fare passengers are as
costly to handle as individual-fare-
paying passengers, and that individual
tour basing fares generate more new
traflic.

Eastern has filled a complaint against
National's proposal requesting its sus-
pension and investigation.' Eastern al-
leges that National is not meeting the
competitive group fares which it orig-
inally filed, but is going far beyond inas-
much as there is no limitation of the
fare's applicability to groups of 20 or
more passengers; there is no charge for
voluntary cancellations within 14 days
of departure; and there is a novel tour
conductor provision. Eastern further
contends that the distinction between
group and individual travel is critical,
and that the more liberal provisions of
National’s tariff will result in substantial
diversion of regular fare traffic,

Upon consideration of all relevant mat-
ters, the Board finds that the complaint
does not set forth sufficient facts to war-
rant Investigation of the proposal and
the request therefor, and consequently
the request for suspension will be denied
and the complaint dismissed. The fares
and the restrictions on their use are quite
similar to existing promotional fares in
the Florida market, and the discounts
are within the range of comparable fares
in this and other markets. The fact that
the fares are set at the level of group
incluslve tour fares which the Board
recently permitted to become effective in
this market does not per se establish that
they are unreasonable, in our opinion.

We note that individual tour basing
fares and Individual excursion fares are
already available in these markets at
levels not substantially different from
the fares here proposed. As we have
stated previously, we have considerable
doubt as fo the need for so many fares
in developing an increased traffic base.
In any event, we will expect the carriers
offering these fares to bear the risk of
the promotional experiment, and we do
not intend to treat any dilution of fare
yield which may result as furnishing a
basis for future increases in the level of
basic fares. We will also expect the car-
riers to maintain records of traffic, reve-
nues, and expenses, suflicient for a full
evaluation of the profit impact of this
fare plan.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002
thereof,

It is ordered, That:

2 Eastern has filed a defensive tariff,
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1. The complaint of Eastern Air Lines,
Inc,, in Docket 23860 is hereby dismissed ;
and

2. A copy of this order be served upon
Eastern Air Lines, Inc, and National
Airlines, Ine.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEaL) Harry J. ZINK,
Secretary.
[FR Doe.71-15346 Filed 10-20-71;8:51 am|

[Docket No, 235638]
IMPERIAL AIR FREIGHT SERVICE, INC,

Increased Excess Value Charges;
Notice of Postponement of Hearing

Notice Is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in
the above-entitled proceeding has been
postponed from November 2, 1971, to
December 21, 1971, at 10 a.m. (local time)
in Room 805, Unlversal Building, 1825
Connecticut Avenue NW. Washington,
D.C., before the undersigned.

For information concerning the issues
involved and other details in this pro-
ceeding, interested persons are referred
to the prehearing conference report and
other documents which are in the docket
of this proceeding on file in the docket
section of the Civil Aeronautics Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 18,
1971.

[sEAL] Ricaanp M. HARTSOCK,

Hearing Examiner.
[PR Doc.71-15351 Plled 10-20-71;8:51 am |

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS

Guidelines for Preparation

On July 2, 1971, the Commission issued
a notice of public hearing on proposed
amendments to its rules of practice and
procedure relating to the preparation of
environmental impact statements for
certain types of projects subject to Com-
mission review (36 F.R. 13052, July 13,
1971). Public hearing on the proposed
amendments was held on July 28, 1971,
in Philadelphia, The Commission has
considered the testimony received and
many suggestions were incorporated in
the final text of the amendments adopted
by the Commission on September 30,
1971, Text of the final amendment as
adopted is shown as follows:

1. Section 2-3.5.2 of the rules of prac-
tice and procedure is amended to read
as follows:

2-3.5.2. ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENTS

(a) Not later than the completion of pre-
liminary engineering or feasibility studies,
the applicant for & project within any of the
following classifieations shall submit, in
compliance with the provisions of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act (Public Law
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91-190), an environmental report, together
with and as part of the application:

(1) Impoundments having storage capac-
ity in excess of 100 milllon gallons;

(2) Diversion of water from one sub-basin
to another or into or out of the basin in
excess of an aversge of 1 million gallons per
day during any calendar month;

(3) Electric generating stations of all
types having an installed capacity in excess
of 100,000 kilownatis;

(4) Electric transmission or bulk power
system lines and appurtenances, or highways
affecting any aspect of the comprehensive
plan and which are not excluded by section
2-35(n) of the rules of practice and
procedure;

(6) Draining or filling or otherwise aiter-
ing marshes or wetlands when the area af-
fected exceeds 25 acres;

(6) Stream channelization projects when
the proposed actlon would have a significant
environmental impact; and

(7) Any other project which the Executive
Director, In his discretion, determines is a
major action which may have & significant
environmental impact,

(b) An environmental report shall state
in reasonable detall the following:

(1) A description of the proposed action,
including such information ns is otherwise
required by the rules;

(2) The probable environmental impact of
the p action, including its Impact on
ecology of wildlife, fish and other marine
life, without limitation thereto; an estimate
of the effect of the proposed action on popu-
lation characteristics; an assessment of the
effect, if any, upon the resource base, includ-
ing land use, water and public services;

(8) Any adverse environmental offects
which cannot be avoided;

(4) All alternatives to the proposed action
that have been considered;

(6) An evaluation of the project in rela-
tion to short-term use of man’'s environ-
ment and the maintenance and enhance-
ment of long-term productivity;

(6) Any commitments of naturil resources
involved in the proposed sction, including
identification of those resources that would
be irreversibly and lrretrievably committed;
and

(7) An estimate of the effect of the pro-
posed action on the economy, including em-
ployment, and a balanced analysis of the
economic costs and benefits, whenever the
Executive Director determines that such esti-
mate or analysis Is necessary for a proper
review of the project.

(¢) The Executive Director shall prepare
a draft environmental statement based upon
the applicant's environmental report and
stafl analysis of the proposed sction,

(d) The Executive Director shall distrib-
ute the draft environmental statement to
the Council on Environmental Quality and
other interested public and private agencies
and organizations and invite their com-
ments., Such comments may be submitted
within 45 days thereafter,

(¢) The Executive Director shall schedule
each draft environmental statement for a
public hearing by the Commission. Notice
of hearing shall be published in accordance
with the Administrative Manual, and shall
include notice of avallability of the draft
environmental statement for public inspec-
tion, The hearing shall be held not less than
15 days after the draft environmental state-
ment has been made available to the public,

(f) Following receipt of comments on the
draft environmental statement and public
hearing, the Executive Director shall pre-
pare a final environmental statement and
forward it to the Council on Environmental
Quality and other agencies in accordance
Ki:.h the provisions of the Counecil's guide-

es, :

NOTICES

(g) All draft and final environmental
statements, inecl comments received
thereon, shall be ayailable for public exami-
nation at the Commission’s offices and such
other offices as the Executive Director may

designate,

(h) The Commission will act upon a proj-
ect that is subject to the requirements of
this section not less than 90 days after a
draft environmental statement has been re-
leased for public comment and not less than
30 days after the final environmental state-
ment has been forwarded to the Council on
Environmental Quality, Each docket decl-
sion by the Commission will specifically in-
clude or refer to the environmental state-
ment of any such project, and will make
specific findings and conclusions with re-
spect to the environmental effects of the
project.

(1) In the event of emergency ciroums-
stances as provided for In section 2-39 of
these rules, the Executive Director will con-
sult with the Council on Environmental
Quallty with respect to walver, suspension,
or deferment of the requirements of this
section.

()) In the case of projects the Commission
may construct or Sponsor, an environmental
statement shall be prepared by the Execu-
tive Director and submitted to the Commis-
sion, and the environmental statement
shall be processed In accordance with the
Council on Environmental Quality gulde-
lines,

(k) When any project listed in section (a)
hereof 1s subjoct to the requirement of an
environmental impact statement to be pre-
pared by another Federal agency, the Ex-
ecutive Director will consult with such
asgency and establish appropriate lead agency
arrangements that will meet the require~
ments of the National Environmental Policy
Act to avoid duplication,

2. Section 2-3.5(a) of the rules of prac-
tice and procedure is amended by the
addition thereto of a new section (15)
to read as follows:

(15) Draining, fllling or otherwise alter-
ing marshes or wetlands when the ares af-
fected is less than 25 acres,

3. Section 2-3.5(b) of the rules of prac-
tice and procedure is amended by the
addition thereto of a new section (13)
to read as follows:

(13) Dralning, filling or otherwise alter-
ing marshes or wetlands,

W. BRINTON WHITALL,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.71-15202 Plled 10-20-71;8:46 am |

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

FMC CORP.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition
Regarding Pesticide Chemical

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408
(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 US.C. 346a
(d) (1)), the following notice is issued:

In accordance with §4208 With-
drawal of petitions without prejudice of
the pesticide procedural regulations (21
CFR 4208), FMC Corp., 100 Niagara
Street, Middleport, NY 14105, has with~
drawn its petition (PP 1F1072), notice of
which was published in the FeDERAL
RecisTern of February 17, 1971 (36 F.R.

3086), proposing establishment of tol.

erances (21 CFR Part 420) for negligibls

residues of the fungicide dichlone in op

on the raw agricultural commodities al-

monds and pears at 0.1 part per million
Dated October 14, 1971,

Wirriam M. UpxoLr,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
Jor Pesticides Programs,

[FR Doc.71-15288 Plled 10-20-71:8:45 am)|

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket No, 19319; FCC 71-078)

ALCO TELEPHONE ANSWERING
SERVICE

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Designating Application for Hear-
ing on Stated lssues

In the matter of application of ALCO
Telephone Answering Service of Green-
ville, Miss., Inc. for a license for a new
public coast class IIT-B radiotelephone
station to be located at Greenville, Miss ;
Docket No, 19319, File No. 892-M-1-80.

1. The above-captioned application
seeks a license for a new class ITI-B pub-
lic coast station to be located at Green-
ville, Miss. This class of station provides
ship-shore radiotelephone common car-
rier service, primarily of a local charac-
ter, on VHF channels. The applicant
seeks authority to serve the Greenville,
Miss, ares.,

2, Com/Nav Electronics, Inc. (herein-
after called Com/Nay), has filed a peti-
tion to deny the subject application al-
leging inter alia unnecessary duplication
of service with Iits existing station,
KFT286, in Greenville, Miss. and a lack
of financial qualifications on the part of
ALCO to be & Commission licensee. The
applicant has filed an opposition to the
petition to deny alleging, as it did in an
exhibit to the opposition, that the pro-
posed radio facilities are needed as the
existing licensee (COM/NAV) is not ade-
quately serving the need of the public.

3. Except for the issues otherwise spec-
ified herein, the applicant is qualified 0
become a licensee of the Commission. On
the basis of its status as the licensee of
KFT286 and KFT302, COM «‘N:\V‘ is
found to be a party in interest. The
Safety and Special Radio Services Bu-
reau and the Common Carrier Bureau of
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion are parties to this proceeding.

4. It is evident from an analysis of the
application and pleadings that overiap
in service area will exist if the ALCO
Telephone Answering Service of Green
ville, Miss., Inc. (hereinafter called
ALCO) application is granted. In addcx(;
tion, the application and associalt
pleadings do not conclusively establish
whether ALCO is financially qualified 10
be a Commission licensee or whether, &;
to what extent, there is now an unfill
need for public radio maritime communi=
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cation service facllities to serve the area
here involved. In view of these substan-
tial and material questions of fact, the
commission is unable to make a deter-
mination that it would be in the public
interest to grant the application; there-
fore, an evidentiary hearing is required
w resolve the questions of fact and to
determine if the public interest would be
served by the grant of this application.

5. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
above-captioned application of ALCO
Telephone Answering Service of Green-
ville, Miss,, Inc,, is designated for hear-
ing at a time and place to be specified
in & subsequent order on the following
issues:

2. To determine the facts with respect
to the proposed facility, rates, and serv-
joes of the applicant, including area to
be served.

b. To determine the nature, source,
and amount of traffic to be handled by
the proposed facilities.

¢. To determine whether overlap of
the service area of KFT286 would be
contrary to the public interest,

d. To determine if there is a need for
the proposed facllity, taking into account
whether COM/NAYV is adequately serving
the needs of the public.

¢. To determine whether ALCO is fi-
nancially qualified to construct and op-
erate its proposed station at Greenville,
Mizs

{. To determine, in light of the evi-
dence adduced on all the foregoing issues,
whether the public interest, convenience,
and necessity will be served by the grant
of the subject application.

6. It is further ordered, That the peti-
tion .10 deny, filed by COM/NAV, is
granted to the extent indicated herein
and Is otherwise denied, J

7. It is further ordered, That coverage
arcas will be computed on the basis of
the Information In the Commission's no-
tice of proposed rule making, Docket
No. 18044,

8. It is further ordered, That the
burden of proof and the burden of pro-
teeding with the introduction of evidence
on {ssue (c) is on COM/NAYV Co., and on
the applicant with respect to all other
issues except issue (e) which is conclu-
sory,

8. It is further ordered, That to avail
themselves of an opportunity to be heard,
ALCO and COM/NAV, pursuant to
F1221(c) of the rules of the Commission,
In person or by attorney, shall within 20
days of the maliling of this order, file with
the Commission in triplicate a written
“bpearance stating an intention to ap-
Par on the date set for hearing and

Present evidence on the issues specified
in this order,

Adopted: September 24, 1971.

NOTICES

Released: October 5, 1971.

FrpERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,'
Bex F. WarLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,7T1-15341 Filed 10-20-71:8:50 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

PUERTO RICO PORTS AUTHORITY
AND CARIBE HYDRO-TRAILER, INC.

Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to sec-
tion 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
US.C. 814),

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1405 I Street NW.,
Room 1015; or may inspect the agreement
at the Field Offices located at New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran-
cisco, Calif. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, within 20 days after publica-
tion of this notice in the Feperat Recis-
TER. Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfaimess with particularity. If a vio-
lation of the Act or detriment to the com-
merce of the United States is alleged, the
statement shall set forth with particu-
larity the acts and circumstances said to
constitute such violation or detriment to
commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and
the statement should indicate that this
has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

Mr, Robert A, Peavy, Morgan, Lewis & Bookl-
us, Counselors at Law, 1140 Connecticut

Avenue NW,, Washington, DC 20036,

Agreement No. T-2567, between the
Puerto Rico Ports Authority (Authority)
and Caribe Hydro-Trailer, Inc. (CHT),
provides for the preferential use by CHT
of certain marine terminal facilities to
be constructed by the Authority at Isla
Grande, San Juan, P.R, As compensa-
tion, the Authority Is to recelve the un-
amortized balance of the cost of improve-
ments upon the termination of the agree-
ment; all harbor dues, wharfage charges,
dockage, demurrage, and other charges
assessed by the Authority against vessels

! Commissioner Johnson concurring in the

result; Commissioners H. Rex Lee, Wells, and
Houser absent.

[sEAL]
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and/or cargo; a minimum annual dock-
age and wharfage guarantee of $43,345;
and a monthly rental of $2,750.

Dated: October 15, 1971,

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
Faancis C. HurnEy,
Secretary.

[¥R Do0.71-15340 Piled 10-20-71:8:51 am)

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Dockets Nos, R172-110, ete.]
AMERADA HESS CORP. ET AL,
Order Providing for Hearing '

Ocroser 8, 1971,

Respondents have flled proposed
changes in rates and charges for juris-
dictional sales of natural gas, as set forth
below.

The proposed changed rates and
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un-
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or
otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds: It is in the pub-
lic interest and consistent with the Na-
tural Gas Act that the Commission enter
upon hearings regarding the lawfulness
of the proposed changes, and that the
supplements herein be suspended and
their use be deferred as ordered below,

The Commission orders: (A) Under
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec-
tions 4 and 15, the regulations pertaining
thereto (18 CFR, Chapter I), and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, public hearings shall be held con-
cerning the lawfulness of the proposed
changes,

(B) Pending hearings and decisions
thereon, the rate supplements herein are
suspended and their use deferred until
date shown in the "‘Date suspended until”
column, Each of these supplements shall
become effective, subject to refund, as of
the expiration of the suspension period
without any further action by the re-
spondent or by the Commission, Each re-
spondent shall comply with the refund-
ing procedure required by the Natural
Gas Act and § 154.102 of the regulations
thereunder.

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the
Commission, neither the suspended sup-
plements, nor the rate schedules sought
to be altered, shall be changed until dis-
position of these proceedings or expira-
tion of the suspension period, whichever
is earlier.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] KeNNETH F. PLUums,
Secretary.

3Does not consolidate for hearing or dig«
pose of the several matters herein,
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Arrexoex A
Cents per Mcl* Flate &
Responden TR Purshessr sed produs e e Rt B "Phgimd >
Docket t schedu! re T and P Ig area ann nK Ject tore
No. 0. No. inecease tendored unless sus.  until— eflect tncreased fund ;‘
ponded rate dockey
numbee
RIT2-110.. Amerada Hes Corp...... 2 7 El Paso Natural Gas Co.......... $166, 400 9-13-71 L.oo..eo... 3-14-72 14 2078 2.23 Ri-
Qo0 37 -13TH L. 31472 14.0 325 Rim s
..... do..... e = 6 E! Paso Notural Gss Co. (Ig- 2,74 91801 ...eeeeneee 3-14-72 2.2 Rl
nacto Field, La Plsta County,
Colo.) (San Jusn Basin).
avsedi0ircrevansasarbesevere 49 10 Bl Paso Natural Gue Co. (Sun 412000 91371 ....eeennnns 31472 VI8 20,23 Rl
Juan Field, Rio Arriba County,
N. Mex.) (San Juan Basin).
RI171-663.. Mobll Ol Corp. cveenniane 6 71to 1l Bouthern Unlon Guathering Co. (312) *10-n1 2I0FL VI ASOSDREG s ene s vr ey rvessesse . RITI9
(Fulehor Kutz and Basin
Dakota Flelds, San Juan
l(;‘:tum!y, N. Mex,, San Juan
. nl.
RIZ-1L.. Glbraltar OUCo..vnvvnns 3 3 El Paso Natural Gag Co. (Blance 492 AT . iaans 11-14-71 L1140 138.2078% Rls-n,
Mesa Verde San Juan County, >
N. Mex,) (San Juan Basin).
RIT3-112.. Chevron Ol Co.. ooovivuan 2 82 El Paso Natural Gas Co, (Red FEUI B2 B L) B - S 11-17-71 17, 3700 20, 5164 R170-17%,
\G‘u:) Area, Unitah County,
tah),
RI72-113. . Anadarko Produetion Co. 15 2 Nmum{ Gas Pipe Line Co, of 04 9-10-71 ~ 11-11-71 W14, 008 N7, 640
Ameriea (Indisn Basin Area,
Eddy County, N. Mex., Per-
mwian Bagin),
RIT-IM. . Getty ON Co.vv s 1% 3 Texas Gas Transmission Corp, 278 01001 e H-16-71 THIRTE 10202
(Calhoun Field, Lincoln Parish,
Northern Louisiann),
RIZ2-114.. Humble Ol & Refining R § Natural Goas P/L of Ameriea 318 1371 .......... < 12- 271 THIK 28 THID.3 RITI-M0
Co. &Jnuf City Field, Carter
Jounty, Okla, Other Area).
RI72-116.. Skelly OB Co. . ovvvvvvnee “ 12 United Gas P/L Co, (Cotton 2-10-71 9-10-71 8 Accepted
Valley Unit, Weba ter Parinh,
Northern Loaistana),
" 1 TR e N SR TSN s B3  -10-71 . ans G-11-71 ® 14, 07636 18, 75
RI72-117.. Bohio Petroleum B 16 Texas Eastern Transmission BRI e vt - 11-18-71 "W V18,4073 RITI-M
{Company. Corp. (Greenwood-Waskom
Fiold, Caddo Parish, Northern
Loutsiana),
* Unless otherwiso stated, thn‘lm-nu:e Dase 15 15,025 p.s.la. ' Not used.
1 Not spplicable to nervage added by Bupplements No, 3 and No. & ¥ Includes 1-cent tax reimbursement.
# Corrects filing of Dee. 9, 1970, 1 Applicable to gas produced from above the base of the Gray Sand Formatlon
3 Not used. 1 Accepted, to e effoctive as of Dec. 10, 1970, mbject to refund in the aisiisg
‘ » mextw«v!lng in Docket No. RI71-883,
* Includes 1-cent mintmum gusrantee for Haulds, 0 Accepted; to be effective on Sept. 10, 1971, the date of filing, with walver of notis

+ Includes 0.646-cent upw
1 Bubject to downward B.t u. adjustment.
* Includes 1.75-0c0nts tax relmbursernent.

Mobil Oll Corp. has advised that the tax
reimbursement portion of a proposed rate
increase filed on December 9, 1970, and cur-
rently being collected subject to refund in
Docket No, RI71-5588, incorrectly refiects par-
tial reimbursement for the full 2.55 percent
instead of the 0.556 percent increase in the
New Mexico Emergency School Tax. Mobil
has submitted a corrected filing, and pro-
poses that it be made effective December 10,
1970, the date the original filing became ef-
fective subject to refund. Mobil also states
that an adjustment for any overpayment by
the buyer will be made. The corrected filing
15 accepted subject to the existing suspension
proceeding in Docket No. RI71-553 to be
effective as of December 10, 1970, and Mobil
is required to file & refund report showing
the amount of any overpayment refunded.

The proposed increases for sales to El Paso
in San Juan Basin are based on favored-
nation clauses which were allegedly activated
by Aztec Oll & Gas Co.'s unilateral rate In-
crease to 20.23 cents which became effective
subject to refund in Docket No, RI71-744 on
August 1, 1971, The purchaser, El Paso Na-
tural Gas Co., is expected to protest these
favored-nation Increases, as it has previous
similar fllings, on the basis that they are not
contractually asuthorized. In view of the con-
tractual problem presented, the hearings
herein shall concern themselves with the
contractual basis for these favored-nation
filings as well as the justness and reasonable-
ness of the proposed Increased rates, These
proposed increases exceed the corresponding
rate filing lUmitations imposed in Southern
Loulsiana and therefore are suspended for §
months.

B.tu. adjustient for 1038 Bty pas,

granted,

W e pressuce Dase Is 14.65 pola.

The increase of Chevron Oil Co, Invoived
here also pertalns to a sale outgide Bouth-
ern Louisiana but does not exceed the cor-
responding rate filing limitations imposed in
Southern Louisiana. Therefore, it is sus-
pended for 61 days from the date of filing,
or 1 day from the contractual effective date,
whichever is later, pursuant to Order No,
423.
The purchaser, United, has tracked the
rate increase involved here of Skelly Oil Co.
in its rate Increase fling of November 13,
1970, which was suspended in Docket No.
RP71-41. In these circumstances, good cause
exists for walving the 60-day notice period,
The proposed increase is therefore suspended
for 1 day from the date of filing.

Cortain respondents request effeotive dates
for which adequate notico has not been
given. Good cause has not been shown for
granting those requests and they are denled.

Each-supplement listed in this appendix is
effective as of the date provided In the “Date
suspended until” column or such later date
as may be authorized under Execoutive Order
No, 11615. This order does not rolieve any
producer herein of any responsibility ime
posed by, and 1s expressly subject to, the
Commission's Statement of Policy Imple-
menting the Economic Stabilization Act of
1970 (Public Law 01-379, 84 Stat. 799, as
amended by Public Law 92-15, 85 Stat, 38),
including such amendments as the Commis-
sion may require, and Executive Order No.
11615.

All of the producers’ proposed increased
rates and charges exceed the applicable area -
price levels for increased rates as set forth

in the Commission's Statement of Generdl
Polloy No. 61-1, ns amended (18 CFR 256).

[FR Doc.71-15225 Flled 10-20-71;8:45 am|

| Dockets Nos, CP72-35, etc. |
ALGONQUIN SNG, INC., ET AL
Notice Designating Proceeding

Ocroper 14, 1971,

On October 6, 1971, an order was issued
in Algonquin Gas Transmission CoD.
Docket No. CP69-41 and Algonquin SNG,
Inc., Docket No. CP72-35.

These proceedings were consolidated
by said order and are hereinafter des-
ignated as Algonquin SNG, Inc., e al.
Dockets Nos. CP72-35 et al.

KennerH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doe.71-15352 Piled 10-20-71;8:51 am]

| Docket No. CPT1-221)
ATLANTA GAS LIGHT CO.

Order Setting Matter for Hearing, and
Prescribing Procedure
Ocroser 14, 1971
On March 16, 1971, Atlanta Gas Light
Co. (Atlanta) filed & “Petition for De-

claratory Jurisdictional Ruling” mues::
ing an order from the Commission si&

ing that the exempt status of Atlantd
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would not be affected due to the con-
struction and operation of facilities for
service to the McCaysville area in Fannin
county, Ga., which is adjacent to the
Georgia-Tennessee border. Atlanta plans
to provide natural gas service to McCays-
yitle and, in particular, to an industrial
customer, the Tennessee Copper Co,
which is located just north of McCays-
ville,

A long standing dispute exists con-
cerning the exact location of the Ten-
nessee Copper Co, Petitioner states that
part of the proposed service area and
Tennessee Copper Co.’s plant are located
in an area which is within Georgia, ac-
cording to Georgia law, and within Ten-
nessee, nccording to the law of Tennes-
gee, making necessary the declaratory
order requested by petitioner so as to
avoid loss of its exemption under section
1) of the Natural Gas Act, should it
proceed with construction of facilities
and services within the area described.
Both States agree that the actual border,
separating the two, Is the 35th parallel
north latitude, whose exact location has
never been established.

The proposed service will be on a inter-
ruptibie basis for direct-fired application
in refining copper and the pelletizing of
iron ores, pursuant to a certificate issued
by the Georgia Public Service Commis-
sion, It is estimated that Tennessee Cop-
per Co’s annual requirements will ap-
proximate 2.5 million Mef per year.

Atlanta's petition was duly noticed on
April 20, 1971.

The “Petition for Declaratory Juris-
dictional Ruling” rafses factual as well
a5 legal issues indicating an evidentiary
proceeding will be required,

The Commission finds:

(1) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest to aid in the enforcement
of the provisions of the Natural Gas Act
that the Commission enter upon a hear-
ing on the issues raised by the ‘“Petition
for Declaratory Jurisdictional Ruling.”

(2) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid in the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act that the disposition of this pro-
ceeding be expedited in accordance with
the procedures set forth below,

The Commission orders:

"M Pursuant to the authority of the

Natural Gas Act, the Commission's rules

of practice and procedure, and the reg-

Uations under the Natural Gas Act, a

public hearing shall be held commencing

November 15, 1971, at 10 am., est, in

8 bearing room of the Federal Power

Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash-

ington, DC 20426, concerning Atlanta’s

Petition for Declaratory Jurisdictional

Ruling. The hearing shail begin with ad-

mission into the record of Atlanta's di-

r(ect case, subject to appropriate motions,

lollo\yecl by cross-examination of At-
anta’s witnesses.

i ‘B) On or before November 1, 1971,
tanta shall prepare and file with the
mmission, and serve on the Presiding

ity her and the Commission’s staff,
direct testimony and exhibits in sup-

z';rt of its petition. Atlanta’s presenta-

1 shall include, but shall not be lim-
o 1‘9. (1) an explanation of how all gas

€lved by Tennessee Copper Co. will be

No.204—8

NOTICES

consumed within the State of Georgia,
(2) whether this strip of land surround-
ing Tennessee Copper Co, is considered
Tennessee territory for the purposes of
criminal laws, State tax laws, school dis-
tricts, highways, etc.,, and whether the
citizens of this territory consider them-
selves to be residents of Tennessee or
Georgia, and (3) whether there is any
plan for resolving the jurisdictional dis-
pute between Georgia and Tennessee,

(C) A Presiding Examiner to be des-
ignated by the Chief Examiner for that
purpose shall preside at the hearing in
this proceeding pursuant to the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure,

(D) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] KeNNETH F. PLrums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15353 Filed 10-20-71;8:51 am|

[Docket No. RP72-6|
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Notice of Prehearing Conference

Ocroser 12, 1971.

On September 27; 1971, El Paso Natu-
ral Gas Co. (El Paso) filed a motion re-
questing that a date be established for
a prehearing conference, El Paso requests
that the conference be convened no later
than October 14, 1971, El Paso further
requests that provision be made for the
extension of the procedural dates pre-
scribed by the order issued August 5,
1971, as amended by the notice issued
September 15, 1971, The motion is sup-
ported by American Smelting and Refin-
ing Co., Kennecott Copper Corp., Arizona
Public Service Co., Tucson Gas & Electric
Co., El Paso Electric Co., Magma Copper
Co., Phelps Dodge Corp., and Salt River
Project Agricultural Improvement and
Power District. Southwest Gas Corp. filed
an answer in conditional support of the
motion.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that a prehearing conference will
be convened in the above-designated pro-
ceeding, at 10 am., e.d.t,, on October 14,
1971, in & conference room of the Fed-
eral Power Commission, 441 G Street
NW., Washington, DC 20428. The Pre-
siding Examiner will fix such further
procedural dates as he deems appropri-
ate,

KexnNeTH F. PLuMmE,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.71-156354 Piled 10-20-71;8:51 am |

| Docket No, CP72-76)

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Notice of Application

Ocroner 14, 1971,

Take notice that on September 22,
1971, El Paso Natural Gas Co. (appli-
cant), Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, TX
79978, filed in Docket No. CP72-76 an
applicant pursuant to section 7(¢c) of
the Natural Gas Act, as implemented
by §157.7(b) of the regulations under
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the said Act. for a certificate of public
convenience and necessity authorizing
the construction, during the calendar
year 1972, and operation of certain nat-
ural gas facilities to enable applicant
to take into its Southern Division pipe-
line system supplies of natural gas which
will be purchased from producers in the
general area of said system, all as more
fully set forth In the application which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Applicant states that the purpose of
this budget-type application Is to aug-
ment its ability to act with reasonable
dispatch in contracting for and connect-
ing supplies of natural gas to its South-
ern Division System. The total cost of
the facilities proposed herein will not
exceed $4 million, with no single project
costing In excess of $1 million, Applicant
states that these costs will be financed
initially through working capital as
supplemented- by short-term borrowing.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before No-
vember 2, 1971, file with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro-
test in accordance with the requirements
of the Commission’s rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to & proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission's rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the Jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed-
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and procedure,
a hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this ap-
plication If no petition to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the certifi-
cate is required by the public convenience
and necessity, If a petition for leave to
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com-
mission on its own motion belleves that a
formal hearing Is required, further notice
of such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kesner F, PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15365 Piled 10-20-71;8:51 am]
[Docket No, CP72-77]
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.

Notice of Application

Ocroser 14, 1971,
Take notice that on September 22,
1971, El Paso Natural Gas Co. (appli-
cant), Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, TX
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79978, filed in Docket No. CP72-77 an ap-
plication pursuant to section 7(c) of the
Natural Gas Act, a5 implemented by
£ 157.7(b) of the regulations under said
Act, for a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity authorizing the con-
struction, during the calendar year 1972,
and operation of certain natural gas
facilities to enable applicant to take into
its Northwest Division pipeline system
supplies of natural gas which will be pur-
chased from producers in the general
area of said system, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Applicant states that the purpose of
this budget-type application is to aug-
ment its ability to act with reasonable
dispatch In contracting for and connect-
ing supplies of natural gas to its North-
west Division System. The total cost of
the facilities proposed herein will not
exceed $1 million, with no single project
costing In excess of $250,000. Applicant
states that these costs will be financed
initially through working capital as sup-
plemented by short-term borrowing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protests with reference to said
application should on or before Novem-
ber 2, 1971, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, &
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party to
a proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application If no petition to inter-
vene is flled within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity, If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kexnern F. PLoME,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15356 Filed 10-20-71;8:52 am|

NOTICES

[Docket No, RP73-32]
KANSAS-NEBRASKA NATURAL GAS

Order Providing for Hearing, Suspend-
ing Proposed Revised Tariff Sheets
:nd Providing for Hearing Proce-

ures

Ocroser 14, 1971,

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co. (K-
N) on August 31, 1971, tendered for fil-
ing proposed changes in its FPC Gas
Tariff The proposed changes would re-
sult In estimated increased jurisdictional
revenues of $3,569,484 annually, based
on sales for the 12 months ended April
30, 1971, as adjusted. The changes are
p;;posedl to become effective October 16,
1 4

K-N states that the proposed increase
is necessary to recoup increased costs in
several areas: (1) Costs related to re-
cently completed major construction, in-
creasing the capacity of K-N's Wyoming
and western Nebraska system; (2) costs
in connection with construction of
gathering lines; (3) wage increases; (4)
advance payments; and (5) capltal costs,

an increase in overall rate of
return to 9.23 percent. In addition to the
proposed increased rates, the revised
tariff would eliminate Rate Schedule
CD-3 and increasze penalties for unau-
thorized overruns of gas.

The rates proposed by K-N In this
proceeding will supersede the rates es-
tablished by the Stipulation and Agree-
ment in Docket No. RP71--5, approved by
Commission order issued April 29, 1971,
Article II of that settlement provides a
moratorium on rate increases effective
prior to March 18, 1872, except for
tracking Increases in purchased gas cost,

K~N requests an extension of the
tracking authority accorded by article
III of the above-mentioned Stipulation
and Agreement * beyond the settlement’s
termination date of March 16, 1972. We
find it appropriate to extend K-N’s right
to track increases and decreases in pur-
chased gas costs under the provisions of
article IIT, but the duration of such au-
tl.t;g;muon shall expire on March 16,

A review of the filing indicates that
certain issues are raised therein which
require development in an evidentiary
proceeding. The proposed increased rates
and charges have not been shown to be
justified and may be unjust, unreason-
able, unduly discriminatory, preferential,
or otherwise unlawful.

1 Pirst Revised Sheets Nos. 2, 7, 14, and 17
Second Revised Sheets Noa. 1, 6, 9, 13, and 16;
Third Revised Bheets Nos. 5 and 12; and &
now title page of K-N's FPC Gas Tarill, Sec-
ond Revised Volume No. 1. First Revised
Sheet No, 17 supersedes Original Sheets Nos.,
17, 17-B, 17-C, and 17-D and First Revised
Sheet No. 17-A, .

:Prior to the settlement in RP71-5, K-N

ston order issued October 15, 1070, in Docket
No. RP71-5.

The Commission finds:

(1) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid In the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natuml
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon
@ hearing concerning the lawfulness of
the rates and charges contained in K-Ny
FPC Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume
No, 1, and that the proposed tariff sheets
listed sbove be suspended and the ys
thereof be deferred as herein provided,

(2) K-N's request for extension of the
tracking privileges in article III of the
Stipulation and Agreement approved by
Commission order issued in Docket No.
RP71-5 on April 29, 19071, should b
granted, but shall be extended only to
March 16, 1973,

(3) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid In the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natural Gas
Act that the disposition of this proceed-
ing be expedited in accordance with the
procedures set forth below,

The Commission orders:

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4
and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules of
practice and procedure, and the regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR
Ch. I), a public hearing should be held
commencing at 10 a.m. on Janunry 11,
1972, in a hearing room of the Fedenl
Power Commission, 441 G Street NW,
Washington, DC 20426, concerning the
lawfulness of the rates, charges, classifi-
cations, and services contalned in K-N's
FPC Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume
No. 1, as proposed to be amended.

(B) Pending such hearing and decl-
slon thereon, K-N's proposed revised
tariff sheets listed In footnote 1 above
are hereby suspended, and the us
thereof is deferred until March 16, 1972,
and until such further time as they aré
made effective in the manner prescribed
by the Natural Gas Act.

(C) At the hearing on January 1l
1972, K-N's prepared testimony f(staie-
ment P), together with its entire rate
filing as submitted and served on Au-
gust 31, 1971, be admitted to the record
as K-N's complete case-in-chief, as pro-
vided by §154.63(e}(1) of the Com-
mission’s regulations under the Nai-
ural Gas Act, and Order No. 254, 28 FFC
4905, subject to mppropriate motions, i
any, by parties to the proceeding.

(D) Following the admission of K-.\Xs
complete case-in-chief, the parties &
proceed to effectuate the intent and pur-
pose of § 2.59 of the Commission’s :ult}ﬂ
of practice and procedure and of this
order as set forth above. 4

(E) On or before February 18, 1972,
the Commission Staff ghall serve its pre-
pared testimony and exhibits, The pre:
pared testimony and exhibits of any snd
all intervenors shall be served on Feb.-
ruary 29, 1972. Any rebuttal evidence by
K-N shall be served on or before .\i;mjh
14, 1972, Cross-examination of the c\_ln-
dence shall commence March 23, 1972,
The Presiding Examiner, upon o showing
of good cause, may grant such extensions
of time as he deems appropriate.
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(F) A Presiding Examiner to be desig-
pated by the Chief Examiner for that
purpose (see Delegation of Authority, 18
CFR 3.5(d)), shall preside at the hearing
in this proceeding; shall prescribe rele-
yant procedural matters not herein pro-
vided, and shall control this proceeding
in accordance with the policies expressed
in $259 of the Commission’s rules of
practice and p: ure.

() K-N's request for extension of the
tracking authorization contained in ar-
ticle ITT of the Stipulation and Agreement
gpproved by Commission order dated
April 20, 1971, is granted as modified

2.

mfm This order does not relieve
Kansas-Nebraska of any responsibility
imposed by, and is expressly subject to
the Commission’s statement of policy
implementing the Economic Stabilization
Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-379, 84 Stat,
799, as amended by Public Law 92, 85
State 38), including such amendments as
the Commission may require, and Execu-
tive Order No. 11615,

By the Commission.,

[sEAL] Kexnern F. Prums,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.71-15357 PFiled 10-20-71:8:52 am|

[Docket No. CP71-127|
MID LOUISIANA GAS CO.

Notice of Petition to Amend

Ocroren 14, 1971,

Take notice that on September 23, 1971,
Mid Louisiana Gas Co. (Petitioner), Post
Office Box 1707, Shreveport, LA 71166,
filed in Docket No. CP71-127 a petition to
umend the order of the Commission here-
tofore issued In said docket pursuant to
section 7(¢) of the Natural Gas Act on
March 2, 1971 (45 FPC ____), by author-
ling the installation and operation of
natural gas metering and related facil-
ities to enable Applicant to provide a
second delivery point for service to Gas
Utllity District No. 1 (District), of West
Feliclana Parish, La., all as more fully
%t forth in the petition to amend which
Is on file with the Commission and open
10 public inspection.

The order of March 2, 1971, authorized,
Inter alin, the operation of facilities and
the sale for resale of up to 6,800 Mecf of
natural gas per day to District. Petitioner
Hates that it has received a request from
District to deliver a portion of this vol-
ume through a second delivery point
located near the Louisiana State Peni-
lentiary in West Feliciana Parish. To
facilitate this delivery, Petitioner states
that it will be necessary to install a posi-
Uve displacement meter in lieu of the
txisting orifice meter which is to be

oned pursuant to permission snd
fbproval heretofore granted. The esti-
Mated cost of the positive displacement
Meter and related facilities is $2.000.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
et © any protest with reference to said
X ton to amend should on or before
poiember 2, 1971, file with the Federal

Wer  Commission, Washington, D.C.
26, 2 petition to intervene or a protest

i accordance with the requirements of

NOTICES

the Commission’s rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests flled with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party to
a proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules.

KesNeETE F, PLoMms,
Secretary.

I PR Doc.71-153568 Filed 10-20-71;8:52 am |

[Docket No. RP71-16, eto. |

MIDWESTERN GAS TRANSMISSION
CO.

Notice of Proposed Changes in Rate
Filings
Ocroser 12, 1971,

Take notice that on September 17,
1971, Midwestern Gas Transmission Co.
(Midwestern) filed a Motion for Ap-
proval of Settlement Agreement as to
Southern System Rates and Tarlff
Changes for Both Systems. A prior
Stipulation and Agreement with respect
to the Northern System was filed on
March 16, 1971, and notice thereof was
published on March 18, 1971 (36 F.R.
5537). Both such settlement proposals
relate to a general rate Increase filing
of Midwestern's filed on September 30,
1970, and which by order issued Novem-
ber 13, 1970, were suspended until
April 15, 1971, The September 17, 1971,
tendered settlement proposal, in addi-
tion, related to the two tracking filings
under review in Dockets Nos. RP-71-56
and RP72-3, The rate levels covered by
the instant tender as to the Southern
System would increase Midwestern's
jurisdictional revenues by approximately
$19,200,000, of which approximately $15,-
100,000, reflects the increase in purchase
gas cost from its supplier, Tennessee Gas
Pipeline Co., and currently under review
in Docket No. RP71-6. The tracking in-
creases in Dockets Nos. RP71-56 and
RPT72-3, aggregate $3,929,352 and reflect
the higher Tennessee rates under review
in Dockets Nos. RP71-57 and RP72-1,
respectively,

Midwestern states that it has con-
ferred with its customers, and as a result
has filed this most recent Settlement
Agreement. Midwestern proposes therein
(1) to reduce its rate levels as shown in
the revised tariff sheets concurrently
submitted, (2) to make appropriate re-
funds, and (3) to flow through refunds
received from its supplier. In addition the
settlement proposal provides (1) for the
approval and use of 3.84 percent com-
posite book depreciation and amortiza-
tion rate on the Southern System; (2)
utilization of liberalized depreciation on
all eligible property for accounting and
rate making purposes; (3) for the expan-
glon of its pipeline system; (4) for the
tracking of changes in Tennessee's rates,
changes in Federal income taxes, and for
rate changes due to safety program ex-
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penditures; and (5) that the company
may not file increased rates which may
become effective pursuant to the Natural
Gas Act prior to the end of the morato-
rium period for Tennessee's rates specl-
fled in the Stipulation and Agreement
dated August 14, 1971, in Docket No.
RPT71-6, et al., which is currently before
the Commission,

Copies of the tender were served on all
parties to these proceedings. Answers
and comments relating to the Settlement
Agreement dated September 17, 1971,
may be filed with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, on or
before November 8, 1971,

Any order or orders issued in these
proceedings shall be subject to the Com-
mission’s Statement of Policy Imple-
menting the Economic Stabilization Act
of 1970 (Public Law 91-379, 84 Stat. 799,
as amended by Public Law 92-15, 85 Stat,
38) and EXxecutive Order 11615, including
such amendments as the Commission

may require,
KenNeTH F. PLuMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15366 Filed 10-20-71;8:52 am )

[Docket No. RI71-070 ete.)

WARREN PETROLEUM CORP., AND
SUN OIL CO.

Order Consolidating Proceedings and
Notice of Application to Abandon

Octoser 13, 1971,

On September 15, 1971, Sun Oil Co.
(Sun) filed in Dockets Nos. RIT1-970,
CI71-788, and CI72-156 a pleading styled
“Motion for Disclaimer of Jurisdiction or
in the Alternative Application for Per-
mission to Partially Abandon Sale and
Motion for Consolidation of Proceedings."

Sun requests that the Commission dis-
clalim jurisdiction over Sun's proposed
termination of deliveries to the Glade-
water Plant of Warren Petroleum Corp,
(Warren) in order that Sun may deliver
its natural gas, after processing, to United
Gas Pipe Line Co. (United), Sun applies,
in the alternative, for authorization pur-
suant to section 7(b) of the Natural Gas
Act to abandon various sales to Warren.!
Sun states that the sales it seeks to aban-
don are the subject of various contracts
between Sun and Warren which have
been terminated or will be terminated
in whole or in part as they expire over
the next several months® Sun also re-
quests that its motion for disclaimer or
Jurisdiction and the application be con-
solidated with the proceedings in Dockets
Nos, RI71-970 and CI71-788, which were
consolidated and set for formal hearing
by the Commission’s order of Septem-
ber 9, 1971.

! Sun states that its application herein is
in accordance with the direction of para-
graph B of the Commission’s order lssued

September 9, 1971, In Warren Petroleum
Corporation v. Sun Oll Company, Docket No,
RIT1-970, et al,

* Wo note that Sun secks authorization to
abandon the sale of gas from leases where
its contracts have not yet expired and in re-
gard to which Sun has not sought new cer-
tiflicates of public convenience and necessity
for the sale of said gas,
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The pleading herein raises common
questions of law and fact to those raised
in the pleadings in Docket No, RI71-870
and Docket No. CIT1-788, heretofore
consolidated.

The Commission finds:

(1) It is desirable and in the public
interest to consolidate Sun’s motion for
disclaimer and application to abandon
with the proceedings in Dockets Nos.
RIT1-970 and CI71-788,

The Commission orders:

(A) Sun’s motion for disclaimer of
jurisdiction and application to abandon
in Docket No. CI72-156 are hereby con-
solidated with the proceedings in Dockets
Nos. RI71-970 and CIT71-788 for purposes
of hearing and decision. Any person de-
siring to be heard and to make &any
protest with reference to Sun's applica-
tion to abandon should on or before Oc-
tober 22, 1971, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to a proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file
a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s rules. Intervenors
in the proceedings in Dockets Nos. R171-
970 and CI71-788 will be deemed inter-
veners in Docket No. CI72-156 and need
not file a petition to intervene in that
proceeding.

By the Commission.

[seaL] KennNerH F, PLuMs,
Secretary.

|FR Do¢.71-15360 Pued 10-20-71;8:52 am |

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

[Docket No, BHC-99)

CITIZENS AND SOUTHERN NATIONAL
BANK AND CITIZENS AND SOUTH-
ERN HOLDING CO.

Determination Regarding Planned Ac-
tivities of Nonbanking Subsidiary
Under Bank Holding Company Act

In the matter of the applications of
the Citizens and Southern National Bank
and the Citizens and Southern Holding
Co., Savannah, Ga., for a determination
under section 4(¢) (8) of the Bank Hold~
ing Company Act of 1956 relating to the
planned activities of their nonbanking
subsidiary, the Citizens & Southern
Credit Service Corp.

Applicants, the Citizens and Southern
National Bank and the Citizens and
Southern Holding Co., Savannah, Ga.,
both holding companies within the
meaning of § 2(a) of the Bank Holding
Company Act of 1956 (12 US.C. § 1841
(a)), have filed a request for a determi-

NOTICES

nation by the Board of Governors that
the activities planned to be undertaken
by their nonbank subsidiary, the Citizens
& Southermn Credit Service Corp,, are of
the kind described in section 4(¢) (8) of
the Act (12 US.C. section 1843(c) (8)),

The applications were filed prior to the
passage of the Bank Holding Company
Act Amendments of 1970. In accordance
with the requirements of the Act prior
to the passage of the 1970 amendments,
& hearing was held in this matter on
November 20, 1969, pursuant to an order
of the Board of Governors, before a
hearing examiner selected by the Civil
Service Commission pursuant to section
3344 of Title 5 of the United States Code.
The record made at said hearing has
been duly filed with the Board. Inas-
much as section 4(c) (8) of the Act, as
amended, is controlling with respect to
the issues to be determined in this mat-
ter, on April 29, 1971, the Board issued a
notice of opportunity for hearing in this
matter pursuant to section 4(c)(8), as
amended. No request for hearing was re-
ceived. On June 9, 1971, therefore, the
Board of Governors issued an order re-
ferring this matter to Hearing Examiner
La Macchia for his recommended deci-
sion pursuant to section 4(c)(8), as
amended. On August 10, 1971, Hearing
Examiner La Macchia filed his recom-
mended decision,' & copy of which is an~
nexed hereto, wherein he recommended
that the Board make the requested de-
termination subject to certain condi-
tions., The time for filing exceptions to
the recommended decision has expired.
No exception has been filed to the rec-
ommended decision of the Hearing Ex-
aminer. The findings of fact, conclusions
of law, and recommendations of the
Hearing Examiner are adopted, and, on
the basis of the entire record,

It is hereby ordered, That the activi-
ties proposed to be undertaken by the
Citizens & Southern Credit Credit Serv-
ice Corp. are determined to be so closely
related to banking or managing or con-
trolling banks as to be a proper incident
thereto. Said order is entered on the con-
ditions that the Citizens & Southem
Credit Service Corp. shall amend Iits
charter so as to authorize it to perform
its functions and make its services avail-
able to banks, but not to lenders other
than banks and amend its proposed con-
tracts with correspondent banks so as to
provide that any correspondent bank
may terminate its contract with the
Citizens & Southern Credit Service Corp.
respecting future transactions upon 90-
day prior written notice, and on the
further condition that the Citizens &
Southern Credit Service Corp. shall be
subject to the same limitations with re-
spect to the ownership of any collateral

acquired in the course of the conduct of -

its proposed activities as are its parents
the Citizens and Southern National
Bank and the Citizens and Southern
Holding Co.: Provided, however, That

1Piled as part of the original document,
Coples avallable upon request of the Board
of Governors of the Pederal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal
Reserve Bank of Atlanta,

applicants shall not proceed in relianes
upon the terms of this order for 10 days
from the date hereof and thereafter shyll
conduct their operations in conformity
with the requirements of §2224(c) of
Regulation Y (12 CFR 222.4(c)),

By order of the General Counsel of the
Board of Governors, October 14, 1471,
acting on behalf of the Board pursuant
to delegated authority (12 CFR =ection
265.2(b) (2)).

[sEAL) TYNAN SMITH,
Secretary of the Board,

[FR Doc.71-15201 Piled 10-20-71;8:46 am)

UNITED MISSOURI BANCSHARES, INC

Notice of Application for Approval of
Acquisition of Shares of Bank

Notice is hereby given that application
has been made, pursuant to section 3(a)
(3) of the Bank Holding Company Act
of 1936 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3) ), by United
Missourli Bancshares, Inc,, which Is a
bank holding company located in Kansas
City, Mo., for prior approval by the Board
of Governors of the acquisition by appli-
cant of up to 100 percent of the voling
shares of The Brookfield Banking Co,
Brookfield, Mo.

Section 3(¢) of the Act provides that
the Board shall not approve:

(1) Any acquisition or merger or con-
solidation under section 3 which would
result in a monopoly, or which would be
in furtherance of any combination or
conspiracy to monopolize or to attemp
to monopolize the business of banking
in any part of the United States, or

(2) Any other proposed acquisition or
merger or consolidation under section 3
whose effect in any section of the country
may be substantially to lessen compel-
tion, or to tend to create a monopoly,
or which in any other manner would be
in restraint of trade, unless the Board
finds that the anticompetitive effects of
the proposed transaction are clearly out-
welghed in the public interest by the
probable effect of the transaction in
meeting the convenience and needs of
the community to be served.

Section 3(¢) further provides that, in
every case, the Board shall take into con-
sideration the financial and managerial
resources and future prospects of the
company or companies and the banks
concerned, and the convenience and
needs of the community to be served.

Not later than thirty (30) days after
the publication of this notice in the Feo-
ERAL REGISTER, comments and views Té-
garding the proposed acquisition may be
filed with the Board. Communications
should be addressed to the Secrelary,
Board of Giovernors of the Federal Re-
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551
The application may be inspected at the
office of the Board of Governors or the
Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City.

Board of Governors of the Federnl Re-
serve System, October 15, 1971

[sEaL] TYNAN SMITH,
Secretary of the Board.

|FR Poc.71-15200 Filed 10-20-71;6:46 am]
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GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

|Federal Property Management Regs.;
Temporary Reg, F-126]

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
Delegation of Authority

1. Purpose. This regulation delegates
authority to the Secretary of Defense to
represent the consumer interests of the
executive agencies of the Federal Gov-
emment in & telecommunications service
rate proceeding.

1. Efjective date. This regulation is ef-
{ective immediately.

3. Delegation. a, Pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by the Federal
Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1049, 63 Stat, 377, as amended,
particularly sections 201(a) (4) and 205
(@) (40 US.C. 481(a) (4) and 486(d)),
suthority is delegated to the Secretary
of Defense to represent the consumer in-
terests of the executive agencles of the
Federal Government before the Alaska
Public Utilities Commission in a proceed-
ing involving a rate increase for services
provided by the Anchorage Telephone
Utility.

b. The Secretary of Defense may re-
delegate this authority to any officer, offi-
clal, or employee of the Department of
Defense.

¢. This authority shall be exercised in
accordance with the policies, procedures,
and controls prescribed by the General
Services Administration, and, further,

thall be exercised in cooperation with the
responsible officers, officials, and em-
ployees thereof,

Dated: October 15, 1971.

Roeert L. Kunzig,
Administrator of General Services.

IPR Doe.71-15342 Piled 10-20-71;8:50 am)

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[812-2730]

AMERICAN REPUBLIC ASSURANCE
CO. AND AMERICAN REPUBLIC AS-

SURANCE CO. SEPARATE AC-
COUNT C

Notice of Filing of Application for
Order for Exemption

Ocroser 15, 1971,

Notice is hereby given that American
blic Assurance Co. (Assurance Co.)

‘s:!d American Republic Assurance Co.
parate Account C (Separate Account)
‘hereinarter collectively referred to as
Applicants”) have filed an application
Pursuant to section 6(c) of the Invest-
:2'- Company Act of 1940 (Act), for an
I exempting Applicants from the
gmdons of sections 17(f)(3), 22(d),
\€1(2), and Rule 17{-2 thereunder.

NOTICES

Assurance Co. established Separate Ac~
count on October 24, 1969, pursuant to
the Iowa Insurance Law to receive pur-
chase payments, after certain deductions,
made under individual and group con-
tracts designed to provide retirement
payments to employees of public school
systems, certain tax-exempt organiza-
tions, and pension and profit-sharing
plans meeting the requirements of sec-
tion 403(b) or 401 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code. Separate Account is an open-
end, diversified management investment
company registered under the Act. All
interested persons are referred to the
application on file with the Commission
for a statement of the representations
therein which are summarized below.

Section 17(1)(3). Section 17(1)(3)
provides, in pertinent part, that a reg-
istered management investment com-
pany may maintain {ts securities and in-
vestments in its own custody but only in
accordance with such rules, and regula~
tions or orders as the Commission may
from time to time prescribe for the pro-
tection of investors. Rule 171-2 requires,
in pertinent part, that all securities and
similar investments be deposited in the
safekeeping of, or in a vault or other
depository maintained by, a bank or
other company whose functions and
physical facilities are supervised by Fed-
eral or State authority, and that access
to the securities and similar investments
be limited to certain specified persons.
Applicants request an exemption from
the provisions of section 17(f)(3) and
Rule 17f-2 to the extent necessary to
permit not more than five officers or
responsible employees of Assurance Co.
as well as duly authorized representatives
of the Insurance Commissioner of Iowa
to have access to the assets of Separate
Account. Applicants represent that As-
surance Co. is subject to supervision and
inspection by the Insurance Commis-
sioner of Jowa and that the portfolio of
securities of Separate Account will be

complying with section
17(f) and the Rule 17f-2 thereunder.
Section 22(d). Section 22(d) provides,
in pertinent part, that no registered in-
vestment company shall sell any re-
deemable security issued by it to any
person except at a current public offer-
ing price described in the prospectus.
Assurance Co. and Separate Account re-
quest an exemption from section 22(d)
to permit the practices set forth below:
(1) Contracts participating in Sepa-
rate Account provide that the beneficiary
of a deceased person for whom an ac-
cumulation account was maintained may
elect to have the account value applied
to effect a variable annuity, a fixed-dol-
lar annuity or a combination of variable
and fixed-dollar annuity for the bene-
ficiary in licu of payment to the benefici-
ary unless the decedent had provided
otherwise by designating the form of the
death benefit. While in some circum-
stances the decedent may wish to stipu-
late the nature of the death benefit, he
may wish his beneficiary to make
decision thereon based on his
circumstances at the time of the

20389

dent's death. Applicants represent that
imposition of a sales load where the ben-
eficiary elects a variable annuity would
tend in practice to eliminate such option.
Applicants assert that no significant sell-
ing activity or expenses in connection
with the exercise of the variable annuity
option will be incurred and that no un-
fair discrimination would result from
elimination of sales charges under the
foregoing circumstances. In each in-
stance a sales charge will have been pre-
viously paid to Assurance Co.

(2) Applicants sell and maintain in-
dividual and group annuity contracts,
deducting from the gross purchase pay-
ments a sales charge. The net purchase
payments under the contracts (i.e., pur-
chase payments less any premium taxes
and less a sales charge) are allocated to
Separate Account or to a general account
of Assurance Co. in sccordance with the
account allocation specified by the con-
tract owner. Contract owners may elect
to have the total amount which is cred-
ited to their accounts in the Separate
Account and in the general account of
Assurance Co. applied to provide variable
accumulation units, fixed-dollar accu-
mulation units or a combination of vari-
able and fixed-dollar accumulation units
or to the purchase of a variable annuity,
a fixed-dollar annuity or & combination
variable and fixed-dollar annuity. In
cases where a contract owner elects to
have an amount credited to his account
in the general account applied to the
purchase of variable accumulation units
or a variable annuity, Applicants propose
to permit the transfer of accumulation
units from the general account to Sepa-
rate Account without the payment of an
additional sales charge on the amount so
transferred, such transfers to be limited
to a maximum of one per year.

Applicant submits that since & uniform
sales charge is deducted from all pur-
chase payments made by contract own-
ers, whether allocated to the general ac-
count or Separate Account, the transfer
of accumulation units from the general
account of Assurance Co. to Separate
Account, in order to provide for variable
accumulation units or a variable annuity
without an additional sales charge, would
not be inconsistent with the purposes of
22(d) and would be in the interest of
investors.

Section 27(c)(2) prohibits a regis-
tered investment company or a depositor
or underwriter for such company from
selling periodic payment plan certifi-
cates unless the proceeds of all payments,
other than sales load, are deposited with
& bank having the gqualifications pre-
scribed in section 26(a) (1) and held by
it as trustee or custodian under an inden-
ture or agreement containing, in sub-
stance, the provisions required by sec-
tions 26(a) (2) and (3) for a unit in-
vestment trust. Section 26(a)(2) re-
quires that the trustee or custodian
segregate and hold iIn trust all secu-
rities and cash of the trust, places cer-
tain restrictions on charges which may
be made against the trust income and
corpus, and excludes from expenses
which the trustee or custodian may
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charge against the trust any payments
to the depositor or principal underwriter,
other than a fee, not exceeding such
reasonable amount as the Commission
may prescribe, for performing book-
keeping and other administrative serv-
ices delegated to them by the trustee or
custodian. Section 26(a) (3) governs the
circumstances under which the trustee
or custodian may resign.

Applicants request an exemption from
the requirements of section 27(c) (2) on
the grounds that Assurance Co. Is & reg-
ulated insurance company, and is sub-
ject to extensive and detailed supervision
and inspection by the Imsurance Com-
missioner of Towa. Applicants assert that
such control provides ample assurance
against misfeasance, and affords the
essential protection which a trusteeship
under section 26(a)(2) would provide.
Applicants further state that Assurance
Co. will undertake binding commitments
to contract owners to provide them with
variable annuity benefits and that under
no condition can it legally abrogate such
undertakings. The application also states
that Assurance Co. has substantial cap-
ital and surplus to insure that it will
be able to meet its obligations and that
Assurance Co.'s status as a regulated in-
surance company provides the substan-
tial protections of section 27(¢) (2),

Applicants consent to the requested
exemptions being made subject to the
conditions (1) that the deductions under
the contracts for administrative expenses
shall not exceed such reasonable amounts
as the Commission shall prescribe, juris-
diction being reserved for such purpose,
and (2) that the payment of sums and
charges out of the assels of Separate
Account shall not be deemed to be
exempted from regulation by the Com-
mission by reason of the requested order;
provided that Applicants’' consent to this
condition shall not be deemed to be a
concession to the Commission of author-
ity to regulate the payment of sums and
charges out of such assets of Separate
Account other than charges for adminis-
trative services. Applicants reserve the
right in any proceeding before the Com-
mission or in any suit or action in any
court to assert that the Commission has
no authority to regulate the payment of
such other sums or charges,

Section 6fc) authorizes the Commis-
sion to exempt any person, security or
transaction, or any class or classes of
persons, securities, or transactions from
the provisions of the Act and rules pro-
mulgated thereunder, if and to the extent
that such exemption is necessary or ap-
propriate in the public interest and con-
sistent with the protection of investors
and the purposes fairly intended by the
policy and provisions of the Act.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than Novem-
ber 1, 1971, at 5:30 p.m, submit to the
Commission in writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by
a statement as to the nature of his in-
terest, the reason for such request and
the issues of fact or law proposed to be
controverted; or he may request that he
be notified if the Commission shall order

NOTICES

a hearing thereon. Any such communi-
cation should be addressed: Secretary,
Securitics and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
malil (airmalil if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon applicants at the
address stated above, Proof of such serv-
ice (by affidavit or in case of an attorney
at law, by certificate) shall be filed con-
temporaneously with the request. At any
time after sald date, as provided by Rule
0-5 of the rules and regulations promul-
gated under the Act, an order disposing
of the application herein may be issued
by the Commission upon the basis of
the information stated in said applica-
tion, unless an order for hearing upon
said application shall be issued upon re-
quest or upon the Commission’s own
motion. Persons who request a hearing,
or advice as to whether a hearing is
ordered, will receive notice of further
developments in this matter, including
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and
any postponements thereof,

For the Commission by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.

[5eAL) RoxNawp F, HuxT,

Secretary.
| PR Doo.71-15204 Filed 10-+20-71;8:46 am )

[File No. 24C-3204]
BIO-NUCLEAR INTERNATIONAL, INC,

Order Temporarily Suspending Ex-
emption, Statement of Reasons, and
Notice of Opportunity for Hearing

OcToser 13, 1971,

I. Bio-Nuclear International, Ine. (is-
suer), a corporation incorporated under
the laws of the State of Minnesota on
March 3, 1971, with its principal offices
at the Wayzata Medical Bullding, Way-
zata, Minn,, filed with the Commission
on May 25, 1971, a notification on Form
1-A and an offering circular relating to
a proposed offering of 100,000 shares of
$0.05 par value common stock at $3 per
share for an aggregate offering price of
$300,000 for the purpose of obtaining an
exemption from the registration require-
ments of the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, pursuant to the provisions of
section 3(b) thereof and regulation A
promulgated thereunder,

II. The Commission has reason to be-
lieve from information reported to it by
the staff that:

A. The notification and offering cir-
cular contain untrue statements of ma-
terial facts and omit to state material
facts necessary in order to make the
statements made, in the light of the cir-
cumstances under which they were made,
not misleading, Including, but not limited
to the following:

1. The notification and offering cir-
cular falsely state that Donald W, Hunt,
Richard H. Picha, Merle K. Loken, Jo-
seph E. Wargo, and Peter Barna paid
cash for their shares of the issuer's out-
standing common stock. In this connec-~

tion, the notification and circular omi
to state that $30,000 of the $42,000 payq
in capital resulted from the issuance of
stock of the aforementioned persons |y
& noncash transaction involving the ge.
quisition by the issuer of assets from
Nuclear Medical Computer Corp, it
predecessor corporation. In the record-
ing of such transaction, the amount of
the stock issuance was considered as g
“down payment” or partial payment oy
the indebtedness incurred for the assety
acquired.

2. The offering circular and note 2 to
the certified financial statements falsdly
represent that $30,000 cash has been pald
to Nuclear Medical Computer Corp. as
payment for asseis purchased.

3. The certified statement of cash re-
ceipts and disbursements falsely states
the sum of $42,000 in the account en-
titled “Recelpts-Sale of Stock™ as cash
recelved from the sale of stock. It omits
to state that only $12,000 of this §42,.000
was actually received in cash and that
the balance of $30,000 resulted from the
issuance of stock in the noncash trans-
action mentioned in No. 1 above, Under
the caption entitled “Disbursements”
£30,000 in cash is falsely stated as being
disbursed, no disclosure having beea
made to explain that this amount actu-
ally resulted from the aforementioned
noncash transaction.

4. Note 3 to the certified financial
statements falsely lists the total capital
contribution as $42,000 in cash. No dis-
closure was made that only $12,000 of
the contribution was made in cash and
that the balance of $30,000 resulted from
the aforementioned noncash transaction.

5. The notification and offering circu-
lar omit to disclose that some or all of
the individuals listed in paragraph 1
above were shareholders of Nuclear Med-
fcal Computer Corp., predecessor corpo-
ration, and would share in the payments
and/or any benefits received from said
payments to Nuclear Medical Computer
Corp. by Bio-Nuclear International, Inc.

6. The notification fails to disclose
that Peter F, Lee is a promoter, as thal
term is defined in rule 251 of the gen-
eral rules and regulations under the Se-
curities Act of 1833. :

B. The terms and conditions ol res-
ulation A have not been complied with in
that: .

The issuer offered and sold its securl-
ties without using an offering circular
containing the information required by
schedule I of form 1-A. .

C. The offering has been in violation
of the antifraud provisions of section 17
of the Securities Act of 1933 and section
10(b)-of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 and rule 10(b)-5 thereunder.

IIL. It appearing to the Commission
that it is in the public interest and for
the protection of investors thal the cx.;
emption of the issuer under regulation
be temporarily suspended. .

It is ordered, Pursuant to rule 261
of the general rules and regulations
under the Securities Act of 193'3.;;
amended, that the exemption O Pt
jssuer under regulation A be, and ?
hereby is, temporarily suspended.
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1t is jurther ordered, Pursuant to rule
7 of the Commission’s rules of practice,
that the issuer file an answer to the alle-
gations contained In this order within 30
days of the entry thereof,

Notice is hereby given that any person
naving an interest in the matter may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a
written request for hearing within 30
days after the entry of this order; that
within 20 days after receipt of such re-
quest, the Commission will, or at any time
gpon its own motion may, set the matter
down for hearing at a place to be desig-
nated by the Commission for the purpose
of determining whether this order of
suspenssion should be vacated or made
permanent, without prejudice however,
1o the consideration and presentation of
additional matters at the hearing; that if
no hearing is requested, and none is or-
dered by the Commission, this order shall
become permanent on the 30th day after
{ts entry and shall remain in effect unless,
or untdl, it is modified or vacated by the
Commission; and that notice of the time
and place for such hearing will be
promptly given by the Commission.

By the Commission.

[sEaL) RoNALD F, HUNT,
Secretary.

[PR Doc,71-15205 Filed 10-20-71;8:46 am|
| Pile No. 1-4847)
ECOLOGICAL SCIENCE CORP.
Order Suspending Trading

OcToBER 15, 1971,

The common stock, 2 cents par value,
of Ecological Science Corp. being traded
on the American Stock Exchange,
the Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington
Suck Exchange and the Pacific Coast
Siock Exchange, pursuant to provisions
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934
und all other securities of Ecological Sci-
e Corp, being traded otherwise than
o & national securities exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
fuspension of trading in such security on
"eh exchanges and otherwise than on a
national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the pro-
lection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15
05 and 19(a) (4) of the Securities

thange Act of 1934, that trading in
#ch securities on the above mentioned
exchanges and otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange be summarily
spended, this order to be effective for
the m:ng;l lg;:lwber 16, 1971, through

By the Commission.

(5EAL) RoxaLp F. Husr,
Secretary.

IPR Do¢.71-15206 Filed 10-20-71;8:46 am |
[Pile No. 1-4602)
FAS INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Order Suspending Trading

OcTosER 13, 1971,

Mﬂuz common stock; 2 cents par value,
the 5 percent convertible subor-

NOTICES

dinated debentures due 1989 of FAS In-
ternational, Inc. being traded on the New
York Stock Exchange, Inc., pursuant to
provisions of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 and all other securities of
FAS International, Inc, being traded
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and
Exchange Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the protec-
tion of investors;

It iz ordered, Pursuant to sections
15(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the above mentioned
exchange and otherwise than on a
national securities exchange be sum-
marily suspended, this order to be effec-
tive for the period October 14, 1971,
through October 23, 1971,

By the Commission,

[sEAL] RonaLp F, Husr,
Secretary.

| FR Doc 71-15207 Filed 10-20-71;8:46 am |

|812-2046)
FIRST FUND OF VIRGINIA, INC.

Notice of Filing of Application for
Order of Exemption

OcroBEer 15, 1971,

Notice is hereby given that First Fund
of Virginia, Inc. (Applicant), 910 Capitol
Street, Richmond, VA 23219, a Virginia
corporation registered as an open end,
diversified, management investment
company under the Investment Company
Act of 1940 (Act), has filed an applica-
tion pursuant to section 6(c) of the Act
for an order of exemption from the pro-
visions of section 22(d) of the Act to the
extent described below. All interested
persons are referred to the application on
file with the Commission for a statement
of the representations therein which are
summarized below.

Section 22(d) of the Act provides, in
pertinent part, that no registered invest-
ment company shall sell any redeemable
security issued by it to any person except
at a current offering price described in
the prospectus,

Shares of the Applicant are ordinarily
offered to the general public at a public
offering price which is the net asset value
per share at the time of purchase plus a
maximum sales charge of 8% percent of
the public offering price, reduced on a
graduated scale for sales involving
amounts of $12,500 or more.

Applicant seeks an exemption from
section 22(d) to permit its shares to be
offered without sales charge to the pres-
ent two members of its advisory board
who have acted as such for not less than
90 days. Such sales will be made pursu-
ant to a uniform offer described in the
Applicant's prospectus and will be made
only upon the written assurance of the
purchaser that the purchase is made for
investment purposes and that the secu-

rities will not be resold except through
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redemption or repurchase by or on be-
half of the issuer. Applicant represents
that currently its advisory board consists
of two people described in the applica-
tion who have each acted for more than
90 days and that its directors and officers
have no present intention of recommend-
ing that the number of advisory board
members be increased to more than two
members,

Applicant states that persons of dem-
onstrated business acumen, judgment,
and experlence are selected to serve on
the advisory board in order to give the
directors and officers the benefit of the
opinions and recommendations of such
persons and to broaden the perspective
of the directors In their evaluation of the
actions of the investment manager in the
selection or disposition of portfolio
securities.

One of Applicant's two advisory board
members is a dean of a graduate school
of business administration, and a direc-
tor of two corporations and a mutual
fund. The other advisory board member
is the president of a public utility com-
pany, the director of a bank and a cor-
poration and a former partner in a law
firm, These advisory board members' fees
and reimbursement of expenses are
identical to those paid or reimbursed to
the directors of the Fund,

Applicant and its two advisory board
members make the following representa-
tions regarding the advisory board mem-
bers' specific functions:

(a) They receive notice of, and at-
tend and participate in each meeting of
the Fund's Board of Directors;

(b) At such meetings, a copy of each
financial or other written report sub-
mitted by Fund management to the
board of directors of the Fund is also
submitted to each of the two advisory
board members for their review and
comment. Similarly, any oral presenta-
tions made by Fund management or by
any member of the board of directors of
the Fund is heard by and open to com-
ment by the advisory board members
when in attendance at the directors’
meetings:

(¢) Following each meeting of the
Fund’'s Board of Directors, a copy of the
minutes of such meeting is circulated
not only to the Fund’s Board of Direc-
tors, but also to the advisory board mem-
bers for their review, comment and cor-
rections, if any;

(d) At the meetings of the board of
directors of the Fund, the advisory board
members contribute their talents, experi-
ence, opinions, comments, and recom-
mendations to the matters presented to
the directors of the Fund and are dis-
tinguished from directors only in the fact
that they are unable to cast an aflirma-
tive or negative vote in connection with
formal action by the board; and

(e) During the intervening periods be-
tween meetings of the Fund's Board of
Directors, the advisory board members
are furnished for review, in addition to
copies of minutes of the previously held
meeting, copies of all other communica-
tions between Fund management and its
directors.

Applicant asserts that its sharehold-
ers benefit from the service of these two
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advisory board members since they con-
tribute their broad knowledge of busi-
ness affairs, economic trends and the im-
pact of political and social changes upon
the companies whose securities have been
or are proposed to be included in the in-
vestment company’s portfolio. Applicant
further asserts that it is important to its
shareholders that its management be
glven every possible assistance in recruit-
ing and retaining for its advisory board
persons of wide business experience and
knowledge in the practical workings of
the modern day business corporation
whose securities enter the capital markets
and are purchased for the accounts of
investment companies.

Applicant states that the function of
the advisory board is significant enough
to the success of an investment com-
pany’s operations that the Commission
should approve a differentiation between
the advisory board members and the in-
vesting public generally in the offer and
sale of Applicant’s shares. Applicant fur-
ther states that this would be a justifia-
ble differentiation based upon objective
facts, would not result in any disruption
in the orderly distribution of Applicant’s
shares, and would benefit a very limited
number of persons, i.e., the two present
members of Applicant’s advisory board.

Accordingly, Applicant states that the
requested exemption is appropriate, in
the public interest and consistent with
the protection of investors and the pur-
poses fairly intended by the policy and
provisions of the Act.

Section 6(¢c) of the Act provides that
the Commission, by order upon applica-
tion, may conditionally or uncondition-
ally exempt any persons or transactions
from any provision or provisions of the
Act, if and to the extent that such ex-
emption is necessary or appropriate in
the public interest and consistent with
the protection of investors and the pur-
poses fairly intended by the policy and
provisions of the Act.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than Novem-
ber 4, 1971 at 5:30 p.m., submit to the
Commission in writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by a
statement as to the nature of his inter-
est, the reason for such request and the
issues of fact or law proposed to be con~
troverted, or he may request that he be
notified if the Commission shall order a
hearing thereon. Any such communica-
tion should be addressed: Secretary, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (atrmail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the
address stated above. Proof of such serv-
ice by affidavit (or In case of an attor-
ney-at-law by certificate) shall be filed
contemporaneously with the request. At
any time after said date, as provided by
rule 0-5 of the rules and regulations pro-
mulgated under the Act, an order dis-
posing of the application herein may be
issued by the Commission upon the basis
of the information stated in said appli-
cation, unless an order for hearing upon
said application shall be issued upon re-

NOTICES

quest or upon the Commission’s own mo-
tion. Persons who request a hearing, or
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered,
will recelve notice of further develop-
ments in the matter including the date
of the hearing (if ordered) and any post-
ponements thereof,

By the Commission,

[sEAL) RoxaLn FP. Hunr,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.71-16208 Filed 10-20-71;8:46 am]

|70-5007]
HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT CO.

Notice of Proposed lssue and Sale of
First Mortgage Bonds and Preferred
Stock at Competitive Bidding

Ocroser 15, 1871,

Notice is hereby given that the Hart-
ford Electric Light Co. (HELCO), 176
Cumberland Avenue, Wethersfield, CT
06109, a public-utility subsidiary com-
pany of Northeast Utilities, a registered
holding company, has filed an applica-
tion with this Commission pursuant to
the Public Utility Holding Company Act
of 1935 (Act), designating section 6(b)
of the Act and rule 50 promulgated
thereunder as applicable to the follow-
ing proposed transactions. All interested
persons are referred to the application,
which is summarized below, for a com-
plete statement of the proposed trans-
actions.

HELCO proposes to issue and sell, sub-
ject to the competitive bidding require-
ments of rule 50 under the Act, $30 mil-
lion principal amount of percent
Pirst Mortgage Bonds, 1971 Series, due
December 1, 2001, The interest rate
(which will be & multiple of one-eighth
of 1 percent and the price, exclusive of
accrued interest, to be pald to HELCO
(which shall be not less than 99 percent
nor more than 1023 of the principal
amount thereof) will be determined by
the competitive bidding. The bonds will
be issued under the First Mortgage In-
denture and Deed of Trust dated Janu-
ary 1, 1958, between HELCO and The
First Nationgl Bank of Boston, Successor
Trustee, as heretofore supplemented and
amended and as to be further supple-
mented by a 10th Supplemental Inden-
ture to be dated as of December 1, 1871,
and which contains a prohibition until
December 1, 1976, against refunding the
issue with the proceeds of funds bor-
rowed at a lower cost of money.

HELCO also proposes to issue and seil,
subject to the competitive bidding re-
quirements of rule 50 under the Act, 200,-
000 sharesof its .. .. percent Preferred
Stock—1971 Series, $50 par value, The
dividend rate of the preferred stock
(which will be a multiple of 0.08 percent)
and the price, exclusive of accrued divi-
dends, to be paid to HELCO (which shall
be not less than $50 nor more than
$51.375 per share) will be determined by
the competitive bidding. The terms of the
preferred stock include a prohibition
against refunding the issue prior to De-
cember 1, 1976, directly or indirectly,
with funds derived from the issuance of

debt securities at a lower effective interst
cost or preferred stock at a lower diyi.

1t {5 stated that the net proceeds fray
the issue and sale of the bonds and pre
ferred stock will be used to repay shar.
term borrowings incurred in financing
HELCO's construction program s
which are expected to aggregate $85 mil.
lion prior to the time of the proposd
sales. Northeast Utilities plans wo mak
a $10 million capital contribution to fur.
ther reduce short-term borrowings
(Holding Company Act Release N
16979). HELCO’s construction program
for 1871-72 is estimated to total approx-
mately $168,700,000.

The fees and expenses incldent to the
proposed transactions will be filed by
amendment., The filing states that the k.
sue and sale of the bonds and prefered
stock is subject to the approval of the
Connecticut Public Utilities Commission
No other State commission and no Fed-
eral commission, other than this Commis-
sion, has jurisdiction over the proposed
transactions.

Notice is further given that any I
terested person may, not later than No-
vember 15, 1971, request in writing that
& hearing be held on such matter, stating
the nature of his interest, the reasons (&
such request, and the issues of fact o
law raised by sald application which he
desires to controvert; or he may request
that he be notified if the Commissin
should order a hearing thereon. Any sudi
request should be addressed: Secretar,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request should be served personally or iy
mail (afrmafl if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon the applicant st
the above-stated address, and proof o
service (by affidavit or, in case of an &l-
torney at law, by certificate) should be
filed with the request. At any time after
said date, the application as filed o7 8
it may be amended, may be granted s
provided in rule 23 of the general rue
and regulations promulgated under the
Act, or the Commission may grant &
emption from such rules as provided 1o
rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or teke Mch
other action as it may deem approprisie
Persons who request a hearing or advice
as to whether a hearing is ordered Wil
receive notice of further developments |
this matter, including the date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any posipone
ments thereof.

For the Commission, by the Divislon of
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to deie-
gated authority,

[sEAL]) RoxALD F, HUNT,

Secretary

[FR Doc.71-15200 Piled 10-20-71:6 46 am)

[Filo No. 1-6338]
LEISURE LIVING COMMUNITIES, INC

Order Suspending Troding
Ocroser 12, 1971

The common stock of Leisure Livio
Communities, Inc., being traded o0
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the Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington
Stock Exchange, pursuant to provisions
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934
and all other securities of Leisure Living
Communities, Inc., being traded other-
wize than on a national seourities ex-
change; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the protec-
tion of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15
{o) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, that trading in such
gecurities on the above-mentioned ex-
change and otherwise than on a national
gecurities exchange be summarily sus-
pended, this order to be effective for the
period October 12, 1971, through October
21, 1971,

By the Cpmm)saion.

[sEAL) RoxArn F. HunT,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15300 Piled 10-20-71;8:47 amj

[70-5008 |
NORTHEAST UTILITIES

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of
Common Shares by Holding Company

Ocroner 15, 1971.

Notice is hereby given that Northeast
Utilities (Northeast), 174 Brush Hill
Road, West Springfield, MA 01089, a reg-
Istered holding company, has filed a dec-
laration with this Commission pursuant
fo the Public Utility Holding Company
Act of 1935 (Act), designating sections
6 and 7 of the Act and Rule 50 promul-
gated thereunder as applicable to the fol-
lowing proposed transaction. All in-
terested persons are referred to the dec-
laration, which is summarized below, for
& complete statement of the proposed
transaction,

Northeast proposes to lssue and sell,
subject to the competitive bidding re-
Quirements of Rule 50, 3,500,000 addi-
tional shares of its authorized but un-
Issued comm
share. The proceeds of the sale of the
fommon shares are to be used to reduce
thort-term  borrowings incurred by
Northeast to make Investments in its
fubsidiary companies and to make a
$15 million capital contribution to the
Connecticut Light and Power Co., & sub-
Sidiary company of Nartheast. It is esti-
mated that short-term borrowings will
total $31 million at the time of the pro-
Posed sale of the common shares,

1t iz stated that no State commission
and no Federal commission, other than
this Commission, has Jurisdiction over
the proposed transaction, Fees and ex-
penses incident to the proposed transac-
"°]': H‘re to be filed by amendment,

Notice is  further given that any
:‘"-"MM person may, not later than
m°V°mber 15, 1971, request in writing

Al a hearing be held on such matter,
stating the nature of his interest, the

No, 204—7

NOTICES

reasons for such request, and the issues
of fact or law raised by said declaration
which he desires to controvert; or he
may request that he be notified if the
Commission should order a hearing
thereon, Any such request should be
addressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, Washington, D.C,
205649. A copy of such request should
be served personally or by mail (airmalil
if the person being served is located more
than 500 miles from the point of mailing)
upon the declarant at the above-stated
address, and proof of service (by affidavit
or, in case of an attarney at law, by cer-
tificate) should be flled with the request,
At any time after said date, the declara~
tion, as filed or as it may be amended,
may be permitied to become effective as
provided in Rule 23 of the general rules
and regulations promulgated under the
Act, or the Commission may grant ex-
emption from such rules as provided in
Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take such
other action as it may deem appropriate,
Persons who request a hearing or advice
as to whether a hearing is ordered will
receive notice of further developments
in this matter, including the date of the
hearing (f ordered) and any postpone=
ments thereof,

For the Commission, by the Division of
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele-
gated authority.

Roxawp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.71-15302 Filed 10-20-71;8:47 am]

[812-3034]
RIVIANA FOODS, INC.

Notice of Filing of Application for
Order Permitling Proposed Trans-
action

OcToeEr 15, 1971,

Notice is hereby given that Riviana
Foods, Inc. (Applicant), 2727 Allen Park-
way, Houston, Texas 77019, a Delaware
corporation, has filed an application
under section 17(d) of the Investment
Company Act of 1940 (Act) and Rule
17d-1 thereunder, Applicant requests an
order granting said application pursuant
to Rule 17d-1 with respect to the pro-
posed participation by Applicant with
Lastarmco, Inc. (Lastarmco), & regis-
tered close-end, nondiversified manage-
ment investment company, in the sale to
underwriters of shares of common stock
of Applicant. All interested persons are
referred to the application on file with
the Commission for a statement of the
representations made therein, which are
summarized below.

Applicant is engaged in the production
and distribution of a variety of food
products. Applicant has outstanding
3,180,801 shares of common stock held
by approximately 4,575 stockholders and
82,094 shares of $2.60 cumulative con-
vertible preferred stock held by approxi-
maltely 27 stockholders. Its common stock
is listed on the New York Exchange.
Lastarmco, at September 30, 1971, owned
286,937 shares, or approximately 9 per-
cent of Applicant's outstanding common
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stock. Four of the nine directors of
Lastarmco, who with their families own
approximately 67 percent of the out-
standing stock of Lastarmco, are mem-
bers of Applicant's 15-man board of
directors and two of such four directors
are officers of both Applicant and Last-
armco, Applicant and Lastarmco are affil-
iated persons of each other within the
meaning of section 2(a) (3) of the Act.

Pursuant to a registration statement
filed by Applicant with the Commission
under the Securities Act of 1933, of the
600,000 shares of its common stock
thereby registered, Applicant proposes to
sell to underwriters 395,000 shares of
newly issued common stock and certain
of Its stockholders propose to sell to
underwriters 205,000 shares. Of the latter
shares, Lastarmco proposes to sell
120,828 shares. The proposed initial pub-~
lic offering price and net price to be re-
celved by Lastarmeo and the other sell-
ing stockholders and by Applicant as
Issuer with respect to their respective
blocks of stock will be the same. The
price will be established by negotiation
between Lastarmco and Applicant on the
one hand and Goldman, Sachs & Co.,
Walston & Co,, Inc. and Rotan, Mosle-
Dallas Union, Inc., the representatives
of the underwriters, on the other. If
Lastarmeo should fail to agree with the
representatives of the underwriters at
the time of the pricing of the proposed
Issue, its block will not be sold; Appli-
cant cannot bind Lastarmco to accept
any price,

Assuming an agreement is reached.
the initinl public offering price for the
stock to be sold in the underwriting will
be reasonably related to the last avail-
able market price at the time the price
determination s made, Such price will
not be higher than the last reported sale
price or the last reported asked price,
regular way, of the common stock of Ap-
plicant on the New York Stock Exchange
immediately prior to such determination,
whichever is higher. The underwriting
discount, expressed as a percentage of
the initial public offering price, will not
exceed 6 percent. Applicant has been ad-
vised by the representatives of the
underwriters that such a discount does
not exceed the usual and customary
underwriting discount in an underwrit-
ing of common stock of this nature.

The underwriting agreement will pro-
vide, with respect to the allocation of the
expenses of the underwriting between
Lastarmco, the other selling stock-
holders and Applicant, that Lastarmco
will pay only its pro rata share of such
expenses, based upon the number of
shares to be sold by it,

Rule 17d-1, adopted under section
17(d) of the Act, provides, inter alia, that
no affiliated person of any registered In-
vestment company shall, acting as prin-
cipal, participate in, or effect any trans-
action In connection with, any joint
enterprise or other joint arrangement in
which such registered company is a par-
ticipant, unless an application regarding
such joint enterprise or arrangement has
been filed with the Commission and has
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been granted by order, and that in pass-
ing upon such application the Commis-
sion will consider whether the participa-
tion of the registered company in the
joint enterprise or arrangement on the
basis proposed is consistent with the pro-
visions, policles and purposes of the Act
and the extent to which such participa-
tion is on a basis different from or less
advantageous than that of other
participants.
Notice is further given that any in-
terested person may, not later than Octo-
- ber 31, 1971, at 5:30, p.m., submit to the
Commission in writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by
a statement as to the nature of his in-
terest, the reason for such request and
the issues of fact or law proposed to be
controverted, or he may request that he
be notified if the Commission shall order
a hearing thereon. Any such communica-
tion should be addressed: Secretary, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (airmail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the
address set forth above. Proof of such
service (by affidavit or in case of an at-
torney at law by certificate) shall be filed
contemporaneously with the request. At
any time after said date, as provided by
Rule 0-5 of the rules and regulations pro-
mulgated under the Act, an order dispos-
ing of the application herein may be is-
sued by the Commission upon the basis
of the information stated in said applica-
tion, unless an order for hearing upon
said application shall be issued upon re-
quest or upon the Commission’s own mo-
tion. Persons who request a hearing or
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered
will receive notice of further develop-
ments in this matter, including the date
of hearing (if ordered) and any post-
ponements thereof,

For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority,

(SEAL] RoxaLp F. HunT,

Secretary.
|FR Doc,71-15308 Filed 10-20-71;8:47 am|

{81-701]
UNION BANK ET AL.

Notice of Filing of Application for
Order Declaring Applicants Not To
Be Electric Utility Companies

Ocrosen 15, 1971,

In the matter of Union Bank, Post Of-
fice Box B100, Terminal Annex, Los An-
geles, CA 90054, Manufacturers Hanover
Trust Co., 40 Wall Street, New York, NY
10015, The Bank of California, National
Association, Post Office Box 60864, Ter-
minal Annex, Los Angeles, CA 80060,

Notice is hereby given that Union Bank
(Union), Manufacturers Hanover Trust
Co. (Manufacturers), and The Bank of
California, National Association (Bank

NOTICES

of California) have filed an application
and amendments thereto for an order de-
claring that neither Union, Manufac-
turers, nor Bank of California is or will
become *“‘an electric utility company"
within the meaning of section 2(a) (3) of
the Public Utility Holding Company Act
of 1935 (Act) as a result of the transac-
tions set forth in the application. All in-
terested persons are referred to the ap-
plication, as amended, which is sum-
marized below, for a complete statement
of the facts.

Union, all of whose outstanding capi-
tal stock is owned by Unionamerica, Inc.,
a California corporation, is a commer-
cial and savings bank organized under
the laws of the State of California, Man-
ufacturers, all of whose outstanding cap-
ftal stock is owned by Manufacturers
Hanover Corp., a New York corporation,
{s a commercial and savings bank or-
ganized under the laws of the State of
New York. Neither Union nor Manufac-
turers nor their respective parent cor-
porations is presently a “holding com-
pany” or a “subsidiary company" of a
“holding company,” as defined in the
Act. If Union or Manufacturers were to
become an electric utility company un-
der the Act as a result of the transac-
tions described below, their respective
parent companies would be holding com-
panies under the Act. Bank of California
is a commercial and savings bank or-
ganized under the laws of the United
States of America, and is not a “holding
company” or a “subsidiary company" of
a “holding company"” under the Act, Al-
though no arrangements to do so have
presently been made, Bank of California
contemplates that it may at some time in
the future become & subsidiary company
of a bank holding company.

Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, Inc. (Con Ed), is an electric utility
company, organized under the laws of
the State of New York, and is subject to
the jurisdiction of the Public Service
Commission of New York. Con Ed en-
tered into purchase agreements with
various manufacturers to supply to Con
Ed 11 gas turbine generating units and
accessory equipment (the “Units™) for
an aggregate purchase price of approxi-
mately $20,500,000. Subsequently, Con
Ed assigned its right to buy the Units to
Bank of California, acting as Trustee
(the “Owner-Trustee") for the benefit of
Union. Bank of California then pur-
chased the Units directly from the
manufacturers and leased them to Con
Ed under a lease (the “Lease”) having
a term of approximately 25 years, pur-
suant to which Con Ed has the right to
buy the Units at the end of the term for
their then fair market value,

The Owner-Trustee borrowed approxi-
mately 80 percent of the funds required
to purchase the Units, Initially from an
interim lender, and thereafter from in-
stitutional lenders who received promis-
sory Notes (the “Notes") bearing a fixed
rate of interest and maturing at the end
of the term of the Lease, All Notes were
issued, and the full amount of funds ow-

ing to the interim lender were repaid, as
of June 1, 1971, The Notes are obligations
of Bank of California as Owner-Trustee,
payable solely out of the proceeds of the
Lease, and are secured, among other
things, by an assignment for security
purposes to Manufacturers, a5 Secured
Trustee, of all the Owner-Trustee's
rights in the Units and under the Lease.
including the right to receive rental and
other payments from Con Ed. Con Ed
will not guarantee the Notes. The re-
maining 20 percent of the purchase price
was advanced to the Owner-Trustee by
Union as an investment in the beneficial
ownership of the Units, Union has ap-
plied to the Internal Revenue Serviee
for a ruling to the effect that it as benefi-
cial owner of the Units will be entitled
for income tax purposes to depreciate the
cost of the Units and to deduct interest
paid by the Owner-Trustee on the Notes,

The Lease to Con Ed is a net lease un-
der which Con Ed is responsible for
maintaining, repairing, and insuring the
Units and for paying substantially all
taxes, assessments, and other costs aris-
ing from the possession and use thereof,
The rentals payable by Con Ed to the
Owner-Trustee during the term of the
Lease are calculated to provide funds
sufficient to pay the principal of and in-
terest on the Notes and to return Union
its equity investment. After the term
has expired, Union is entitled to recelve
any proceeds realized from leasing or
selling the Units to Con Ed or to others.

The application states that neither any
applicant in its individual capacity, Bank
of California as Owner-Trustee, nor
Manufacturers as Secured Trustee, has
received or will receive any revenues
from the sale of electric energy by rea-
son of the transactions. Each of the
applicants representing that it is a com-
pany primarily engaged in the banking
business and that no electric energy will
be sold by it, as a result of the trans-
actions, requests an order under section
2(a) (3) of the Act declaring that it will
not be an electric utility company as a
result of the above-described transac-
tions.

The New York Public Service Com-
mission has authorized Con Ed to enter
into the Lease and to perform all of its
obligations thereunder and under all
other documents relating to the trans-
actions.

Notice is further given that any in-
terested person may, not later than
November 9, 1971, request in writinw
that a hearing be held in respect of the
request for exemption, stating the nature
of his interest and the reasons for such
request, and the issues of fact or Iaw
which he desires to controvert; or he
may request that he be notified should
the Commission order a hearing thereon.
Any such request should be addressed:
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20540. At
any time after said date the Commis
sion may grant the exemption as re-
quested, or take such other action 5
it deems appropriate.
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For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.

{sEAL] Rowawp F. Huxr,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.T1~18301 Piled 10-20-71;8:47 am|]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice No. 84]

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER
CARRIER, AND FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATIONS

OCTOBER 15, 1971,

The following applications are gov-
emed by Special Rule 1100.247 * of the
Commission’s general rules of practice
(48 CFR, as amended), published in the
Proesal REGISTER, issue of April 20, 1966,
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro-
vide, among other things, that a protest
to the granting of an application must be
filed with the Commission within 30 days
after date of notice of filing of the
application is published in the FroeraL
Reoister.  Fallure seasonably to file &
protest will be construed as a waiver of
opposition and participation in the pro-
ceeding, A protest under these rules
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of
the rules of practice which requires that
it set forth specifically the grounds
upen which it is made, contain a
detailed statement of protestant’s in-
terest in the proceeding (Including a
copy of the specific portions of its
authority which protestant believes to
be In conflict with that sought in
the application, and describing in de-
fail the method—whether by joinder,
Interline, or other means—by which
protestant would use such authority to
provide all or part of the service pro-
posed), and shall specify with particu-
larity the facts, matiers, and things re-
lied upon, but shall not include issues or
allezations phrased generally. Protests
ot In reasonable compliance with the
requirements of the rules may be re-
Jected. The original and one copy of the
brotest shall be filed with the Commis-
slon, and a copy shall be served concur-
fently upon applicant's representative,
or applicant ¥f no representative is
hamed. If the protest includes a request
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet
the requirements of section 247(d) (4) of
the special rules, and shall include the
certification required therein.

Section 247(f) of the Commission's
fules of practice further provides that
fach applicant shall, if protests to its ap-
g.lcallon have been filed, and within 60

4y§ of the-date of this publication,
gour,v the Commission in writing (1) that

15 ready to proceed and prosecute the
&pplication, or (2) that it wishes to with-

e —

* Coples of Special Rule 247 (as amended)
::1 be obtalned by writing to the Secretary,
mnmulo Commerce Commission, Washing-

+ D.C. 20423,
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draw the application, failure in which the
application will be dismissed by the Com-
mission,

Further processing steps (whether
modified procedure, oral hearing, or
other procedures) will be dete
generally in accordance with the Com-
mission's general policy statement con-
cerning motor carrier licensing proce-
dures, published in the FEoErAL REGISTER,
issue of May 3, 1966, This assignment will
be by Commission order which will be
served on each party of record.

The publications hereinafter set forth
refiect the scope of the applications as
filed by applicants, and may include de-
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations
which are not in a form acceptable to the
Commission. Authority which ultimately
may be granted as a result of the appli-
cations here noticed will not necessarily
reflect the phraseology set forth in the
application as filed, but also will elimi-
nate any restrictions which are not ac-
ceptable to the Commission,

No. MC 151 (Sub-No. 47) , filed Septem-
ber 17, 1971. Applicant: LOVELACE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., 2225 Wabash
Avenue, Terre Haute, IN 47807. Appli-
cant's representative: R. W. Burgess,
8514 Midland Boulevard, St. Louis, MO
63114. Authority sought to operate as a
commeon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
joods, from Mattoon, 111, to points in In-
diana, Missouri, and Ohio. Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority, If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 2392 (Sub-No. 83), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1871. Applicant: WHEELER
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC,, Post Of-
fice Box 14248, West Omaha Station,
Omaha, NE 68114, Applicant's represent-
ative: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 1730 M
Street NW., Suite 501, Washington, DC
20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Feed, feed
ingredients, feed supplements, urea, feed
grade urea when used in feed or feed in-
gredients or feed supplements, in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles, from Fremont,
Nebr,, to points in Colorado, Illinois,
Town, Kansas, Missouri, Minnesota, North
Dzakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 2800 (Sub-No. 215), filed Sep-
tember 17, 1971. Applicant: RYDER
TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road,
Jacksonville, FL, 32203. Applicant's rep-
resentative: John Carter (same address
as applicant) . Authority sought to oper~
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over regular and irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Regular route: Gen-
eral commodities (except commodities in
bulk, household goods as defined by the
Commission, classes A and B explosives,
and commodities requiring special equip-
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ment), serving Madison, Ind., as an off-
route point in connection with appli-
cant’s existing regular route authority
from and to Loulsville, Ky.; (2) irregu-
lar route: Paper and paper products,
from Eaton, Ind., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippl, North Carolina, Oklahoma,
South Carolina, and Texas, and rejected
or damaged material on return; and (3)
irregular route: Aluminum and alumi-
num articles from Lancaster, Pa., to
Clanton and Elba, Ala, Carroliton, Ga.,
and Tupelo, Miss. Nore: Common con-
trol may be involved. Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio,
or Pittsburgh, Pa.

No. MC 10875 (Sub-No, 32), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1971. Applicant: BRANCH
MOTOR EXPRESS COMPANY, a Cor-
poration, 114 Fifth Avenue, New York,
NY 10011, Applicant’s representative: G.
G. Heller (same address as applicant),
Authority ‘sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg-
ular routes, transporting: General com-
modities (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, livestock,
househoid goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment), serving the
plantsite of the P.P.G. Co,, 1 mile east
of Mount Holly Springs, Pa., on Mount
Holly Springs-Boiling Springs Road as
an off-route points in connection. with
applicant’s authorized regular route au-
thority between Philadelphia, Pa., and
Baltimore, Md., serving no intermediate
points. Nore:; Common control may be
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at New
York, N.Y,, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 313), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1971. Applicant: DEATON,
INC., 317 Avenue W, Post Office Box 938,
Birmingham, AL 35201, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: A, Alvis Layne, 915 Pennsyl-
vania Building, Washington, D.C. 20004.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Plastic pipe,
fittings, and materials used in the manu-
facture and installation thereof, between
Slocomb, Ala., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Loulsiana, Missis-
sippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South
Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas, NOTE:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority can be tacked with Its existing
authority but Indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
does not identify the points or territories
which can be served through tacking,
Persons interested In the tacking possi-
bilities are cautioned that failure to op-
pose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of authority, If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Mobile or Dothan,

Ala,

No. MC 16831 (Sub-No, 16), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971, Applicant: LAVERNE
W. SIMPSON, doing business as MID
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SEVEN TRANSPORTATION COM-
PANY, 2323 Delaware Avenue, Des
Moines, TA 50317. Applicant's represent-
ative: William L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell
Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Contractors and
construction equipment and supplies,
between Des Moines, Iowa, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Illinois,
Jowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Nebraska,
South Dakota, and Wisconsin, restricted
to traffic originating at or destined to the
plantsites and storage facilities of Pitts-
burgh-Des Moines Steel Co., at Des
Moines, Iowa. Nore: If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or Omaha,
Nebr.

No. MC 22254 (Sub-No. 62), filed Sep-
tember 21, 1971. Applicant: TRANS-
AMERICAN VAN SERVICE, INC., 7540
South Western Avenue, Chicago.. IL
60620. Applicant’s representative: John
C. Bradley, 618 Perpetual Building,
Washington, D.C. '20004. "~ Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Pianos and organs and
piano and organ benches and accesso-
ries, from De Queen, Conway, and Fay-
etteville, Ark., and Greenwood, Miss., to
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail), and returned ship-
ments of the above commodities from
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii), to the above-speci-
fled points. Note: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Chicago, 111, or Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 26739 (Sub-No, 68) (Correc-
tion), filed July 26, 1971, published in
the Feoerar RecisTer, issue of Septem-
ber 10, 1971, and republished in part as
corrected this issue, Applicant: CROUCH
BROS., INC., Post Office Box 1059, Saint
Joseph, MO 64502. Applicant’s represent-
ative: John E. Jandera, 641 Harrison
Street, Topeka, KS 66603. Nore: The sole
purpose of this partial republication is
to correctly reflect the requested pro-
posed regular route under paragraph 2
of the application by inserting the pre-
viously omitted portion “thence over US,
Highway 24 to Manhattan, Kans." The
corrected route should read as follows:
(2) Between junction U.S, Highway 59
and Kansas Highway 116, and Salina,
Kans., serving the intermediate points
of Fort Riley, Manhattan, and Junction
City, Kans., the off-route point of Enter-
prise, Kans, and serving St. Mary's,
Kans., and junction U.S. Highway 59
and Kansas Highway 116 for purposes of
Joinder only; from junction US, High-
way 59 and Kansas Highway 116 over
Kansas Highway 116 to junction Kansas
Highway 16, thence over Kansas High-
way 16 to junction Kansas Highway 63,
thence over Kansas Highway 63 to St.
Mary's, Kans,, thence over U.S. High-
way 24 to Manhattan, Kans., thence over
Kansas Highway 18 to junction US.

NOTICES

Highway 40, and thence over U.S, High-
way 40 to Salina, and return over the
same route, The rest of the application
remains as previously published.

No. MC 26825 (Sub-No. 12), filed Sep-
tember 7, 1871, Applicant: ANDREWS
VAN LINES, INC., Post Office Box 79,
BSeventh and Park Avenues, Norfolk, NE
68701, Applicant's representative: J. Max
Harding, Post Office Box 82028, 605
South 14th Street, Lincoln, NE 68501,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Com-
mercial and institutional furniture and
fixtures and equipment, and furniture,
between points in Nebraska, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawail) . NoTe: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with {ts existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 30837 (Sub-No. 445) (Amend-~
ment), filed August 18, 1971, published in
the FEpErAL REcisTER, Issue of October 7T,
1971, and republished as amended this
fssue. Applicant: KENOSHA AUTO
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 4200
39th Avenue, Kenosha, WI 53140, Appli-
cant’s representative: Paul F. Sullivan,
711 Washington Bullding, Washington,
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Folding tent campers designed to be
drawn by passenger automoblles, in
truckaway service, (a) from points in
California, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan,
Ohlo, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and
California to points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii), (b) from
San Jose, Calif,, to points In Washing-
ton, Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Arizona,
Colorado, Montana, Wyoming, Utah,
New Mexico, and Texas, and (¢) from
Santa Rosa, Montabello, and Oakland,
Calif., to points in Washington, Oregon,
Nevada, Arizona, Idaho, and Utah; (2)
car top campers, in truckaway service,
from Fair Lawn, N.J., to points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii); and (3) boat trailers, from
Algonac, Mich., to Cortland, N.Y. Nore:
The purpose of this republication is to
broaden the territorial scope in part
(1) (a) above. Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If & hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 40978 (Sub-No. 18), filed Sep-
tember 26, 1971, Applicant: CHAIR CITY
MOTOR EXPLESS COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 3321 Highway 141 South,
Sheboygan, WT 53081, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: R. E. Becker (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Vinyl plastic tile; vinyl plastic floor, wall
and railing coverings; vinyl plastic sheet-
ing; and vinyl plastic and rubber mould-
ing: and materials and supplies used in
the installation thereof, from Sheboygan,
Wis.,, to points in Alabama, Arkansas,

Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor-
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippl, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, North Da-
kota, Ohlo, Okiahoma, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the
District of Columblia, and (2) materials
and supplies uscd in the manufacture and
installation of vinyl plastic tile, viny|
plastic floor, wall and railing coverings,
vinyl plastic sheeting, and vinyl plastie
and rubber moulding, from points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Connec-
ticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 1llinols,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Lousi-
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetis
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, North
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and
ti.e District of Columbia, to Sheboygan,
VWis. Note: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Milwaukee, Wis,, or Chicago,
1L y

No, MC 52014 (Sub-No., 2), filed
culy 16, 1971. Applicant: LAFAYETTE
STORAGE & MOVING CORPORATION,
Sheldon and West Drullard Street, Lan-
caster, NY 14086. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Thomas J. Runfola, 631 Niagars
Street, Buffalo, NY 14201, Authority
eaught to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Uncrated new furniture
and applances, and returned and
rejected shipments moving in shipper
owned containers, between points in Erie
Couvnty, N.Y., and points in Erie County,
Pa. Nore: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing i
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Buffalo, N.Y,

No. MC 55822 (Sub-No. 12), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1971, Applicant: VICTORY
EXPRESS, INC., 2600 Willowburn Ave-
nue, Dayton, OH 45427. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Harold G. Hernly, Jr., 2030
North Adams Street, Suite 510, Arling-
ton, VA 22201. Authority sought to oper-
&t2 as a contract carrier, by motor vchxclg
over Irregular routes, transporting:
Paper and paper products, from Palatks,
Fla., to points in Indiana, Illinois, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missourl, Iowa, Ohlo,
and Wisconsin, under contract With
Hudson Pulp & Paper Corp. NOTE: If o
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. 29), filed
September 23, 1971, Applicant: AERO
TRUCKING, INC., Post Office Box 308,
Monroeville, PA 15146, Applicant’s rt‘pr?&
sentative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East Broa '
Street, Columbus, OH 43215. Authority
sought to operate as a common ca rrier, by
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motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Sheet metal products, and
equipment, materials, and supplies used
in the installation of sheet metal prod-
pets, between Philadelphia and points in
lower Scuthampton Township, Bucks
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Alabama, Arkansas, Con-
pecticut, Florida, Georgia, Illinols, Indi-
ana, Town, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minne-
sota, Mississippl, Missouri, New Hamp-
shire, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Texas, Wisconsin, and Vermont. Nortg:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its existing
suthority. Applicant further states that
no duplicating authority is sought. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Philadelphia, Pa.,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 243), filed
August 19, 1971, Applicant: JENKINS
TRUCK LINE, INC, 3708 Elm Street,
Bettendorf, IA., Applicant’s representa-
tive: Donald W. Smith, 900 Circle Tower
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Agricultural
machinery and implements; (2) tractors;
(3) industrial, construction, excavating,
and material handling equipment; (4)
such merchandise as is dealt in by lawn
and garden dealers (except chemicals
and commodities in bulk); (5) trailers
designed for the transportation of the
above commodities; (6) cabs for (1), (2),
and (3) above; (7) internal combustion
engines; (8) attachments for (1), (2),
(3), and (4) above; (9) hydraulic and
lubricating oils; and (10) parts for (1)
through (8) above, between points In
Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and Tur-
lock, Calif, Nore: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Common con-
trol may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Salt Lake City, Utah.

No. MC 61788 (Sub-No. 29), filed Sep-
tember 2, 1971. Applicant: GEORGIA
FLORIDA ALABAMA TRANSPORTA-
TION, a corporation, Spelgner Street,
Dothan, AL 36301, Applicant’s repre-
gentative: John P. Carlton, 327 Frank
N_elson Building, Birmingham, Ala.
35203. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
between Atlanta, Ga, and Meridian,

- (@) from Atlanta over U.S. High-
Wy 29 to junection thereof with U.S.
Highway 80 at a point approximately 7
niles east of Tuskegee, Ala., thence over
Us. Highway 80 to Meridian, and return
Over the same route, as an alternate
Toute for operating convenience only, in
connection with applicant’s regular
Toute authority, serving no intermediate
points and (b) from Atlanta to Mont-
fomery, Ala., over Interstate Highway
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85, thence over US. Highway 80 to
Meridian, -and return over the same
route, as an alternate route for operat-
ing convenience only, in connection with
applicant's regular route authority, serv-
ing no intermediate points. Nore: Com-~
mon control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Washington, D.C,

No. MC 61825 (Sub-No. 45), filed
September 17, 1971. Applicant: ROY
STONE TRANSFER CORPORATION,
V. C. Drive, Collinsville, Va. 24078. Ap-
plicant’s representative: George 8.
Hales, Post Office Box 872, Martinsville,
VA 24112, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities (except those of un-
usual value, classes A and B explosives,
livestock, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk
and those requiring special equipment),
between the plantsite of PPG Industries,
Inge,, at or near Mount Holly Springs, Pa.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Georgia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Virginia, and points in Ten-
nessee located on and east of U.S. High-
way 231. Nore: Common control may be
involved. Applicant states the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its ex-
isting authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 61955 (Sub-No. 13), filed Sep-
tember 7, 1971. Applicant: CENTROPO-
LIS TRANSFER CO,, INC,, 6700 Wilson
Road, Kansas City, MO 64125. Appli-
cant's representative: Frank W, Taylor,
Jr., 1221 Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City,
MO 64105. Authority sought to operate
8s & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Dry
chemicals, including fertilizer and fertil-
fzer materials, from Kansas City, Mo., to
points in Jowa, Kansas, Nebraska, and
Oklahoma. Nore: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 64048 (Sub. No. 4), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971. Applicant: CAPITAL
CITY TRANSFER CO., a corporation,
1295 Johnson Street NE., Salem, OR
97303. Applicant’s representative: Daniel
A. Ritter, 200 Pacific Bullding, Salem,
Oreg. 97301. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Newsprint in rolls, between Seattle and
Port Angeles, Wash., and Salem, Oreg.
Nore: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Portland, Oreg,

No. MC 72545 (Sub-No. 10), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1971, Applicant: FRANK P,
MANNER, doing business as MANNER
TRUCKING SERVICE, Post Office Box
637, Orland, CA 95963. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Pete H. Dawson, 4453 East
Piceadilly Road, Phoenix, AZ 85018, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
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carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, utransporting: Liguid fertilizer
slurry fire retardants, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from Orland, Calif,, to points in
Oregon. Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at San Francisco, Calif,

No. MC 74321 (Sub-No. 51), filed Sep-
tember 3, 1871. Applicant: B, F.
WALKER, INC., 650 17th Street, Denver,
CO 80202. Applicant’s representative:
Richard P, Kissinger (same address ss
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting: Iron
and steel articles, between points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Kansas, Loulsiana, Mis-
sissippl, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and
Texas, Nore: Applicant states that tack-
ing the requested authority is possible,
but improbable, with its existing author-
ity under MC 74321 Sub-Nos. 15, 17, 21,
22, 27, 32, 34, and 42, wherein it per-
forms service in the States of Arizona,
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiona, Montana,
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North
Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas,
Utah, and Wyoming. Applicant further
states no duplicating authority sought.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Denver, Colo.,
Dallas, Tex., or New Orleans, La.

No. MC 74321 (Sub-No. 52), filed Sep-
tember 7, 1971, Applicant: B, F.
WALKER, INC., 650 17th Street, Denver,
CO 80202, Applicant's representative:
Richard P. Kissinger (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
85 a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Com-
modities, the transportation of which be-
cause of their size or weight requires the
use of special equipment or special han-
dling, and paris thereof, between points
in Colorado, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in New Mexico. Nore: Ap-
plicant states that it presently holds au-
thority to provide the requested trans-
portation service by tacking its Sub-No.
10 and Sub-No. 32 authority by observ-
ing a Texas Gateway, and that the pur-
pose of this application is for the elimi-
nation of sald gateway. Applicant fur-
ther states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Denver,
Colo.

No. MC 76177 (Sub-No. 323), filed Sep-
tember 20, 1871. Applicant: BAGGETT
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 2 South 32d Street, Birming-
ham, AL 35233. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Harold G. Hernly, Jr., 2030 North
Adams Street, Suite 510, Arlington, VA
22201, Authority sought to operate as &
commeon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Textiles
and textile products and machinery,
machinery parts, equipment, materials,
and supplies used in or in connection
with the operation of textile mills and
warehouses (except commodities the
transportation of which because of size
or welght require the use of special
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equipment), between the plantsite of
Monsanto Co., Sand Mountain Plant,
approximately 10 miles northeast of
Guntersville, Ala., on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Alabama, Tennes-
see, Mississippi, Louisiana, Virginia,
Georgia, North Carolina, and South Car-
olina. Note: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority can be tacked with its
existing authority but indicates that it
has no present intention to tack. Per-
sons interested in the tacking possibili-
ties are cautioned that failure to oppose
the application may result in an unre-
stricted grant of authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant does not
specify a location.

No. MC 81835 (Sub-No. T), filed Sep-
tember 15, 1971, Applicant: MONIOWC-
ZAK TRANSIT COMPANY, a corpora-
tion, Post Office Box 123, Bark River, MI
49807. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
llam B. Elmer, 23801 Gratiot Avenue,
East Detroit, MI 48021. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Mait beverages, from South
Bend, Ind., and St, Louis, Mo., to Esca~
naba, Mich,, and (2) carbonated bever-
ages, from Milwaukee, Wis., to Escanaba,
Mich. Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
Is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Lansing or Escanaba, Mich.,
or Milwaukee or Madison, Wis.

No. MC 83835 (Sub-No. 83), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971, Applicant: WALES
TRANSPORTATION, INC, Post Office
Box 6186, Dallas, TX 75222, Applicant’s
representative; James W. Hightower,
136 Wynnewood Professional Bullding,
Dallas, Tex. 75224, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal panels, metal insulated
panels, insulation, metal windows and
doors and frames therejor, and accesso-
ries necessary for the installation and
completion of the named commodities,
from Pine Bluff, Ark., to points in the
United States (except Alaska, Arkansas,
and Hawaii). Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Dallas, Tex., or
Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 94201 (Sub-No. 96), filed Au-
gust 30, 1971, Applicant: BOWMAN
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1010 Stroud
Avenue, Birmingham, AL 35903, also:
Post Office Box 2188, East Gadsden, AL,
Applicant’s representative: Maurice F.
Bishop, 327 Frank Nelson Bulilding,
Birmingham, Ala. 35203, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Animal litter, chopped,
alfalfa pellets, from the plantsite and
storage facilities of the Clorox Co., at or
near Atlanta, Ga., to points in Alabama,
Florida, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and
(2) cleaning and bleaching compounds
(except in bulk), from the plantsite and
storage facilities of the Clorox Co. at or
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near Atlanta, Ga,, to points in Missis-
sippl. Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant does not
specify a location.

No. MC 85876 (Sub-No. 117), filed Au-
gust 18, 1971. Applicant; ANDERSON
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 203 Cooper
Avenue North, St. Cloud, MN 56301. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Robert D. Gis-
vold, 1000 First National Bank Building,
Minneapolis, MN 55402. Authority sought
to operate 8s & common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: (1) Smnowmobiles, (2) snowmo-
bile trailers, (3) parts, attachments, and
accessories for the commodities deseribed
in (1) and (2) above, (4) snowmobile
clothing and accessories, and (5) mate~
rials, supplies and equipment utilized in
the manufacture and distribution of the
commodities described in (1), (2), 3),
and (4) above, between points in Minne-
sota, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points In the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail). Nore: Applicant
states possibility of tacking exists with
Sub 9, only if commodities are deemed
“size and welght'" or contractor's equip-
ment. Persons interested in the tacking
possibilities are cautioned that failure to
oppose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of asuthority. Com-
mon control may be involved, If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at St. Paul, Minn.

No. MC 95876 (Sub-No, 119), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971. Applicant: ANDERSON
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC,, 203 Cooper
Avenue North, St. Cloud, MN 56301, Ap-
plicant’s representative: Val M. Higgins,
1000 First National Bank Building, Min-
neapolis, Minn, 55402, Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Paper and paper products, {rom the
ports of entry on the Canada-United
States boundary at or near Pigeon River,
Minn., and International Falls, Minn,,
to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan-
sas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne-
braska, Oklahoma, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin. Nore: Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at St. Paul, Minn., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 96098 (Sub-No. 55, filed
August 5, 19M. Applicant: MILTON
TRANSPORTATION, INC. Post Office
Box 207, Milton, PA 17847. Applicant's
representative: George A, Olsen, 69 Ton-
nele Avenue, Jersey City, NJ 07306. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Paper and paper
products and materials, equipment and
supplies used or useful in the manufac-
ture and sales of paper products, bétween
Lock Haven, Pa,, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points In Maine, New
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Maryland, Delaware, Vir-
ginia, Tennessee, West Virginia, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
Florida, Alabama, Mississippl, Kentucky,

Ohio, Indiana, Illinols, Wisconsin, Michi-
gan, New York, New Jersey, Connecticut,
and the District of Columbia, under con-
tinuing contract or contracts with Ham-
mermill Paper Co. Lotk Haven, Pa.
Nore: Common control and dual opera-
tions may be involved. Applicant states
that it presently holds duplicating au-
thority under MC 96098 and MC 96098
(Sub-No. 29), such duplicating authority
to be canceled if the authority sought
herein-is granted. If a hearing iz deemed
necessary, appliacnt requests it be held
at Washington, D.C,, or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 97357 (S8ub-No. 42), filed Sep-
tember 23, 1871, Applicant: ALLYN
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 14011 South Central Avenue,
Los Angeles, CA 90059, Applicant's rep-
resentative: Carl H. Fritze, 1545 Wil-
shire Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 00017,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Water, in bulk,
from points in San Bernardino, River-
side, Orange, San Diego, Ventura, and
Los Angeles Counties, Calif., to the
Mojave Steam Electric Plant of South-
ern California Edison Co. located in
Clark County, Nev., near Bullhead City,
Ariz. Note: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Los Angeles, Calif,

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. 15), filed Sep-
tember 21, 1971, Applicant: ARIZONA
TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 6910,
Phoenix, AZ 85005. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Willlam J, Lippman, 1819 H
Street NW,, Washington, DC 20006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a commaon
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cotionseed oil, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Denver, Colo,
to Gallup, N. Mex. Norte: Applicant
states that the requested authority can
be tacked with its existing authority but
indicates that it has no present intention
to tack and therefore does not identlfy
the points or territories which can be
served through tacking. Persons inter-
ested In the tacling possibilities are cau-
tioned that faflure to oppose the applica-
tion may result in an unrestricted grant
of authority. Common control may be
involved. If & hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Phoenix, Ariz,

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 198). ﬂlcd_
September 7, 1971, Applicant; MELTON
TRUCK LINES, INC. Post Office Box
7666, Shreveport, LA 71107. Applicants
representative: Wilburn L. Willjamson,
Suite 280, National Foundation Life Cen-
ter, 3535 Northwest 58th, Oklahoma City,
OK 73112. Authority sought to operale 3
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Urethane,
urethane products, roofing and roofing
materials, insulating materials, COMpost

. tion board and gypsum products and

materials, used in the {nstallation
thereof (except the transportation of
the foregoing commodities in bulk, in
tank vehicles), from the plantsite of The

Celotex Corp. located at or near Marrero,
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La., to points in Illinols, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Michigan,
wisconsin, West Virginia, and Iowa,
Nore: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
iis existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at New Orleans, La,, or Miami,
Fla.
No. MC 102616 (Sub-No, 865), filed
September 13, 1971, Applicant: COAST-
AL TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box
7211, 215 East Waterloo Road, Akron, OH
44319, Applicant’s representative: Harold
G. Hernly, Jr., 2030 North Adams Street,
Sulte 510, Arlington, VA 22201, Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
roites, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk,
from the plantsite of Mobay Chemical
Co. located in Chambers County, Tex,, to
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail) , Nore: Common con-
trol may be involyved. Applicant states
that technlieally, the requested authority
could be tacked with any of its existing
nuthority, however, in light of the broad
destination territory proposed here, no
t-cking {5 contemplated. If & hearing is
deemed necessary. applicant requests it
be held at Houston, Tex., or Washington,
DC,

No. MC 104149 (Sub-No. 193), filed
Beptember 14 1871, Applicant: OS-
BORNE TRUCK LINE, INC., 516 North
31st Street, Birmingham, AL 35203, Ap-
plicant’s representative: Maurice P,
Bishop, 327 Frank Nelson Building, Bir-
mingham, AL 35203. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over frregular routes, transport-
ing: Iron and steel articles, from Dothan,
Ala, to points in Florida, Georgia, Mis-
sissippl, Loulsiana, and Tennesses, NOTE!
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its existing
authority, If a heéaring is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Monigomery, Ala,, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 105733 (Sub-No. 48), filed
September 9, 1971. Applicant: H. R.
RITTER TRUCKING CO. INC., 928
East Hazlewood Avenue, Rahway, NJ
07065. Applicant’s representative: Ches-
ter A, Zyblut, 1522 K Street NW., Wash-
Ington, DC 20005. Authority sought to
Operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over frregular routes, transport-
Ings: Solvents and petroleum products,
In bulk, from Carteret and Newark, NJ.,
o points in Pennsylvania, New York,
Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, and the
District of Columbia. Nore: Applicant
sates that the requested authority can
be tacked with is existing authority but
indicates that it has no present intention
to tack and therefore does not identify
the points and territories which can be
#rved through . Persons inter-
tsted in the tacking possibilities are cau-
tioned that faflure to oppose the appli-
Yon may result in an unrestricted grant
of authority. If a hearing s deemed
hecessary, applicant requests it be held
8 New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 108497 (Sub-No. 60), filed
September 17, 1971, Applicant: PARK-
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HILL TRUCK COMPANY, a corporation,
Post Office Box 912, Joplin, MO 64801,
Applicant’s representative: A. N, Jacobs,
Post Office Box 113, Joplin, MO 64801,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Electrostatic
precipitators and electrostatic precipita-
tor parts, (2) steel siding and roofing
and materials and supplies moving in
connection therewith, from Warrentown,
Mo., to points in the United States (ex~
cept Alaska and Hawaii), Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
can be tacked with its existing authority
but indicates that it has no present in-
tention to tack and therefore does not
identify the points or territories which
can be served through tacking. Persons
interested in the tacking possibilities are
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap-
plication may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. Common control may
be involved, If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
St. Louis, Mo., or Washington, D.C.

No, MC 107107 (Sub-No. 414), filed
September 13, 1971, Applicant: ALTER-
MAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC., 12805
Northwest 42d Avenue, Opa Locka,
FL 33054. Applicant’s representative:
Ford W. Sewell (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Washing
and extractor machines and parts and
accessories for such machines, from New
Orleans, La., to points in Florida. Nore:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority ecan be tacked with its existing
authority but indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
does not, identify the points or territories
that can be served through tacking. Per-
sons interested in the tacking possibili-
ties are cautioned that faflure to oppose
the application may result in an unre-
stricted grant of authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
{t be held at New Orleans, La.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 777), filed
September 15, 1971. Applicant; RE-
FRIGERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC.,
Post Office Box 308, Forest Park,
GA 30050, Applicant's representative:
Paul M. Daniell, Post Office Box 872, At~
lanta, GA 30301. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Food, food preparations, and joodstuffs
(excluding commodities in bulk, in tank
vehicles) , from Champaign, 111, to points
in Indiana, Ohio, Kentucky, West Vir-
ginia, Tennessee, and Georgia. Nore:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority can be tacked with its existing
authority but indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
does not identify the points or territories
which can be served through tacking,
Persons interested in the tacking pos-
sibilities are cautioned that failure to
oppose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of authority. Appli-
cant further states that no duplicating
authority is being sought. Common con-
trol and dual operations may be involved.
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If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Il

No. MC 1075156 (Sub-No. 778), filed
September 15, 1971, Applicant: RE-
FRIGERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC,,
Post Office Box 308, Forest Park,
GA 30050. Applicant’s representative:
Paul M. Danfell, Post Office Box 872, At-
lanta, GA 30301. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by-
products and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as described in sections A
and C of appendix I to the report in De-
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates,
61 M.C.C. 209 and 7668 (except hides and
commaoiities in bulk), from Dakota City,
Nebr.,, to points in Florida, restricted to
traffic originating at the plantsite and
storage facilities utilized by Iowa Beef
Processors, Inc., at or near the named
origin. Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Applicant
further states that no duplicating au-
thority is being sought. Common control
and dual operations may be involved. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 780), filed
September 16, 1971. Applicant; RE-
FRIGERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC.,
Post Office Box 308, Forest Park,
GA 30050. Applicant’s representative:
Paul M. Danliell, Post Office Box 872, At-
lanta, GA 30301. Authority sought to op-
erate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over frregular routes, transport-
ing: Canned goods, from Greer, Inman,
and Chesnee, S.C., to points in Michi-
gan, Illinois, Ohio, West Virginia, Indi-
ana, Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Missis-
sippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Knansas,
Missourl, Nebraska, Iown, Tennessee,
and Kentucky. Nore: Dual operations
and common control may be involved.
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with {ts exist-
ing authority. Applicant further states
no duplicating authority sought, If a
hearing s deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 335), filed
September 13, 1971, Applicant: FROZEN
FOOD EXPRESS, INC,, 318 Cadiz Street,
Post Office Box 5888, Dallas, TX 75202.
Applicant’s representative: J. B. Ham
(same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products, and
meat by-products, and articles distrib-
uted by meat packinghouses, as described
in section A and C of appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk),
from Omaha, Nebr. to Kansas City,
Kans, and Kansas City, Mo., and points
in their commercial zone. Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing author-
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Omaha,

Nebr,
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No. MC 109397 (Sub-No, 261), filed
September 13, 1971, Applicant: TRI-
STATE MOTOR TRANSIT CO., a cor-
poration, Post Office Box 113, Joplin, MO
64801, Applicant's representative: A. N.
Jacobs (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Electronic equip-
ment, machinery and systems, between
points in New Hampshire, Massachusetts,
and Maine, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail). Nore: Common
control may be involved. Applicant
states that the requested authority can
be tacked with its existing authority
under MC 109397 (Sub-No. 195), where
commodities are of such size or weight
as to require special equipment or spe-
cial handling. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Washington, D.C. or Boston, Mass,

No. MC 109689 (Sub-No. 228), filed
August 25, 1971, Applicant: W. S,
HATCH CO., a corporation, 643 South
800 West, Woods Cross, UT 84087. Ap~
plicant's representative: Mark K. Boyle,
345 South State Street, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Sul-
furic acid, in bulk, from Thompson and
Brendel Siding, Utah, to points in Grand
County, Utah. Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority can be
tacked with its existing authority but
indicates that it has no present inten-
tion to tack and therefore does not
identify the points or territories which
can be served through tacking. Persons
interested in the tacking possibilities are
cautioned that fallure to oppose the ap-
plication may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Salt Lake City, Utah.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 642), filed
September 13, 1971. Applicant: QUAL-
ITY CARRIERS, INC,, I-94 and County
Highway C, Bristol, WI, Applicant's
representative: Allan B. Torhorst, Post
Office Box 307, Burlington, WI 53105.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Grain prod-

ucts and blends thereof, in bulk, from °

Keokuk, Iowa to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaili),
Nore: Applicant states that the requested
authority can be tacked with its existing
authority but indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
does not identify the points or territories
that can be served through tacking. Per-
sons interested in the tacking possibilities
are cautioned that failure to oppose the
application may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Minneapolis, Minn,, or Milwaukee,
Wis. f

No. MC 110563 (Sub-No. 73), filed Sep-
tember 23, 1971, Applicant: COLDWAY
FOOD EXPRESS, INC. Ohio Bullding,
Post Office Box 747, Sidney, OH 45365,

NOTICES

Applicant’s representative: Joseph M.,
Scanlan, 111 West Washington, Chicago,
IL 60602, Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, and meat by-products and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses, as described in sections A and C
of appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides, pelts,
and commodities in bulk), (1) from
Greeley, Colo,, to points in Connecticut,
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, New Jer-
sey, New York, and Rhode Island, Mary-
land, and the District of Columbia, and
(2) from York, Nebr., to points in Illinois,
Indiana, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Ohio, Kentucky, Michigan, Tennessee,
Georgia, Florida, Wisconsin, and Kan-
sas. Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority can be joined at
Cleveland, Ohio or Chicago, Il but that
it has no present intention to tack. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Denver, Colo., or
Lincoln, Nebr.

No. MC 111485 (Sub-No. 16), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1971, Applicant: PASCHALL
TRUCK LINES, INC., Murray, Ky. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Leonard A.
Jaskiewicz, 1730 M Street NW., Suite 501,
Washington, DC 20036, Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, with the
usual exceptions, serving Hazel and
Grand River, Ky., as off-route points in
connection with carriers presently au-
thorized operations in No. MC 111485
and subs thereunder. Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Louisville, Ky.,
or St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 111540 (Sub-No. 8), filed Au-
gust 19, 1971, Applicant: LOYD TRUCK
LINE, INC., Post Office Box 126, Orrick,
MO 64077, Applicant’s representative:
Tom B. Kretsinger, 450 Professional
Building, 1102 Grand Avenue, Kansas
City, MO 64106. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Pipe, plate or sheet (culvert or spiral)
steel roof decking and steel roofing, from
the plant and warehouse facilities of
Wheeling Corrugating Co,, Inc,, at or
near Lenexa, Kans., to points in Arkan-
sas, Colorado, Iowa, Loulsiana, Minne-
sota, Missourl, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and
Texas (except metal culvert pipe to
points in Oklahoma), under contract
with Wheeling Corrugating Co, Noxe: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 436), filed
August 17, 1971, Applicant: MIDWEST
COAST TRANSPORT, INC., 405}2 East
Eighth Street, Post Office Box 1233, Sioux
Falls, SD 57101. Applicant's representa-
tive: Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac Build-
ing, 1700 West Center Road, Omaha, NE
68106. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over

irregular routes, transporting: (1) Food-
stufls, fresh, canned and jfrozen, from
Kennett Square, Nottingham, Kelton,
and West Grove, Pa., to points in Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missour,
Nebraska, Nevada, North Dakota, Ohjp,
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washing.
ton, and Wisconsin; and (2) canned and
Jrozen joodstuffs and fresh and frozen
mushrooms, from Oxford, Pa., to points
in Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Michigan, Min-
nesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, Mis-
souri, Ohio, South Dakota, Wisconsin,
and Kansas. NoTe: Applicant states sey-
eral subs could be tacked at destination
States but the service performed would
only duplicate the service herein. No
tacking is intended. Persons interested
in the tacking possibilities are cautioned
that fallure to oppose the application
may result in an unrestricted grant of au-
thority, Common control may be in-
volved, If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Phila-
delphia, Pa.

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 438), filed
September 13, 1971. Applicant: MID-
WEST COAST TRANSPORT, INC,
4055 East Eighth Street, Post Office Box
1233, Sioux Falls, SD 57101, Applicant’s
representative: Donald L. Stern, 530 Uni-
vac Building, 7100 West Center Road,
Omaha, NE 68106. Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foodstuffs, from Carlstadt, N.J,, W
points in Minnesota, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Wisconsin, Missouri, Oregon, and
California. Norg: Applicant states that
the requested authority could be joined
at Minnesota with several subs to provide
a through service on frozen foods and
meats to States for which authority is
not sought herein, also at South Dakota
on certain commodities in the same man-
ner. Common control may be involved. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New York, N.Y,, or
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 112520 (Sub-No. 248), filed
September 13, 1971. Applicant: McKEN-
ZIE TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box
1200, Tallahassee, FL 32302. Applicant’s
representative: W. Guy McKenzie, Jr.
(same address as applicant). Authornily
sought to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Pefroleum and petroleum
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, {from
points in Duval County, Fla, to points
in Georgia. NoTe: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearné
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 113828 (Sub-No. 197, filed
September 9, 1971, Applicant: O BOYLE
TANK LINES, INCORPORATED, Post
Office Box 30008, Washington, DC 20014.
Applicant’s representative: Michael A.
Grimm (same address as applicant) . Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sugars, SyriPh
and blends thereof, in bulk, from Phﬂa'-
delphia, Pa,, to points in New Jersey
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wNore: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
pe held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 114004 (Sub-No. 107), filed
September 9, 1071, Applicant: CHAND-
TRAILER

LER CONVOY, INC, 8828
New Benton Highway, Little Rock, AR
72209, Applicant’s representative: W. G.
Chandler (same address as applicant),
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over {rreg-
ular routes, transporting: Buildings, in
sections, In initial movements, from
points In Barry County and Newton
County, Mo., to points in Arkansas, Illi-
nois, Town, Kentucky, Louisiana, Kansas,
Mississippl, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Ten-
nessee, and Texas. Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing I8 deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Springfield,
Mo,

No. MC 114004 (Sub-No. 108), filed
September 13, 1971, Applicant: CHAND-
LER TRAILER CONVOY, INC. 8828
New Benton Highway, Little Rock, AR
72209, Applicant’s representative: W, G.
Chandler (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as & com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: 7Trailers de-
signed to be drawn by passenger auto-
mobiles, in Initial movements, and build-
ings, in sections, In Initial movements,
from points in Mayes County, Okla., to
polnts In the United States, including
Alaska but excluding Hawali. Nore: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity eannot be tacked with its existing
suthority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Tulsa, Okla,

No. MC 114632 (Sub-No. 49), filed
September 16, 1971. Applicant: APPLE
LINES, INC., Post Office Box 507, Madi-
son, 8D 57042, Applicant's representa-
tive: Val M. Higgins, 1000 First National
Bank Building, Minneapolls, Minn.
53402, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, dairy products and arti-
cles distributed by meat packinghouses,
85 described In sections A, B, and C of
appendix I to the report in Descriptions
In Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766 (except hides and commodi-
tles in bulk), from Tama, Iowa to points
in Tilinois, Indiana, Kansas, Minnesota,
Missour{, Nebraska, North Dakots, South
ono‘.a. Wisconsin, and Oklahoma.
Note: Applicant states that the, re-
Quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. Applicant holds
tontract carrier authority under MC
129706, therefore, dual operations may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
fary, applicant requests it be held at Des
Moines, Towa or Minneapolis, Minn.

No. MC 114734 (Sub-No, 25), filed
Seplember 1, 1971, Applicant: D AND J
TRANSFER CO., a corporation, Sher-
burn, Minn, 56171, Applicant’s represent-

No. 204——38

NOTICES -

ative: Richard A. Peterson, 521 South
14th Street (Post Office Box 80806),
Lincoln, NE 68501. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by-
products and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as described in sections A
and C of appendix I to the report in De-
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates,
61 M.C.C. 209 and 768 (except hides and
commodities in bulk), from Denison,
Fort Dodge, LeMars, and Mason City,
Towa, Luverne, Minn., and Dakota City
and West Point, Nebr,, to points in Illi-
nols and Wisconsin, under contract with
Iows Beef Processors, Inc., resiricted to
traflic originating at the plantsites and
storage facilities of Iowa Beef Proces-
sors, Inc., at or near the named origins,
Nore: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Omaha,
Nebr., or Minneapolis, Minn.

No. MC 115180 (Sub-No. 78), filed
September 1, 1971, Applicant: ONLEY
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION,
INC., 265 West 14th Street, New York,
NY 10014. Applicant’s representative:
George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jer-
sey City, NJ 07306. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products, meat byprod-
ucts and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as described in sections A
and C of appendix I to the report in De-
scriptions in Motor Carrier Cerlificates,
61 M.C.C. 209 and 7668 (except hides and
commodities in bulk), from Denison,
Fort Dodge, LeMars, and Mason City,
Iowa; Emporia, Kans.; Dakota City and
West Point, Nebr., and Luverne, Minn.,
to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Isiand, Virginia,
West Virginia, and the District of Co-
lumbia, restricted to traffic originating at
the plantsite and storage facilities of
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc,, at or near the
above.-named origins, Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Omahsa, Nebr,,
or Chicago, Il

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 193), filed
September 10, 1871, Applicant: BAR-
RETT MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT,
INC., Post Office Box 919, Moorhead, MN
56560, Applicant's representative: Rob-
ert G, Tessar, 1819 Fourth Avenue South,
Kegel Plaza, Moorhead, MN 56560, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting; Trailers designed
to be drawn by passenger automobiles,
in initial movements and buildings com~
plete or in sections, from points in
Franklin County, Va, to points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawall), Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C,

20401

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 184), filed
September 9, 1971. Applicant: BAR-
RETT MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT,
INC., Post Office Box 919, Moorhead, MN
56560. Applicant’s representative; Rob-
ert G. Tessar, 1819 Fourth Avenue South,
Kegel Plaza, Moorhead, MN 56560, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over frregular
routes, transporting: Trailers, designed
to be drawn by passenger automobiles,
in initial movements, and buildings, in
sections mounted on wheeled undercar-
riages, from points in Grant County,
Wis., to points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawall). Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Madison,
Wis.

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 318), filed
September 3, 1971, Applicant: ROBERT-
SON TANK LINES, INC. 2000 West
Loop South, Suite 1800, Houston, TX
77027. Applicant's representative: Pat H,
Robertson, Suite 401, First National Life
Building, Austin, Tex. 78701; Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, from
the plantsite of Mobay Chemical Co.,
Chambers County,. Tex., to points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawail). Note: Applicant states that the
requested authority can be tacked with
its existing authority but indicates that
it has no present intention to tack and
therefore does not identify the points or
territories which can be served through
tacking. Persons interested in the tack-
ing possibilities are cautioned that
failure to oppose the application may re-
sult in an unrestricted grant of author-
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap-
plicant requests it be held at Houston,
Tex., or New Orleans, La.

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No, 127), filed
September 15, 1971. Applicant: CHEM-
HAULERS, INC,, Post Office Drawer M,
Sheflield, AL 35660. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Walter Harwood. 1822 Park-
way Towers, Nashville, Tenn. 37219.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Petroleum and
petroleum products, and chemicals, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Cordova and
Lynn Park, Aln, to points in Florids,
Georgia, Mississippl, Tennessee, North
Carolina, and South Carolina, Nore: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Nashville, Tenn,, Birmingham, Ala, or
Memphis, Tenn,

No. MC 118564 (Sub-No. 22), filed Sep-
te 1ber 2, 1971. Applicant: McCURDY
TRUCKING, INC,, Post Office Box 388,
Latrobe, PA. Applicant’s representative:
Paul F. Sullivan, 711 Washington Build-
ing, 15th and New York Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20005. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motar
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Malt beverages, in containers, and
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related advertising material moving
therewith, from Pitisburgh, Pa., to points
in Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut,
Vermont, New Hampshire, and Rhode
Island, restricted to service performed
under contract with Pittsburgh Brewing
Co. Nore: Applicant holds common car-
rier authority under MC 119118 and subs
thereunder, therefore, dual operations
may be iavolved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Pittsburgh, Pa,, or Washington, D.C.

No, MC 117799 (Sub-No. 17), filed Au-
gust 19, 1071, Applicant: BEST WAY
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., 3033 Excel-
sior Boulevard, Minneapolis, MN 55416.
Applicant's representative: Patrick M.
Porritt (same address as applicant) . Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Foodstuffs, and
(2) agricultural commodities the trans-
portation of which falls within the partial
exemption of section 203(B)(6) of the
Interstate Commerce Act, when moving
in mixed loads with commodities speci-
fled in (1) above, from points in Penn-
sylvania, to points in Washington,
Oregon, California, Nevada, Idaho, Ari-
zona, New Mexico, Texas, Arkansas,
Louisiana, Montana, Wyoming, Colorado,
Utah, North Dakota, South Dakota, Ne-
braska, Kansas, Missourl, Jowa, Minne-
sota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, Okla~-
homa, and Michigan, Norte: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority,
Common control and dual operations may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essar , applicant requests it be held at
Philadelphia, Pa,

No. MC 117799 (Sub-No, 18), filed
September 17, 1971. Applicant: BEST
WAY FROZEN EXPRESS, INC. 3033
Excelsior Boulevard, Minneapolis, MN
55402, Applicant’s representative: Val M.
Hi :gins, 1000 First National Bank Build-
ing, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat byproducts, dairy products and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses as described in sections A, B, and
C of Appendix I to the report in descrip~
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities
in bulk), from St. Louis, Mo., to points
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Loulsiana, Maryland, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia, Nore: Common control and
dual operations may be involved. Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at St, Louis,
Mo., or Chicago, Iil.

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 42), filed Sep-
tember 9, 1971. Applicant: M, BRUEN-
GER & CO., INC., 6330 North Broadway,
WiclLita, KS 67219, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: M. Bruenger (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:

NOTICES

Meats, meat products, and meat byprod-
ucts and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as described in sections A
and C of Appendix I to the report in De-
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates,
61 M.C.C. 209 and 7686, from Duodge City,
Kans,, to points in Kansas, Louisiana,
Texas, Arizona, New Mexico, California,
Nevada, Oregon, Washington, and Utah,
Nore: Applicant states that the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its ex-
isting authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Wichita, Kans.

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 43) , filed Sep-
tember 20, 1971. Applicant: M. BRUEN-
GER & CO,, INC,, 6330 North Broadway,
Wichita, Kans. 67219, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: John E, Jandera, 641 Harrison
Street, Topeka, KS 66603. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat byproducts, and articles disirib-
uted by meat packinghouses as de-
seribed in sections A and C of appendix I
to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766 (except hides, dry acids, and chemi-
cals, in bulk, and liquid commodities, in
bulk, in tank vehicles), from Holton,
Kans., to points in Louisiana, Mississippi,
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, and Tennes-
see. Note: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 119774 (Sub-No. 32), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971, Applicant: MARY EL-
LEN STIDHAM, N. M. STIDHAM, A. E,
MANKINS (INEZ MANKINS, EXECU~
TRIX), AND JAMES E. MANKINS, SR.,
a partnership doing business as: EAGLE
TRUCKING COMPANY, Post Office Box
471, Kilgore, TX 75662. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Bernard H. English, 6270
Firth Road, Fort Worth, TX 76116. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Tanks and paris
thereof, from Shreveport, La, to all
points in Missourl, Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Shreveport
or Baton Rouge or New Orleans, La., or
Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 225), filed
September 1, 1971, Applicant: LIGON
SPECIALIZED HAULER, INC, Post
Office Drawer L, Highway 85 East, Madi-
sonville, KY 42431, Applicant’s represent-
ative: R. E. Butler, 36 Union Street,
Madisonville, KY 42431. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over {rregular routes, transport-
ing: Bolts, nuts, washers, shells, plates,
couplings, extensions and rods (except
commodities which because of size or
weight require the use of special equip-
ment), from the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of Birmingham Bolt Co., at or
near Birmingham, Decatur, and Dora,
Ala,, and from the plantsite and ware-
house facilities of Republic Steel Co., at

or near Gadsden, Ala,, to points in the
United States (including Alaska and Ha-
wall) . Nore: Applicant states it has exist-
ing authority which could be tacked with
the requested authority but applicant has
no present infention to tack, and there-
fore does not identify the points or terri-
tories which can be served throush
tacking. Persons interested in the tacking
possibilities are cautioned that failure to
oppose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of authority. Appli-
cant holds contract carrier authority un.
der MC 126970 and subs, therefore dual
operations and common control may be
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests It be held at
Washington, D.C., or Nashville, Tenn,

No. MC 120028 (Sub-No. 5), filed Sep-
tember 17, 1971. Applicant: CRAW
CARTING, INC. 200 Exchange Street,
Rochester, NY 14614, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Raymond A. Richards, 23 West
Main Street, Webster, NY 14580. Author-
ity sought to operate as a commaon car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, between points in Steuben County,
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Monroe County, N.Y,, restricted
to traffic having & prior or subsequent
movement by rail. Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority can be
tacked with its existing authority at
Rochester, N.Y., but does not identify
the points or territories which can be
served through tacking. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Rochester or Syracuse, N.Y.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 94), filed
September 15, 1971. Applicant: SAW-
YER TRANSPORT, INC., 242¢ Minne-
haha Avenue South, Minneapolis, MN
55404. Applicant’s representative: Rob-
ert W. Sawyer (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as 8
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Plywood,
composition board, wood mouldings, also
materials and supplies, used in the instal-
lation thereof, from Charleston and
Orangeburg, S.C., to points in Illinols,
Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, North Dakota,
Ohio, Michigan, South Dakota, and
Wisconsin. Note: Common control may
be involved. Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing 18
deemed necessary, applicant requesis it
be held at Cincinnati, Ohio or Washing-
ton, D.C,

No. MC (Sub-No. 498),
filed September 13, 197L Applicant:
SCHWERMAN TRUCKING CO., a cor-
poration, 611 South 28th Street, Milwau-
kee, WI 53246. Applicant’s representa~
tive: James R. Ziperski (same address 88
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor yehicle
over irregular routes, transporting: Co"
modities in bulk, having an lmmcd{a(t i’l
prior or subsequent movement by I8
over the lines of the Chicago, Mllwnukct‘:
St. Paul, and Pacific Railroad Co., be
tween points in Illinols, Indiana, Jows,
Kansas, Minnesota, Missourl, Nebras
North Dakota, South Dakots, Upper
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peninsula of Michigan, and Wisconsin,
restricted against the transportation of
cement between points in Jowa and
South Dakota, and lime and limestone
products between points in South Dakota.
Nors: Common control may be involved,
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority can be tacked with its existing
authority but indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
does not identify the points or territories
which can be served through tacking. If
s hearing is deemed nécessary, applicant
requests it be held at Chicago, Il

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 499), filed
Beptember 22, 1971, Applicant: SCHER~
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation,
611 South 28th Street, Milwaukee, WI
53246, Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard H. Prevelte (same address as appli-
cant), Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Vegetable
oils and shortening, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from Loulsville, Ky., to points in
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan and
Ohlo, Nore: Common confrol may be in-
volved. Applicant states tacking is pos-
sible with its sub 225, from Tennessee
(except Memphis) at Louisville, Ky., to
serve Ohlo and Lower Michigan, how-
ever, tacking not intended. If & hearing
i deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Cleveland, Ohio.

No. MC 124174 (Sub-No. 86), filed
September 7, 1971, Applicant: MOMSEN
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 2405
Hiway Boulevard, Spencer, IA 51301, Ap-
plicant’s representative; Marshall
Becker, 530 Univac Bullding, 7100 West
Center Road, Omaha, NE 68106, Author-
ity sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, classes A
and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
because of size or weight require the use
of special equipment, and commodities in
bulk in tank vehicles), between Casey,
Iowa on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in that part of Towa, Kansas, Mis-
fourl, and Nebraska, within 60 miles of
Auburn, Nebr., including Auburn, Nebr,
Nore: Applicant states that the requested
suthority can be tacked or joined at
Casey, Towa, Applicant further states that
1o duplicating authority is being sought.
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr., or
Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 124174 (Sub-No. 87), filed
Scntgmber 7, 1971, Applicant: MOMSEN
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 2405
Hiway Boulevard, Spencer, TA 51301. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Marshall
Becker, 530 Univac Building, 7100 West
Ce.mcr Road, Omaha, NE 68106, Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motoy vehicle, over irregular
?utc.s. transporting: Iron and steel and
‘0’: and steel articles, between the plant-
c;:i‘ and warehouse facilities of Commer-
e Honing Co., Inc., at or near Hamlet,

- on the one hand, and, on the other,
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points in Colorado, Towa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
Ohlo, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Tennes-
see, Lone Star Steel Corp. at or near
Lone Star, Tex., and Toccoa, Ga. Nors!
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority, Common control may be
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at Chi-
cago, 1ll,, or Omaha, Nebr,

No. MC 124174 (Sub-No, 88), flied
September 7, 1971, Applicant: MOMSEN
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 2405
Hiway Boulevard, Spencer, IA 51301. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Marshall
Becker, 530 Univac Bullding, 7100 West
Center Road, Omaha, NE 68106. Author-

“ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Construction ma-
terials, constractors equipment, fabri-
cated steel, pipe, furnaces, heating and
cooling equipment, and materials and
supplies used in the manufacture thereof
(except commodities in bulk and articles
which because of size or weight require
the use aof special equipment), between
points In Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne-
braska, North Carolina, Ohlo, Pennsyl-
vania, and Tennessee, restricted to traffic
to or from the plant, plantsites, manu-
facturing, assembling, shipping, ware-
housing, storage facilities, supply points
and construction or job sites of Dravo
Corp. Note: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Pittsburgh, Pa,, or Chicago, T1l.

No. MC 124212 (Sub-No. 55), filed
September 10, 1971, Applicant:
MITCHELL TRANSPORT, INC,, 21111
Chagrin Boulevard, Cleveland, OH 44122,
Applicant’s representative: J. A, Kundtz,
1100 National City Bank Building, Cleve-
land, OH 44114, Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Cement mill waste and stack dust, in
bulk (1) from Cementon, and Alsen, N.Y.,
to points in Connecticut, Maine, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
and Vermont, (2) from Jamesville, N.Y.,
to points In Pennsylvania, (3) from Lime
Kiln, and Union Bridge, Md., to points
in Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland,
Virginia, West Virginia, New Jersey and
the District of Columbia, (4) from points
in Lawrence County, Ind., to points in
Illinois, Kentucky, and Ohio, (5) from
Mason City, Iowa to points in Minnesota,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin, and (6) from Metaline Falls,
Wash., to points in Oregon, Idaho, and
Montana. Nore: Common control and
dual operations may be involved. Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. Applicant further states no du-
plicating authority sought. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it

be held at Washington, D.C.
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No. MC 124221 (Sub-No. 33), filed Sep-
tember 10, 1971. Applicant: HOWARD
BAER, 821 East Dunne Street, Morton,
IL 61550. Applicant’s representative:
Robert W. Loser, 1001 Chamber of Com-
merce Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204,
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over frregular
routes, transporting: Foodstufls (except
meat, meat byproducts, fish, fowl,
canned vegetables, canned soups, frozen
vegetables, bakery goods, and consumer
candy), stabilizers, confections, jfood
acids, dry ice, ice cream containers, milk
containers, emulsifiers, and office sup-
plies, in vehicles equipped with mechani-
cal refrigeration, (1) between points in
Alabama, Delaware, District of Columbia,
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, North Caro-
lina, Maryland, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Vir-
ginia. Also, (2) between points in States
named in (1) above, and points in Ar-
kansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis-
sippi, Missourl, Nebraska, Ohio, South
Dakota, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. Re-
striction: The operations authorized
above are subject to the following condi-
tions: Said operations are restricted
against the transportation of shipments
in bulk. Said operations are limited to a
transportation service to be performed
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Sealtest Foods Division Kraftco
Corp. Said operations are restricted to
the transportation of shipments which
originate at or are destined to the sites
of the plants and/or branch distribution
facilities of Sealtest Foods Division
Kraftco Corp. Nore: If a hearjng Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Chicago, IIL.; or Indianapolis,
Ind,, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124221 (Sub-No. 34), filed
September 20, 1971. Applicant: HOW-
ARD BAER, 821 East Dunne Sfreet, Mor-
ton, IL 61550. Applicant's representative:
Robert W, Loser, 1001 Chamber of Com-
merce Bullding, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over {rregular
routes, transporting: Such merchandise
as is dealt in by wholesale, retail, and
chain grocery and jood business houses,
and, in connection therewith, equipment,
materials, and supplies used in the con-
duct of such business, between points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Yowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginla, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the
District of Columbia. Restriction: The
operations proposed above are subject to
the following conditlons and restric-
tions: (1) This authority will be re-
stricted against the transportation of:
(1) Dairy products, as described in see-
tion B of appendix I to the Report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates 61 M.C.C. 209; and, imitation dairy
products (Melerin); and, (2) Cotlage
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cheese, yogurt, ice cream, ice cream
products, sherbets, water ices, and water
ice products, in containers; and, (3)
Fruit drinks and juices, fresh and frozen,
in containers, which originate at the
plantsite, warehouse, and storage facili-
ties of the Kroger Co, at Indianapolis,
Ind.; (2) Said operations are restricted
agalinst the transportation of shipments
in bulk; (3) Said operations are limited
to a transportation service to be per-
formed under a continuing contract or
contracts with The Kroger Co, in re-
frigerated equipment; (4) Said opera-
tions are restricted to the transportation
of shipments which originate at or are
destined to the plants, warehouses, dis-
tribution facilities, and stores of The
Kroger Co. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Cincinnati, Ohio, Indianapolis, Ind,,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124221 (Sub-No. 35), filed Sep-~
tember 20, 1871, Applicant: HOWARD
BAER, 821 East Dunne Street, Morton,
IL 61550, Applicant’s representative:
Robert W, Loser, 1001 Chamber of Com-
merce Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over {rregular
routes, transporting: (1) Dairy products,
as described in section B of Appendix I
to the report and Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificate, 61 M.C.C, 209; and,
imitation dairy products (Melerin); (2)
Cottage cheese, yogurt, ice cream, ice
cream products, sherbets, water ices, and
water ice products, in containers; and,
(3) Fruit drinks and juices, fresh and
frozen, in containers, from the plantsite,
warehouse, and storage facilities of The
Kroger Co., Indianapolis, Ind., to points
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Jowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the
District of Columbia. Restriction: Re-
stricted to & transportation service to
be performed under a continuing con-
tract or contracts with The Kroger Co.,
in refrigerated equipment. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Cincinnati, Ohio;
Indianapolis, Ind., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124711 (Sub-No. 12), filed Sep-
tember 8, 1971. Applicant: BECKER
AND SONS, INC., 2643 West Central, El
Dorado, KS 67042, Applicant’s represent-
ative: Erle W. Francis, Suite 719, 700
Kansas Avenue, Topeka, KS 66603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dry chemicals, in-
cluding fertilizer and fertilizer materials,
from Kansas City, Mo., to points in Iowa,
Kansas, Nebraska, and Oklahoma. NoTg:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority ¢annot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Kansas City, Mo., or Topeka, Kans.

No. MC 125497 (Sub-No. 13), filed
August 19, 1971, Applicant: L. WOODS
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& SON TRANSPORT LTD,, 5005 Irwin
Avenue, La Salle, PQ, Canada. Appli-
cant's representative: S, Harrlson Kahn,
Suite 733 Investment Building, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Prestressed and precast concrete
panels and structural members, from
ports of entry on the international
boundary line between the United States
and Canada at Norton, Derby Line, and
Highgate Springs, Vi, and Rouses Point,
Champlain, and Trout River, N.Y, to
points in Pennsylvania and New Jersey,
with no transportation for compensation
on return except as otherwise author-
ized, restricted to shipments originating
in Canada and destined to points in the
United States, Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No, MC 126291 (Sub-No. 16), filed Sep-
tember 9, 1971. Applicant: QUIRION
TRANSPORT, INC. La Guadelopue,
Frontenac County P.Q. Canada. Appli-
cant's representative: Frank J. Weiner,
6 Beacon Street, Boston, MA 92108. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Woodpulp board,
from Lawrence, Mass., to ports of entry
on the international boundary line be-
tween the United States and Canada at
or near Rouses Point, N.Y. Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed neces-

‘sary, applicant requests it be held at

Boston, Mass., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 126340 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep-
tember 23, 1971. Applicant: MISSION
VAN & STORAGE COMPANY, INC.,
6750 Federal Boulevard, San Diego, CA
92115. Applicant’s representative: Alan
F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K Street NW,,
Washington, DC 20008, Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Used household goods, between
points in San Diego, Imperial, Orange,
Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Ber-
nardino Counties, Calif., restricted to the
transportation of traffic having a prior
or subsequent movement, in containers,
and further restricted to the perform-
ance of pickup and delivery service in
connection with packing, crating, and
containerization or unpacking, uncrat-
ing or decontainerization of such traffic.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant does not specify a location.

No. MC 127099 (Sub-No. 14) (Amend-
ment) filed April 2, 1971, published in
the FeperaL REecisTER issue of April
1971 and republished in part as amended
this issue. Applicant: ROBERT NEFF
& SONS, INC., 132 Shawnee Avenue,
Post Office Box 2015, Zanesville, OH
43701, Applicant’s representative: James
R. Stiverson, 50 West Broad Street, Co-
lumbus, OH 43215, Nore: The purpose
of this partial republication is to reflect
the origin point as Wood-Ridge, Bergen
County, N.J., in lieu of Woodbridge, N.J.,

as shown in the preyious publication, The
rest of the application remains as preyi-
ously published.

No. MC 127187 (Sub-No. 2) (Corree-
tion) filed August 16, 1971, published in
the Feperal REGISTER issue of Septem.
ber 23, 1971 and republished in part as
corrected this issue. Applicant: T. ¢,
ASHLEY OF FREETOWN, INC., Dr
Bradley Road, East Freetown, MA 02717
Applicant’s representative: Russell B
Curnett, 36 Circuit Drive, Edgewood Sta-
tion, Providence, R.I. 02905. Nore: The
sole purpose of this partial republication
i35 to add Massachusetts as a destination
State in (1) of the application. The rest
of the application remains as previously
published,

No, MC 128527 (Sub-No. 20) (Correc-
tion), filed August 17, 1971, published in
the Feoeral REGISTER {ssue of Septem-
ber 30, 1971 and republished in parf as
corrected this iIssue. Applicant: MAY
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
Post Office Box 398, Payette, Idaho 83661,
Applicant’s representative: Kenneth G.
Bergquist, Post Office Box 1775, Boise,
ID 83701. Nore: The purpose of this par-
tial republication is to reflect name of
applicants as: MAY TRUCKING COM-
PANY in lieu of MAX TRUCKING COM-
PANY as erroneously shown in the previ-
ous publication, The rest of the applica-
tion remains as previously published,

No. MC 129336 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep-
tember 24, 1971, Applicant: CEMENT
CARTAGE CO,, LTD,, Butternut Ridge,
Havelock, New Brunswick, Canada, Ap-
plicant’s representative: William D,
Traub, 10 East 40th Street, New York,
NY 100186, Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes; transporting: (1)
Cement, in bags and in bulk, and (2)
quicklime, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
ports of entry on the International
Boundary line between the United States
and Canada located in Maine to pointsin
Aroostook, Hancock, Penobscot, and
V7.ishington Counties, Maine, under con-
tract with Maritime Cement Co,, Ltd. and
Havelock Processing Ltd. Nore: If 4
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Boston, Mass, of
New York, N.Y.

No. MC 133035 (Sub-No. 18), filed
September 22, 1971, Applicant: DILTS
TRUCKING, INC. Route 1, Crescent,
TA 51526. Applicant's representative:
Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac Building
Omaha, NE 88106. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Dry chemicals, including fertilizer
and fertilizer materials, from Kansis
City, Mo., to points in Jowa, Kansas, Ne-
braska, and Oklahoma. Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Oklahomsa
City, Okla.

No. MC 133095 (Sub-No, 11), filed
September 16, 1971. Applicant: TEXAS
CONTINENTAL EXPRESS, INC, Post
Office Box 434, Euless, TX 76039. Appli-
cant’s representative: Rocky Moore
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(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs, from Engle-
wood and Port Newark, N.J., to Dallas,
Tex. Nore: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
\ts existing application. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C,, or Dallas,
Tex.

No. MC 133095 (Sub-No. 12), filed
September 16, 1971. Applicant: TEXAS
CONTINENTAL EXPRESS, INC. Post
Office Box 434, Euless, TX 76038, Appli-
cant’s representative: Rocky Moore
{same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs, from Dallas,
Tex., to points in Arkansas, Loulsiana,
Oklahoma, and New Mexico. Note: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Washington, D.C., or Dallas, Tex,

No, MC 133095 (Sub-No. 13), filed Sep-
tember 21, 1871. Applicant; TEXAS-
CONTINENTAL EXPRESS, INC.. Post
Office Box 434, Euless, TX 76039. Appli-
cant’s representative: Rocky Moore
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs, from Johns-
town, N.Y. and Moonachie, N.J., to points
In Arkansas, Illinois, Kansas, Louisiana,
Mlssissippi, Missour], New Mexico, Okla-
homs, and Texas. Note: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests 1t be held at New York, N.Y., or
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 133192 (Sub-No. 5), filed Au-
Fust 18, 1971, Applicant: LARRY TRE-
BINO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY,
INC, 5 Cypress Drive, Burlington,
MA 01803. Applicant’s representative;
Arthur A. Wentzell, Post Office Box 764,
Worcester, MA 01613. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-

: Rock salt, in bulk, from Ports-
mouth, N.H., to points in Essex, Middle-
5x, and Suffolk Counties, Mass., under
tontract with The Chemical Corp., 54
Waltham Avenue, Springfield, Mass.
Norg.: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
mcmxt requests it be held at Boston,

No. MC 133419 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep-
mber 17, 1971. Applicant: WILLIAM
PFOHL TRUCKING CORP,, 83 Pfohl

Cheektowaga, NY 14225. Ap-

plicant’s representative: Edward B.
Murphy, 1103 Liberty Bank Building,
Buffalo, N.Y. 14202, Authority sought to
Uberate as & common carrier, by motor
Vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-

: Gupsum rock, in bulk, in dump ve-
hicles, from Buffalo, N.Y,, to Clarence,
Erie County, N.Y. Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
lacked with its existing authority. If a

NOTICES |

hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Buffalo, N.Y.

No. MC 133867 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au-
gust 23, 1971, Applicant: STARLING
TRANSPORT LINES, INC. 3724 US,
Highway No. 1, Fort Plerce, FL 33450,
Applicant’s representative: John P,
Bond, 30 Giralda Avenue, Coral Gables,
FL 33134. Authority sought fo operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Frozen dinners and (2) Commaodities, the
transportation of which is otherwise ex-
empt from economic regulation when
transported at the same time and in the
same vehicle with (1) above, from High-
land, N.Y., to points in Oregon, Idaho,
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, Utah,
Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Towa, Arkansas, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia,
under contract with Food Ways, Inc.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Miami,
Fila., or Washington, D.C,

No. MC 133967 (Sub-No. 10), filed Sep-
tember 23, 1971. Applicant: JOHN R.
McCORMICK, doing business as Mc-
CORMICK TRUCKING, Route 1,
Catawba, WI 54515. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Rolfe E. Hanson, 121 West
Doty Street, Madison, WI 53703. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract co-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Paper prod-
ucts, from Ladysmith, Wis., to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Florida,
Georgla, Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Mississippl, Missouri,
Montana, Nebraska, New York, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
South Carolinag, South Dakota, Ten-
nessee, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming, and (2) mate-
rials and supplies used In the manufac-
ture and distribution of the commodities
named i {tem (1) above, from points in
the destination States named in item (1)
above, to Ladysmith, Wis, under con-
tract with Peavey Paper Mills, Inc,,
Ladysmith, Wis. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Eau Claire or Madison, Wis.

No. MC 134209 (Sub-No, 2), filed
August 18, 1971, Applicant: FRED F.
CLASSEY, doing business as AIRPORT
SERVICE, Post Office Box 151, Hickory,
NC 28601. Applicant’s representative:
A. W. Flynn, Jr,, Post Office Box 180,
Greensboro, NC. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except ar-
ticles of unusual value, high explosives,
household goods, commodities in bulk,
and commodities requiring special equip-
ment), between the Douglas Municipal
Airport in Mecklenburg County, N.C., and
the Hickory Municipal Airport in Ca-
tawba and Burke Countles, N.C,, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Watauga, Avery, Ashe, Wilkes, Yancey,
Mitchell, and Rutherford Counties, N.C.,
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restricted to the transportation of ship-
ments having an immediately prior or
subsequent movement by air. NoTe: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Charlotte, N.C.

No. MC 134251 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971, Applicant: BERNARD
VANCE, doing business as VANCE
MOTORS, 2405 Calumet, Hammond, IN.
Applicant's repretentative: Philip A. Lee,
110 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, IL
60603, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Used
motor vehicles, in secondary movements,
by the truckaway method, to be used as
replacements for wrecked or disabled
motor vehicles, and wrecked, disabled,
and repossessed motor vehicles, including
trailers, by wrecker equipment only, from
points in Indiana, to points in Illinois,
Michigan, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Ken-
tucky. Nore: If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, I,

No. MC 134547 (Sub-No. 11, filed Sep-
tember 15, 1971, Applicant: BILBO
TRANSPORTS, INC, 2722 Singleton
Boulevard, Dallas, TX 75212. Applicant's
representative: Austin L. Hatchell, 1102
Perry Brooks Bullding, Austin, TX 78701,
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Gypsum and
gypsum products and materials and sup-
plies, used in the Installation and distri-
bution thereof (except commodities in
bulk), from Acme, Tex., to points in
Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana,
Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, and
Tennessee; and (2) materials and sun-
plies, used in the manufacture and dis-
tribution of gypsum and gypsum prod-
ucts (except commodities in bulk) from
the destination States named in (1) above
to Acme, Tex., under a continuing con-
tract with Georgia-Pacific Corp. Nore:
Dual operations may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 134509 (Sub-No. 31), filed Sep-
tember 23, 1971. Applicant: INTER-
STATE CONTRACT CARRIER CORP.,
Post Office Box 748, Salt Lake City, UT
84110, Applicant’s representative: Duane
Acklie, Post Office Box 80806, Lincoln,
NE 68501. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over f{rregular routes, transporting:
Games and toys, and advertising and
promotional matter, when moving at the
same time and in the same vehicle with
games and toys, from City of Industry
and Compton, Calif,, to points in Wash-
ington, Oregon, Idaho, Nevada, Utah, and
Colorado, under continuing contract with
Mattel, Inc. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Lincoln, Nebr,, or Denver, Colo.

No. MC 134776 (Sub-No. 14), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1971, Applicant: MILTON
TRUCKING, INC., Post Office Box 207,
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Milton, PA 17847, Applicant’s represent-
ative: George A, Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave-
nue, Jersey City, NJ 07308. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such commodities as is
sold, used, or dealt in by mail-order busi-
ness houses, between Baltic, Conn.; Web-
ster, Mass.; and White Plains, N.Y,, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wis-
consin, Georgia, and Texas, under a con-
tinuing contract with. Bevis Industries,
Inc., and its subsidiaries. Nore: Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C, or New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 134776 (Sub-No. 15), filed Sep-
tember 13, 1871, Applicant: MILTON
TRUCKING, INC., Post Office Box 207,
Milton, PA 17847. Applicant's represent-
ative: George A, Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave-
nue, Jersey City, NJ 07306, Authority
gought to operate as a contract carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Scrap paper, {rom points
in Rhode Island to the plantsite of Na-
tional Gypsum Co., New Columbia, Pa.,
under A continuing contract with Na-
tional Gypsum Co. Nore: Common con-
trol may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C,, or New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 134967 (Sub-No. 1), filed
June 9, 1971, Applicant; CHARLES B.
MoGEE, doing business as C. McGEE
TRUCKING, 566 North Lombard Street,
Portland, OR 97217, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Thomas G. Karter, 4410
Northeast Fremont Street, Portland, OR
97213. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Knocked
down pole buildings and materials, equip~
ment and supplies, pertaining to con-
struction, between points in Colorado,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah,
Washington, California, and Wyoming.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
zppncant requests it be held at Portland,

reg.

No. MC 135034 (Sub-No, 3), filed Sep-
tember 17, 1971, Applicant: KAPE EX-
PRESS, INC. Post Office Box 5778,
Toledo, OH 43613. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Paul F. Beery, 88 East Broad
Street, Suite 1660, Columbus, OH 43215.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, oyer irregular
routes, transporting: Laboratory and
muscum furniture, fixtures and equip-
ment, and parts and accessories therefor,
between Adrian, Mich., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii),
under contract with Kewaunee Scientific
Equipment Corp. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 135070 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep-
tember 7, 1971, Applicant: JAY LINES,
INC., 720 North Grand Street, Post Office
Box 1644, Amarillo, TX 79105, Applicant's
representative;: Duane W. Acklie, 521

NOTICES

South 1l4th Street, Post Office Box 806,
Lincoln, NE 63501. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Playground apparatus and chil-
dren’s recreational equipment, and gas
lite posts, from Bossier City, La,, to points
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho,
Kansas, MontanaT New Mexico, Nebras-
ka, Nevada, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas,
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, NoTe:
Applicant also holds contract carrier
authority under MC 134323 and subs,
therefore dusl operations may be in-
volved. Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Dallas, Tex., Omaha, Nebr.,,
or Lincoln, Nebr.

No, MC 135617 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au-
gust 18, 1971, Applicant: LIL'S TRUCK-
ING SERVICE, INC., 808 West Merrick
Road, Valley Stream, NY. Applicant’s
representative: Samuel B. Zinder, Sta-
tion Plaza East, Great Neck, N.Y, 11021,
Authority sought to operate as a coniract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Radios, televisions,
hi-fi equipment, tape recorders and parts
and materials thereof, between Moon-
achie, N.J. and New York, N.Y,, for the
account of Sony Corporation of America.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at New
York, N.XY.

No. MC 135861 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep-
tember 9, 1971. Applicant: LISA
MOTOR LINES, INC. 28th and Main
Streets, Fort Worth, TX 76106. Appli-
cant's representative: J. Max Harding,
605 South 14th Street, Post Office Box
82028, Lincoln, NE 68501. Authority
sought to operate as & contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products, and

meat byproducts and articles distributed

by meat packinghouses, as defined in sec-
tions A and C of appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certi-
ficates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except
hides and commodities in bulk), from
plantsites and storage facilities utilized
by Missouri Beef Packers, Inc., at or near
Friona and Plainview, Tex., to points in
Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania (ex-
cept Pittsburgh), Rhode Island, Virginia,
West Virginia, and the District of Co-
lumbia, under contract with Missouri
Beef Packers, Inc. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 135946 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep-
tember 1, 1971, Applicant: FRANK
CAPRIO, JR., doing business as FRAN'S
TRUCKING COMPANY, Post Office Box
69, Parlin, NJ 08859. Applicant's
representative: Robert B. Pepper, 174
Brower Avenue, Edison, NJ 08817. Au-
thority sought to operate as a confract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sand, in bulk, in
dump vehicles, from the facilities of
Central Jersey Sand Fill, at Sayreville,
NJ., to New York, N.Y, under con-

tract with Central Jersey Sand R
Nore: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
epplicant requests it be held at Newark
NJ., or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 135865 (Correction), filed Au-
gust 16, 1871, published in the Fromay
RecisTER issues of September 30, 1971,
and October-14, 1971, and republished in
part, as corrected, this issue. App!
J. P. WIEST, doing business as W
TRUCKING, 1509 Western Park Village
Jamestown, ND 58401, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Michael E. Miller, 502 First
National Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak
58102. Nore: The sole purpose of this
partial republication is to reflect the des.
tination point as Maddock, N. Dak, in
et of Maddox, N. Dak., which was ¢r-
rongously shown in the original publics-
tion. The rest of the application remains
as previously published,

No. MC 135989, filed August 26, 1971
Applicant: COAST EXPRESS, INC,
2422 South Peck Road, Whittier, CA
90601. Applicant's representative;
Charles W. Singer, 33 North Dearbom
Street, Chicago, IL 60602, Authonly
sought to operate as n contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes
transporting: (1) Such commodities as
are dealt in by manufacturers and dis-
tributors of automotive parts and acces-
sories, from points in Arkansas, Georgla
Tllinois, Indiana, Towa, Kentucky, Mich-
igan, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, Rhode
Island, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, and Wis-
consin to Phoenix and Tucson, Arie;
Boise, Idaho; McMinnville, Tualation,
and Portland, Oreg.; El Paso, Tex;
Clearfield and Salt Lake City, Ulah; Bat-
tleground, Chehalis, Olympia, and Seal-
ile, Wash.; and points in Californis; (2}
(g) Equipment, furniture, cppliances,
materials, and supplies used in the man-
ufacture or assembly of mobile homes,
modular or prefabricated bulldings, rec-
reational vehicles, houseboats, cabin
cruisers, and portable shelters designed
for housing, storage, and recreational
purposes, from Atlanta, Ga.; Aurcrm,
Belleville, Brookfield, Princeville, and
Rockford, 11.; Elkhart and South Bend,
Ind.: Wichita, Kans.; Detroft, Mich.
Newark, NJ.; Sidney, Ohio; and Lan-
caster, Pa.; to points in Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Nevada, and McMinnville, Oref
and (b) butane tanks and aluminum
water storage tanks for travel trailers and
recreational vehicles from Hemet, Calil.
to points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii), under contract with
Motor Rim & Whee! Service of California
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at wash-
ington, D.C., or Los Angeles, Calil.

MotoR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 90947 (Sub-No, 23), filed Au-
gust 27, 1971, Applicant: MT. HOr?D
STAGES, INC., doing business as PA-
CIFIC TRAILWAYS, 1068 Bond Strees
Bend, OR 97701, Applicant’s repre
sentative: Raymond D. Glvens,
washington Street, Box 94, Bolst, ID
83701. Authority sought to operate as 8
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 0Vt
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regular routes, transporting: Passengers
and their baggage and express and news-
papers in the same vehicle with pas-
sengers, between East Burley Junction,
1daho, and Snowville, Utah, serving no
intermediate points, from Junction U.S.
Highways 30S and 30N (East Burley
Junction) over U.S. Highway 30N to
junction Interstate Highway 80N (North
Burley Junction), thence over Interstate
Highway 80N to Snowville, Nore: Appli-
cant states that a portion of its present
authority reads in part: “Thence from
Burley, Idaho over U.S. Highway 30 south
to Brigham City, Utah.” The above
guoted portion passes through the inter-
mediate points of Malta and Strevell,
Idaho and Snowville, Utah. The portion
of US. Highway 30 between the junc-
tion of U.S. Highway 30N, desig-
neted as East Burley Junction and
Snowville has been supplanted by Inter-
state Highway north, generally between
Burley, Idaho and Snowville, Utah. Ap-
plicant further states that U.S. Highway
south between Burley Junction and the
Idaho line south of Strevell is not main-
tained during winter and is either closed
and impassable or hazardous to passen-
gers and equipment, and applicant re-
quests revocation of that portion of its
authority, Applicant requests that after
revocation of the said portion, its au-
thority, it be granted the authority as
sought in the instant application. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Boise, Idaho.

No. MC 128758 (Sub-No. 4), filed
August 18, 1971. Applicant: BLUE
LINES, INC., 2001 New York Avenue NE.,
Washington, DC 20002, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 1730
M Street NW., Washington, DC 20036.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over routes,
Rransporting: Passengers and their bag-
vege, and express and mewspapers in
the same vehicle with passengers, be-
tween Beallsville and Dawsonville, Md.,

NOTICES

from Beallsville, Md.,, over Maryland
Highway 109 to Poolesville, thence over
Maryland Highway 107 to Dawsonville,
Md., and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points, in con-
nection with carrier's presently au-
thorized regular route authority under
MC 128758. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Brunswick, Md., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 135870 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 20, 1971. Applicant: HI-WAY
AMERICAN, INC., 2211-2311 East Ver-
nor, Detroit, MI 48207. Applicant's rep-
resentative: James F. Schouman, 21825
Garrison Avenue, Dearborn, MI 48124,
Authority sought to operate as & com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Passengers
and their baggage, in round trip charter
operations beginning and ending at De-
troit, Mich., and points within the com-
mercial zone thereof, and extending to
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawall) . Note: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Detroit, Lansing, Pontiac,
or Flint, Mich.

No. MC 135985 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 15, 1971. Applicant: HARRY F.
FARR, Rural Route 8, Dunnville, ON,
Canada, Applicant’s representative: S,
Harrison Kahn, 733 Investment Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage in the same vehicle with passengers,
in charter and special operations, in
round ftrip sightseeing and pleasure
tours, beginning and ending at ports of
entry on the United States and Canada
boundary line and extending to points in
the United States (except Alaska and
Hawail). Restriction: Transportation
sought herein s restricted to foreign
commerce only. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Buffalo, N.Y.

20407

By the Commission.

[SEAL) RoseRT L. OswaLp,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-15265 Filed 10-20-71;8:45 am]

-

[Notice 768)

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

Ocroser 18, 1971,

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, and rules and regulations
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR' Part
1132), appear below:

As provided in the Commission’s special
rules of practice any interested person
may file a petition seeking reconsidera-
tion of the following numbered proceed-
ings within 20 days from the date of
publication of this notice, Pursuant to
section 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, the filing of such a petition will
postpone the effective date of the order
in that proceeding pending its disposi-
tion. The matters relied upon by peti-
tioners must be specified In their
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-173167. By order of Octo-
ber 15, 1971, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Evelyn Mueller,
doing business as Evelyn Mueller Truck-
ing, 1605 South Shiloh Road, Sturgeon
Bay, WI 54235, of that portion of the
operating rights in certificate No. MC-
105765 (Sub-No. 3) issued November 13,
1970, to The Ahnapee and Western
Transportation Co., a corporation, 2148
Shawano Avenue, Post Office Box 3630,
Green Bay, WI 54303, authorizing the
transportation of general commodities
between Green Bay, Wis., and Sturgeon
Bay, Wis., serving all intermediate points,
and between junction Wisconsin High-
ways 57 and 42 and Algoma, Wis., serv-
ing all intermediate points,

[seavLl Rosert L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.71-16350 Filed 10-20-71;8:51 am]
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