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Rules and Regulations

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

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

SUBCHAPTER K—GENERAL CONDITIONAL
PAYMENTS PROVISIONS

[Amdt. 4]

PART 891—DOMESTIC BEET SUGAR
AREA

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, Part 891
(32 F.R, 7837, 8283; 33 F.R. 62, 402, 2503,
9331; 34 F.R. 809, 3737 is amended as
follows:

1. Section 891.1 is amended by adding
& new paragraph (s) to read as follows:

§891.1 Regulations, os effective, and
definitions.

() "Accredited acreage” for any crop
year means the acreage of sugar beets
within farm proportionate shares, when
applicable, but excluding any acreage for
which credit may not be given pursuant
to §895.6 of this chapter, which was
either harvested for the extraction of
sugar or liquid sugar as determined by
the county committee or was determined
by a member of the county committee to
be bona fide abandoned acreage to the
extent of fulfilling at least the require-
ments for abandonment set forth in sub-
paragraphs (1) through (5) of § 842.2(a)
of this chapter as shown by the records
of the ASCS county office. It also in-
cludes any prevented acreage approved
for the farm or recorded for the allot-
ment area pursuant to Part 849 of this
chapter and for any year for which pro-
portionate shares are determined, any
proportionate share acreage released and
&pproved for the farm pursuant to Part
835 of this chapter shall be included as
Accredited acreage for the farm and for
the allotment area in which such farm
13 located.

2. Section 891.6 is amended to read as
follows:

58.":6 Compliance with other condi-
tions of payment.

‘a) Wage rates and prices paid for
Sugar beets, All requlremznts ofpt?he t{ct
3?11 the regulations issued pursuant
mCAL!'O with respect to wage rates and

base of a processor-producer, prices
Pald for sugar beets shall be met.
ac*b* Compliance with farm share. The

' eage of sugar beets grown on the farm
a.xfi marketed (or processed) and used
ffu thtf production of sugar or liquid
-n; ii:u;j shall not exceed the share deter-
amnp for the farm in accordance with
o )n‘cable regulations in Part 850 of this
s €T, except as provided in § 891.16,
o except that any sugar beets grown

fcreage in excess of such share may

be marketed (or processed) for the ex-
traction of sugar or liquid sugar for
livestock feed or for the production of
livestock feed if the operator of the farm
furnishes weight tickets to the county
committee evidencing that such sugar
beets were sold by him, or were processed
by or for him, for the extraction of
sugar or liquid sugar for livestock feed,
or for the production of livestock feed,
and if so sold, were purchased by the
processor for such purpose. Notwith-
standing the foregoing provisions of this
paragraph, the farm shall be deemed to
have met the requirements for payment
with respect to marketings (or process-
ings) within the share where sugar
beets were marketed (or processed) for
sugar from an acreage on the farm ex-
ceeding the share: Provided, That (1)
such excess acreage Is not more than the
larger of four-tenths acre or 2 percent of
the share but not in excess of 5 acres,
(2) the county committee finds that the
farm operator did not intentionally mar-
ket (or process) sugar beets from an
acreage In excess of the share for the
farm and the State committee concurs in
such findings, and (3) within 1 year from
the date of the processing of such ex-
cess sugar beets, the farm operator has
arranged for the raw value equivalent
of sugar produced from sugar beets in
the Domestic Beet Sugar Area which had
not been marketed to fill a quota for
such area as provided in Part 816 of this
chapter to be made subject to a bond
given pursuant to the provisions of such
Part 816 of this chapter, which provides
as a condition of such bond that the
sugar shall be used for livestock feed or
for the production of livestock feed. The
Sugar Act payment in such case shall
be limited to the amount of sugar com-
merciailly recoverable from the sugar
beets marketed (or processed) from the
acreage within such share,

3. Section 891.11 is revised to read as
follows:

§891.11 Credit for planted sugar bect
acreage, prevented acreage and ap-
proved released acreage.

(a) Crediting production record of
Jarms which are subdivided. For the pur-
pose of compiling sugar beet production
records for use in establishing propor-
tionate shares, when required, and for
use In determining normal yields for
abandonment and crop deficiency pay-
ments, as provided in Part 841 of this
chapter, the production record for a
subdivision of any farm which is
divided shall be credited with its actual
planted acreage, approved prevented
acreage determined under Part 849 of
this chapter and approved acreage ell-
gible for release determined under Part
895 of this chapter if avallable from
records in the ASCS county office. How-
ever, if such records are not available in
such office, the production records of the

subdivisions shall be credited with a pro
rata share, respectively, of the planted
acreage, approved prevented acreage and
approved released acreage of the farm
on the basis of the cropland suitable for
the production of sugar beets in each
subdivision.

(b) Death, retirement, or incapacity.
In case of death, retirement, or incapac-
ity of an operator having a personal
sugar beet production record, such rec-
ord shall accrue to the legal representa-
tive of his estate or to a member of his
family if such legal representative or
family member continues the customary
sugar beet operations of the retired, de-
ceased or incapacitated operator.

(¢) Corporations. (1) In case of the
merger or consolidation of two or more
corporations in a personal history area,
the accredited acreage record of any of
the constituent corporations shall be
credited to the surviving or consolidated
corporation if the surviving or consoli-
dated corporation operates land for the
production of sugar beets.

(2) The personal sugar beet produc-
tion records of individuals or of a part-
nership forming a corporation may only
be credited to such corporation at the
time it is formed, and only if the county
committee determines and the State
committee concurs that all of the out-
standing shares of stock of the corpora-
tion are owned by members of the im-
mediate family, of which one or more
members has a personal accredited acre-
age record in the base period at the time
the corporation is formed, Thereafter,
such production records will be credited
to such corporation, except that if at
the time a proportionate share is estab-
lished for the farm operated by the cor-
poration, less than a majority of the
outstanding shares of stock of the cor-
poration are owned by members of such
immediate family such production rec-
ords will cease to be credited fo such
corporation.

(3) For the purpose of this section the
term “immediate family” is limited to
persons who have a relationship to the
persons credited with the personal sugar
beet production records of spouse, father,
mother, brother, sister, children, and
grandchlldren, regardiess of whether
such persons reside In the same
household. .

(4) Upon the dissolution of a cor-
poration, no personal history credits of
the corporation shall be transferred to
individuals, except, that in the case of
the dissolution of a corporation of which
a majority of the stock is owned by
members of the immediate family that
included members owning stock in the
corporation when it was formed, the his-
tory credit of such corporations may be
transferred to such individual members
of the immediate family owning stock at
the time of dissolution in the same ratio
that the number of shares of stock owned
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by each member of the immediate fam-
ily in such corporation bears to the
total shares of stock Issued by such
corporation.

(d) Initiation of joint operation.
Where a person having a personal ac-
credited acreage record In a personal his-
tory area and another person or persons.
initiate a joint operation of a farm for
the production of sugar beets by a part-
nership or other form of joint enterprise,
the farm base shall be established on
the basis of acreage not exceeding the
landowner’s share of the sugar beet crops
included in the farm’s accredited acre-
age records; but & farm base may be
established on a basls of acreage not lim-
ited to the landlord's share of such sugar
beet crops where the county committee
determines, and a representative of the
State committee concurs, that such joint
enterprise is conducted exclusively by
the members of an immediate family, or
that under such joint enterprise the per-
son or persons having a personal produc-
tion record during the base period are the
operators of the farm as provided in
$891.1()),

(¢) Dissolving of partnership. If, in a
personal history area, a partnership is
dissolved, the accredited acreage record
of the partnership shall be credited to
the indiviuals who were members of the
partnership, pro rata, on the basis of
their respective contributions of sugar
beet production history to such partner-
ship at the time it was formed: Provided,
however, That if such dissolved partner-
ship was in existence for at least 3 years,
the accredited acreage -record of the
partnership may be credited to each of
the former partners in accordance with
a written agreement signed by all of
the former partners or their legal
representatives.

4. Section 891.12 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 891.12 Listof prescribed forms.

Forms prescribed for the conditional
payment program in the Domestic Beet
Sugar Area, including those applicable
when proportionate shares are in effect.

Form No. and Title

8U-100—Request for Sugar Beet Propor-
tionate Share,

SU-102—Sugar Beet Farming Unit Report.

SU-103—Notice of Sugar Beet Farm Pro-
portionate Share.

SU-103-A—Notice of History Credit for Re-
leased Share,

SU~104—Sugnr Beet Record Card.

SU-104-1—Personal Sugar Beet Propor-
tionate Share.

SU-106—Relense of Sugar Beet Propor-
tionate Share.

SU-107—Sugar Beet Marketing Report.

SU-108-A—Sugar Beet Normal Yield Work-
sheet,

SU-110—Application for Payment,

SU-112—List of Sugar Beet Producers,

SU-113—Farm Operator Check and Record
Sheot,

8U-114—Summary of Applications for Pay-
ments,

SU-1156~Child Labor and Wage Compliance
Report.

SU-191—Clalm Agalnst Producer for Unpald
Wages,
SU-195—8ugar Act Payments Deductions,

FEDERAL
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5. New §§ 891,13 through 891.17 are
added to read as follows:

§ 891.13 Eminent domain.

The share established for a crop des-
ignated by year for a farm which was
removed from sugar beet production in
its entirety or in part by acquisition
within 3 years Immediately preceding
the year designating such crop by an
agency or entity entitled to exercise the
right of eminent domain, shall, upon
application by the owner of the land so
removed to the appropriate ASCS State
office, be added to the share established
for such crop for any land owned by the
owner in the same State to the extent
requested in the application, but the
aoreage added shall no exceed the dif-
ference between the share established
for the farm from which production was
removed and the share established for
the part of such farm not lost by the ac-
quisition. Where application is not made
as provided In this section for the entire
share or part thereof established for the
farm, the share or part thereof not ap-
plied for shall be reserved by the State
committee for 3 years after the date of
acquisition or until application is made
by the owner of the land removed,
whichever is earlier: Provided, That
such reserved share or part thereof shall
be subject to any adjustments required
to be made in establishing shares for
old-producer farms under the regula-
tions applicable during the period the
share Is reserved, The acreage of such
reserved shares not applied for may not
be reallocated to other old-producer
farms,

§ 891.14 Notification of shares when
shares are in effect.

Each person filing a request for a
share shall be notified in writing on be-
half of the State committee of the share
established In response to his request
(even if “none”), and of any subsequent
adjustment or change made in such
share, and of his right to appeal under
§ 891.7. The farm operator of each farm
for which a share is redetermined shall
be notified in writing on behalf of the
State committee of the redetermined
share and of the right to appeal there-
from as provided in Part 780 of this
chapter. Where a tentative share is com-
puted pursuant to a preliminary request
for a share filed as provided in Part 850
of this chapter, the person filing such
request shall be furnished a notice in-
forming him that the acreage stated
thereon is a tentative share, does not
constitute the establishment of a farm
share for the purpose of payment under
the Act, and that a farm share for such
purpose may be established only upon
the filing of a fully completed request for
& share within the time and in the man-
ner as provided In Part 850 of this
chapter,

§ 891.15 Notifieation of excess sugar
beet acreage when shares are in
effect.

If the county committee determines

for any crop that the acreage of sugar
beets on any farm Is In excess of the

acreage established as the share for such
farm, written notice of such excess acre-
age and of the eligibility requirements for
payment relating to the farm's propor-
tionate share shall be mafled to the per-
son who is listed on the ASCS county
office records as the operator of the farm.

§891.16 Erroneous notice of share or
of excess sugar heet acreage when
shares are in effect.

If through error, an operator is offi-
cially notified of a share for his farm
greater than the share properly estab-
lished, or is furnished an incorrect notice
of excess sugar beet acreage, or if the
determined acreage of sugar beets is in
excess of the share for the farm and
notice thereof Is not mafled to the opera-
tor, and it is found by the county com-
mittee that such operator, acting solely
on the information contained in the
erroneous notice or without a notice of
excess sugar beet acreage being mailed
to him, markets sugar beets from an
acreage in excess of the share properly
established, the farm will be deemed to
be in compliance with the correct share
unless sugar beets are marketed for sugar
from an acreage In excess of the share
stated in the erroneous notice, or unless
it is determined by the county committee
that the error in the share or notice was
50 gross, or that the excess acreage was
50 gross as to place the operator on no-
tice regarding the error in the share or
of the existence of the excess acreage.
However, the Sugar Acf payment with
respect to the farm shall be limited to
the amount of sugar determined by ihe
county committee to be commercially re-
coverable from the sugar beets marketed
(or processed) from the acreage within
the properly established share.

§ 89117 Certifiention of acreage.

If the operator of any farm, which I8
located in a county designated in Part
718 of this chapter, as a county in which
farm operators' certification of acreage
and land use may be accepted with re-
spect to sugar beets in lieu of a farm
inspection and measurement, fails to file
a timely report as required under such
Part 718 or files a timely report showing
that the acreage of sugar beets is within
the proportionate share for the farm and
it is later determined by the county Of
State committee that such screage is in
excess of the share and was knowingly
incorrectly reported by the farm opersa-
tor, no payment shall be made with re-
spect to such farm.

Statement of bases and considerations.
Prior to the 1962 crop of sugar beets
some of the general provisions and re-
quirements of the Act which must b¢
complied with in order to be eligible for
Sugar Act payments were contained it
the annual proportionate share reguls-
tions. Since proportionate shares are not
necessarily required each year, these
provisions were incorporated into Part
891.

Suggestions have been received that
additional provisions which have here-
tofore been included in the former pro-
portionate share regulations and have
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remained unchanged from year to year
also be incorporated into Part 891,

This action adds the definition of ac-
credited acreage to Part 891, It also adds
the provisions pertaining to crediting
acreage history in the event of the death,
retirement, or incapacity of an opera-
tor and in the formation and dissolving
of corporations and joint operations.
Section 891,12 is revised to include the
forms which are applicable where pro-
portionate shares are in effect. Other
general provisions which, in the past,
were included in the proportionate
share regulations when shares were in
effect but which have remained un-
changed from year to year, are also
added.

Accordingly, I hereby find and con-
clude that the foregoing regulations will
effectuate the applicable provisions of
the Act.

(Secs. 301, 302, 403, 61 Stat. 920, 030 as
amended, 932; 7 U.5,C. 1131, 1182, 1153)

Effective date; Date of publication,

Signed at Washington, D.C.
July 30, 1969.

on

KENNETH E. FRICK,
Administrator, Agricultural Sta-
bilization and Conservation
Service.
|FR. Doc. 69-9162; Filed, Aug. 4,
8:48 am.|

1969;

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

[Valencis Orange Reg. 286, Amdt, 1)

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DES-
IGNATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

(8) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and Or-
der No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part
908, 33 F.R. 19829) regulating the han-
dling of Valencla oranges grown in Ari-
20na and designated part of California,
effective under the applicable provisions
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
A_f:t of 1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601~
874), and upon the basis of the recom-
mendation and information submitted by
the Valencia Orange Administrative
Committee, established under the said
Srcnended marketing agreement and or-
G Y. and upon other available informa-
uon. It is hereby found that the limita-
og; of handling of such Valencia
b du:es. as herelnafter provided, will
th; atg effectuate the declared policy of

‘2) It is hereby furthe
:Kmmcucable and contr:r‘yog?ht:ﬁx’t:uﬁ

leTest to give preliminary notice, en-
gff&"-‘ In public rule-making procedure,
aiﬁ rstmcme the effective date of this
“00 idment until 30 days after publica-
5 i thereof in the FeperaL RecisTter (5
be?c 553) because the time intervening
wl l“i‘en the date when information upon

teh this amendment is based became
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available and the time when this amend-
ment must become effective in order to
effectuate the declared policy of the act
is insuficient, and this amendment re-
lieves restriction on the handling of
Valencia oranges grown in Arizona and
designated part of California.

(b) Order, as amended. The provision
in paragraph (b) (1) (i), di), and (i) of
§ 908.586 (Valencia Orange Reg. 286, 34
F.R. 12224) are hereby amended to read
as follows:

(i) District 1: 252,000 cartons;

(11) District 2: 343,000 cartons;

(iii) District 3; 105,000 cartons.

§908.58 Valencia Orange Regulation
286.

» - - - .
€3 It oiig
(l) L

» - - - .

(Seccs. 1-10, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 USC.
601-674)

Dated: July 31,1969,

PauL A, NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Consumer and
Marketing Service.
[FR. Doc. 00-0164; Filed, Aug. 4,
B8:48 am.]

1969;

Chapter X—Consumer and Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements and
Orders; Milk), Department of Agri-

culture
[Milk Order 36}

PART 1036—MILK IN THE EASTERN
OHIO-WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA
MARKETING AREA

Order Suspending Certain Provision

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601 et seq.),
and of the order regulating the handling
of milk in the Eastern Ohlo-Western
Pennsylvania marketing area (7 CFR
Part 1036), it is hereby found and deter-
mined that:

(a) The following provision of the
order does not tend to efféctuate the
declared policy of the Act for the month
of July 1969,

In § 1036.16(b), the provision:

- (4) In any month of April through
July, the quantity of milk of any pro-
ducer diverted to nonpool plants that ex-
ceeds that physically received at pool
plants shall be deemed to have been re-
celved by the diverting handler at the
location of the nonpool plant to which
diverted; and

(b) Thirty days’ notice of the effective
date hereof is impractical, unnecessary,
&f’ contrary to the public interest in

t:

(1) This suspension order does not re-
quire of persons affected substantial or
extensive preparation prior to the effec-
tive date.

(2) This suspension order is necessary
to reflect current marketing conditions
and to maintain orderly marketing con-
ditions in the marketing area.
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(3) Suspension of the aforesaid pro-
vision will result in all producer milk
that is diverted from a pool plant to a
nonpool plant during July 1969 being
priced at the location of the pool plant
from which diverted. Such provision now
specifies that under certain conditions
the diverted milk be priced at the loca-
tion of the nonpool plant to which
diverted.

This action was requested by Milk
Producers Federation, a principal pro-
ducer cooperative in the market, to ac-
commodate the handling of reserve milk.
The cooperative operates a pool plant at
Orrville, Ohio, which Is an outlet near
the marketing area for milk not needed
by handlers for Class I purposes, Because
of an electrical power failure caused by
severe storms, this plant was unable to
operate during part of July. Producer
milk normally received at such plant thus
had to be diverted to distant nonpool
plants where a lower price to producers
applies under the order,

The suspension will avold an undue re-
duction in returns to producers normally
shipping to the Orrville plant but whose
milk was temporarily diverted to other
plants because of the unusual circum-
stances. Three other cooperatives in the
market expressed support for this sus-
pension action.

(4) Interested parties were afforded
thé opportunity to file written data,
views, or arguments concerning this sus-
pension (34 F.R. 12043). None were filed
in opposition to the proposed suspension,

Therefore, good cause exists for mak-

ing this order effective upon publication -

in the FepeaaL REGISTER.

It is therefore ordered, That the afore-
said provision of the order is hereby
suspended for July 1969,

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat, 31, as amended: 7 US.C.
801-874)

Effective date: Upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

Signed at Washington, D.C., on July 30,
1969.
Ricuarp E, LyNa,
Assistant Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-0132; Piled, Aug. 4, 1609;
8:45 am.]

Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, Department of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL REGULATIONS AND

POLICIES
PART 1407—SUSPENSION AND
DEBARMENT
Part 1407 is revised to read as follows:

Sec.

14071 £

14072 Definitions,

14073 Scope of this part.

14074 B on,

14075 Causes for debarment,

1407.6 Suspension pending debarment, no-
tice of proposed debarment, decls
sion of authorized official and right
to hearing.

14077 Perlod of debarment,

14078 Restrictions on suspended and de-
barred persons.,

14079 Miscellaneous,
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Avrnorrry: The provisions of this Part
1407 issued under sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended, 15 U.S.C. T14b.

§ 1407.1 Purpose.

This part prescribes the terms and
conditions under which persons may be
suspended and debarred from contract-
ing with Commodity Credit Corporation
and from otherwise participating in pro-
grams administered or financed by Com-
modity Credit Corporation.

§ 1107.2 Definitions.

(a) The term “Department” means
the US. Department of Agriculture.

(b) The term “CCC" means Com-
modity Credit Corporation.

(¢c) The term “Executive Vice Presi-
dent” means the Exeoutive Vice Presi-
dent of CCC,

(d) The term “Vice President” means
a Vice President of CCC. )

(e) The term “Deputy Vice President”
means a Deputy Vice President of CCC.

(f) The ferm “person” means an indi-
vidual or any form of business entity,
e.g., a proprietorship, partnership, cor-
poration, association, or cooperative.

(g) The term “authorized official”
means the Executive Vice President of
CCC, a Vice President of CCC, a Deputy
Vice President of CCC, or any official of
the Department authorized, as provided
in this part, to suspend and debar
persons. :

(h) The term “suspend” or “suspen-
slon” means the withholding from a per-
son temporarily of the privilege of con-
tracting with or otherwise participating
lg c%rogmms financed or administered by
(1) The term “debar” or “debarment"
means the final action of withholding
the privilege of contracting with or
otherwise participating in programs
financed or administered by CCC.

(j) The term "“Board of Contract Ap-
peals” means the Board of Contract
Appeals, Department of Agriculture.

§ 1407.3  Scope of this part,

(a) The provisions of this part shall
apply to all suspensions and debarments:
Provided, That the provisions of this part
shall not apply to or otherwise affect the
conditions under which:

(1) Price support or other benefits
may be made available by CCC to a per-
son in his capacity as a producer in ac-
cordance with applicable statutes and
regulations.

(2) CCC may require persons to estab-
lish and maintain financial responsibil-
ity and other qualifications as conditions
precedent to contracting with CCC or
otherwise participating in programs ad-
ministered or financed by CCC.

(3) CCC may cancel or terminate a
contract under the provisions thereof or
for failure of the contractor to comply
therewith or may take administrative
action to require a contractor or partici-
pant to correct deficiencies in the per-
formance of contract or program provi-
sions.

(4) Persons are debarred under the
provisions of the Walsh-Healey Public
Contracts Act (41 U.S.C. 37) and Dayis-
Bacon Act (40 US.C, 276a-2(a)).
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(b) All suspension and debarments
under the provisions of this part shall
extend to and include any proprietorship,
corporation, partnership, or
other business entity, the policies or busi-
ness practices of which are decided or
materially influenced by the suspended
or debarred person if such proprietor-
ship, corporation, partnership, associa-
tion, or other business entity is specifi-
cally named in the notice of suspension
or debarment,

(¢) The provisions of this part shall
not be construed to require the suspen-
slon and debarment of any person but
shall be deemed a statement of the terms
and conditions under which suspension
and debarment action may be taken by
an authorized official when such action
is deemed to be in the best interests of
CCC.

§ 1407.4 Suspension.

(a) Suspension is a drastic action and,
as such, shall not be based upon an un-
supported accusation. In assessing
whether adequate evidence exists for in-
voking & suspension, consideration
should be given to the amount of credible
evidence which is available, to the exist-
ence or absence of corroboration as to
important allegations, as well as to the
inferences which may properly be drawn
from the existence or absence of affirma-
tive facts. This assessment should in-
clude an examination of basic docu-
ments, such as contracts, investigation
reports, if available, and correspondence.
Suspension is for the purpose of pro-
tecting the interest of CCC and not for
punishment, A suspension may be modi-
fled whenever it is determinec to be in
the interest of CCC to do so.

(b) An authorized official may, upon
probable cause for bellef that one or more
of the causes for debarment specified in
§ 14075 exist, suspend any person on
written notice and without hearing for
periods not longer than those specified
in this section. Such notice shall be sent
to the suspended person and to all other
individuals or business entities who are
to be suspended because their policies or
business practices are decided or materi-
ally influenced by the suspended person.
The notice shall state the grounds for
the suspension, without disclosing the
evidence, and shall specify the suspension
period.

() All suspensions shall be for a tem-
porary period of not more than 1 year
except as otherwise specified in this part.
If civil or criminal action has not been
initiated by the Department of Justice
within 12 months from the date of the
notice of suspension, the suspension shall
be terminated unless the Attorney Gen-
eral, or his deslgnee, requests continu-
ance of the suspension, If such a request
is received, the suspension may be con-
tinued for an additional 6 months, A
suspension shall not continue beyond 18
months unless civil or criminal action
involving the fact situation upon which
the suspension action was taken has been
initiated within that period. Whenever
such legal action has been Initiated, the
suspension may continue until the legal
proceedings are completed.

(d) The termination or extension of
a suspension shall not prejudice any de-
barment action which may be or may
have been taken.

§ 1407.5 Causes for debarment.

Any authorized official may debar a
person whenever he determines, in the
manner specified in this part, that one
or more of the following causes for de-
barment exists:

(a) The person has been convicted of
& criminal offense involving CCC or has
been adjudged liable to the United States
by a court of competent jurisdiction un-
der the clvil False Claims Statute (31
U.S.C. 231), or other Federal statute, in
connection with a CCC program.

(b) The person has been debarred or
otherwise forbidden from contracting
with or participating In contracts or pro-
grams administered or financed by
another agency of the US. Government.

(¢) The person has failed to perform
obligations or carry out representations
or warranties to CCC, or has made mis-
representations to CCC, under circum-
stances considered to be of such a serious
and compelling” nature as to justify
debarment.

(d) The person has committed other
acts of misconduct, including but not
limited to fraudulent activities, showing
such a serious lack of business integrity
or business honesty as to warrant
debarment,

§ 1107.6 Suspension pending debar.
ment, notice of proposed debarment,
decision of authorized official and
right to hearing.

(a) Debarment proceedings may be
instituted by any authorized officlal with-
out prior suspension action having been
taken or while a period of suspension is
in effect. In either event, the notlce of
proposed debarment may provide for a
period of suspension or a continuation
of any period of suspension which may
be in effect. Any such suspension shall
continue until completion of the debar-
ment proceedings including such time as
may be required for an appeal o the
Board of Contract Appeals: Provided,
however, That any such suspension shall
not exceed a period of 120 days from
the date of the notice of proposed de-
barment or 120 days after the expiration
of any period of suspension imposed
under the provisions of § 1407.4, which-
ever period expires last: And provided
Jurther, That any such period of sus-
pension shall be increased by the period
of any extension granted the appellant,
on his request, for prosecution of his
appeal,

(b) Debarment proceedings shall be
irstituted by any suthorized official by
sending a notice of proposed debarment
to the person concerned and to all other
individuals or business entitles who are
to be debarred because their policies or
business practices are decided or ma-
terfally influenced by him, at the last
known address of each such person, by
certified mail, return receipt requested.
Such notice shall set forth:

(1) The name of the person debarred
together with the names of all other
individuals or business entities who are
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to be debarred because their policies are
decided or materially influenced by him;

(2) One or more of the causes for
debarment specified In this part;

(3) A brief statement of facts show-
ing the basis for the belief that one or
more of the causes for debarment speci-
fied (n this part exist; and

(4) A statement that all persons in-
cluded In the debarment may, within the
period stated in the notice, present
information for consideration in their
behalf.

fe) If no response Is recelyed from
any such persons within the time lmit
specified in the notice or any written ex-
tension thereof, the issue of debarment
shall be determined by the authorized
officia! upon the basis of such informa-
tion as may be avallable to him bearing
upon the causes for debarment specified
{n the notice, If such persons, in response
to the notice of proposed debarment,
submit Information for consideration on
their behalf, such information, together
with such other data as may be available
to the authorized official, shall be con-
sidered by him in making his determina-
tion on the issue of debarment.

(d) Each such person shall be notified
of the decision of the authorized official,
of the findings of fact on which it is
based, and of any period of debarment,
by certified mail, return receipt re-
quested, addressed to his last known ad-
dress. If such person is debarred, such
notice shall also advise him that he may
sppeal the debarment action to the Board
of Contract Appeals within 30 days after
the date he receives the notice. Any such
appeal shall be subject to the rules of
the Board of Contract Appeals (Part 2400
of this title). If appealed the debarment
shall be deferred pending decision of the
Board of Contract Appeals, but such per-
son may be suspended or continued in &
suspended status until final decision, as
provided in this § 1407.6. On determina-
tion of the appeal by the Board of
Contract Appeals, the appellant shall be
notified by certified mail, return receipt
requested, addressed to his last known
address, of the Board’'s decision and of
any period of debarment determined by
the Board, The decision of the Board on
the lssue and period of debarment shall
be final and conclusive, unless deter-
mined by a court of competent jurisdic-
ton to be fraudulent, arbitrary, capri-
¢lous, or so grossly erroneous as to Imply
bad falth or not supported by substan-
tial evidence. If no appeal is filed with
the Board of Contract Appeals, the deci-
sion of the authorized official on the issue
and period of debarment shall have a
like degree of finality.

§1407.7 Period of debarment.

All debarments shall be for a period
tommensurate with the gravity of the
Cause therof. As a general rule, periods
of debarment, In excess of 3 years will not
be imposed but such policy shall not pre-
clude the impositions of longer periods 6f
debarment in flagrant cases. If debar-
ment 1s preceded by suspension, consid-
fration may be given to such period of
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suspension in determining the period of
debarment. At any time during the pe-
riod of debarment, the debarment may
be removed or otherwise modified if it is
determined by the Executive Vice Presi-
dent, Vice President, or Deputy Vice
President that such action is warranted.
Nothing in this § 1407.7 shall preclude
the institution of new debarment pro-
ceedings during the pendency of an ex-
isting debarment or following its termi-
nation: Provided, That such new debar-
ment proceedings shall be based upon
facts and circumstances other than those
underlying the original debarment.

§ 1407.8 Restrictions on suspended and
debarred persons.

Persons who are suspended or debarred
under this part shall be subject to all of
the following restrictions except to the
extent that the notice of suspension
or debarment otherwise specifically
provides:

(a) No suspended or debarred person
may contract with CCC or participate in
any manner in any programs admin-
istered or financed by CCC: Provided,
That current contracts with or other
firm commitments of CCC to such per-
sons shall be continued in effect notwith-
standing the suspension or debarment
unless such suspension or debarment
specifies In writing that such contracts
or commitments shall also be subject to
such suspension and debarment action.
However, any warchouse facilities oper-
ated by any suspended or debarred per-
son may be removed from the lists main-
tained by CCC of warchouses approved
for price support program purposes,

(b) No offers or proposals shall be
solicited from suspended or debarred
persons and if submitted by such per-
sons shall not be considered in making
awards.

(¢) If a suspended or debarred person
is proposed as & subcontractor, supplier,
or agent the contracting officer shall
decline to consent to the use of such
person as a subcontractor, supplier, or
agent. If CCC gives written notice to a
person participating in a program ad-
ministered or financed by CCC of the
identity of a suspended or debarred per-
son, such participant shall not use
such suspended or debarred person as
a subcontractor, supplier, agent, or em-
ployee in connection with such partici-
pant’s performance under such program,

(d) Funds due or to become due any
suspended or debarred person may be
withheld in whole or in part in accord-
ance with the Setoff, Withholding, and
Stop Payment Policies of CCC (Part
1408 of this subchapter).

(e) Any or all of the restrictions for
which provision is made under this
§ 1407.8 may be waived in whole or In
part on written determination by the
Executive Vice President, Vice President,
or Deputy Vice President that such
waiver of the restriction or restrictions
involved is essential to carrying out the
functions and responsibilities of CCC and
is otherwise in the public Interest. Any
such waiver shall be effective only with
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respect to the transactions or categories
of transactions specified therein.

§ 1407.9 Miscellancous,

(a) The Executive Vice President, Vice
President, or Deputy Vice President may
delegate to such other employees of the
Department, as he deems appropriate,
authority to carry out the provisions of
this part and all such persons to whom
such authority has been delegated shall
be deemed authorized officials within the
meaning of this part.

(b) The issuance of this revised part
shall not affect any suspensions and de-
barments imposed under the CCC sus-
pension and debarment regulations here-
tofore In effect (29 F.R. 10495; 31 F.R.
4950) .

Effective date: Date of publication,

Signed at Washington, D.C., on July
23,1969,
KexwetH E, FrRICK,
Executive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.

Approved: July 28, 1869,

Crirronrn M. HarDIN,
Secretary of Agriculture.

(F.R, Doc, 69-9131; Filed, Aug. 4, 1908;
8:46 am.|

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank
Board

SUBCHAPTER C—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN
SYSTEM

[No. 23,077]
PART 545—OPERATIONS
PART 556—STATEMENTS OF POLICY

Amendments Relating to Applications
for Branch Offices

Jury 25, 1969.

Resolved that, notice and public pro-
cedure having been duly afforded (34
FR. 8973) and all relevant material
presented or available having been con-
sidered by it, the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board, upon the basis of such con-
sideration, determines that it is advis-
able to amend §§ 545.14 and 556.5 of the
rules and regulations for the Federal
Savings and Loan System (12 CFR
545.14, 556.5) for the purpose of permit-
ting the consideration and processing of
applications for the establishment of
branch offices, without regard to the
eligibility requirements contained in
subparagraphs (2) and (4) of paragraph
(b) of §545.14, with respect to particu-
lar applications for branches to serve
low income, Innercity areas which are
inadequately served by existing savings
and loan facilities. Accordingly; said
§§ 545.14 and 556.5 are hereby amended
as follows, effective July 31, 1969:

1. Paragraph (b) of § 545.14 is amend-
ed by changing the period at the end of
subparagraph (6) thereof to a semicolon
and by adding immediately thereafter
2 new proviso, to read as follows:
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£ 545.14  Branch Office.

(b) Eligibility. * * *

(¢) * * * Provided, however, That the
Board may, with respect to a particular
application, determine to consider and
process that application without regard
to the eligibility requirements contained
in subparagraphs (2) and (4) of this
paragraph.

2, Section 556.5 is amended by adding
a new paragraph (d) at the end thereof,
to read as follows:

§ 556.5 Establishment of branch offices
and mobile facilities.

(d) As a general policy under § 545.14
(b), the Board will not consider or
process any application by a Federal as-
soclation for permission to establish a
branch office unless the applicant asso-
ciation meets all of the eligibility re-
quirements contained in subparagraphs
(1) through (6) of § 545.14(b) . However,
under the proviso to paragraph (b) of
§ 545.14, the Board may, in its discretion,
permit the consideration and processing
of particular branch applications even
if the applicant association fails to meet
the eligibility requirements contained in
subparagraphs (2) and (4) of §545.14
(b). It is the intention of the Board to
permit this special treatment only
in connection with applications for
branches to serve low income, innercity
areas which are inadequately served by
existing savings and loan facilities.

Applicant associations wishing such
special treatment with respect to a par-
ticular application must furnish the
Supervisory Agent with detail informa-
tion demonstrating that the application
(or & prior branch application, if it is
still pending or if less than 12 months
have expired from the date of publica-
tion of notice thereof and the branch is
not yet opened) is for a branch office (1)
to be located within an area character-
ized by substandard family incomes,
chronically high unemployment, a high
percentage of welfare recipients, and
substandard housing, and (2) to fulfill
the objectives of facilitating the grant-
ing of loans In such area, particularly
for construction or rehabilitation of
housing, stimulating thrift and providing
financial guidance among low-income
residents of such area, and providing op-
portunities for employment or job train-
ing for residents of such area. If the
Supervisory Agent is satisfied that the
above criteria for special treatment of
the application have been met, he may
determine that the association is eligible
under § 545.14(g), and the application
may be processed as provided therein.
(Sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 U.S.C,
1464. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4081,
3 CFR, 1043-1048 Comp., p. 1071)

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[sEaL] JACK CARTER,

Secretary,

(PR, Doo. 09-0165; Filed, Aug. 4, 1960;
8:48 am.)
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Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS

Chapter |—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Depariment of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS
PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES

Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted
in Feed and Drinking Water of An-
imals or for the Treatment of Food-
Producing Animals

SULFAMETHAZINE; WITHDRAWAL TIME

No comments were received in response
to the notice published in the FEpERAL
Reaister of June 5, 1969 (34 F.R. 8973),
proposing that the food additive regula-
tion providing for use of sulfamethazine
in the treatment of food-producing ani-
mals be amended to change the with-
drawal time for a sustained-release bolus
from 15 to 21 days.

Accordingly, the Commissioner of Food
and Drugs concludes that the proposed
amendment should be adopted. There-
fore, pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 US.C.
348(d)) and under authority delegated
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120):

Section 121293 Sulfamethazine is
amended in item 1 of the table by chang-
ing under “Limitations" the number *“15"
to “21" so that the statement reads
“do not slaughter for food within 21 days
of treatment;”.

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may at any
time within 30 days from the date of
its publication in the FepgrAL REGISTER
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare,
Room 5440, 330 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, written
objections thereto, preferably in quin-
tuplicate. Objections shall show wherein
the person filing will be adversely af-
fected by the order and specify with par-
ticularity the provisions of the order
deemed objectionable and the grounds
for the objections. If a hearing is re-
quested, the objections must state the
issues for the hearing, A hearing will be
granted if the objections are supported
by grounds legally sufficient to justify
the relief sought. Objections may be ac-
companied by a memorandum or brief in
support thereof.

Eflective date. This order shall become
effective on the date of its publication in
the FeperaL REGISTER,

(Sec. 408(d), 72 Stat, 1787; 21 U.S.C. 348(d))
Dated: July 29, 1969,

R. E. DUGGAN,
Acting Associate Commissioner
jor Compliance.

[F.R. Doc, 69-9116; Flled, Aug. 4, 1860;
8:45 am.]

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

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

[Alrspace Docket No, 60-EA-85]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Areas

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending 5 71.171 and 71.181 of Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations so
as to alter the Portland, Maine, control
zone (34 F.R. 4616) and transition area
(34 F.R. 4748) ; Waterville, Maine (34
F.R. 4782), Newport, Vt. (34 F.R, 4735),
and Red Hook, N.Y. (34 F.R, 4753) tran-
sition areas,

The alterations occur because of name
changes of the airports upon which the
zone or areas are predicated. Since these
amendments are editorial in nature and
impose no additional burdennotice and
public procedure thereon are unneces-
sary and the amendments may be made
effective in less than 30 days.

The Federal Aviation Administration
having reviewed the airspace require-
ments in the terminal airspace of Port-
land, Maine, Waterville, Maine, Newport,
Vt., and Red Hook, N.Y,, the amendment
is herewth made effective upon publica-
tion in the Feperat REcisTER as follows:

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to de-
lete in the description of the Portland,
Maine, control zone, the name “Portland
Municipal Airport” and insert in lieu
thereof “Portland International Jetport’.

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as 10!

(a) Delete in the description of the
Portland, Maine, transition area the
name “Portland Municipal Airport" and
insert in lieu thereof the name “Pori-
land International Jetport”; and

(b) Delete in the description of the
Waterville, Maine, transition area, the
name “Robert LaFleur Afrport" and in-
sert in lieu thereof “Waterville Robert
LaFleur Airport”; and

(¢) Delete in the description of the
Newport, Vt., transition area the name
“Newport Airport” and insert in lied
thereof “Newport State Afrport”; and

(d) Delete in the description of the

Red Hook, N.Y., transition area the namé
“Skypark Airport” and insert in lieu
thereof “Stark-Tator Skypark”.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 ':‘3
Stat. 740; 49 US.C, 1348; sec. 6(c), D*'P*“:;
ment of Transportation Act; 49 U.SC. 10
(e))

Issued in Jamalica, N.Y., on July 23
1869.

WaYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region

[FR. Doo. 69-0123; Filed, Aug. 4 1960
B8:45 am.]

5, 1969
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SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES
[Reg. Docket No, §722; Amat, 660)
PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES
Miscelloneous Amendments

The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi-
eation now in effect for the airports specified therein, For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure Is repub-
lished in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures.

As a situation exists which demands Immediate action In the Interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists
for making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication.

In view of the foregolng and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97
(14 CFR Part 97) is amended as follows:

1. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to amend low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows:

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PrOoCEDURE—TYrE NDR (ADF)

Bearings, beadings, courses and radials aro m.xmuc. Elevations and altitudes are in feot MSL. Collings are in feet sbove alrpart elovation. Distances are tu nautionl miles
unless ot herwise Indicated, oxcept visibilities which are In statute miles,

1f an lnstrumend spproach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named atrpoet, It shall be tn socondance with the following instrument approach procedure,

I'.ulr:vmlufuondlll d i in danco with a differsot procedure for such alrport nuthorized by the Admind .[nlu-l_"m‘ hes shall be made over spocifiod
routes, Minlmum altitudes shall corredpond with those establisbed for en route operation in the particular srea or as sob forth bolow.
Transition Colling and viaibility minimums

Z-engine or lesn Mare than

Course and Minimom _ - Zenplue,
From— To— diatance ll(l::t)i. Conditlon 05 kr:;u More  more than

or

than 65 03 knots
kuots

Laaington VOR.......oerrrerecrevererens 2000 300-1 300-1 200~
Richmond Int. 2000 400-1 H00-1 &D:f{
Keee Int... ... - ¢ 2000 B-dn 400-1 400-1 400-1
!"C\L(' [ R S e Direct. 2500 800-2 800-2 8002
B SRR A e IR A TS T A RO AT Vl\avonum' LEX 28500

Procedare turn W side of ery, 222* Outbnd, 042* Inhnd, 2000 within 10 miles,
Miatmum altitude over facilfty on finnd ap b exs, 2000,
Cr and distance, faellity lo;'ﬁ'-oﬂ. 042°—3.5 mides,
U visual contact not establ uj duscent to authorized lnnding minlmuams or i hmli!}g not ascomplished within 3.5 miles after passing LE LOM, climb to 2500 on
1 G to the Fayetts Int., hold N, l-minute r&t;_l turns, 222° Inbid, or when directed by ATC, climb to 2000° via R 303" of LEX VORTAC (0 Bridgeport Int; hold W on
R’ LOU VORTAC, 1 minute, right tums, Inbnd.
MEA within 25 miles of facdlity: 000"-150"—3000"; 1850"-270°—2500"; 279"-800"~Z300",
City, Lexington; State, Ky.; Alrport name, Blue Grass Elev., 78" Fac. Class,, HW; Ident., LE; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 4, Amdt. 6; Eff, date, 21 Aug. 62;
Sup, Amdt, No. 5 Dated, 15 Aug. 88
2. By amending §97.11 of Subpart B to delete low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows:

lfvrun. NH.—Berlin Municipal, NDE (ADF)-1, Amdt, 5, 28 Jan. 1087 (established under Subpart C).
Evansville, Ind.—Dress Memorial, NDB (ADF) Runway 21, Amdt. 4, 24 Feb, 1968 (established under Subpart C).
Fargo, N, Dak.—Hector, NDB (ADF) Runway 17, Amdt. 3, 16 Sept. 1067 (established under Subpart C),

Pargo, N. Dak.—Hector, NDB (ADF) Runway 35, Amdt. 18, 12 Aug. 1067 (established under Subpart C).
Marshfield, Wis.—Marshfield Municipal, NDB (ADF) Runway 5, Amdt. 1, 20 May 1067 (established under Subpart C).
Spencer, Towa—Spencer Municipal, ADF 1, Amdt, 1, 4 Dec. 10685 (established under Subpart C).

Berlin, NH —Berlin Municipal, VOR~1, Orig., 28 Jan, 1967 (established under Subpart C).

L?ubnn. Ga.—Dublin Municipal, VOR-1, Amdt. 1, 14 May 1066 (established under Subpart C).

Evansville, Ind.—Dress Memorial, VOR~1, Amdt, 3, 24 Feb, 1968 (established under Subpart C).

Pargo, N. Dak.—Hector, VOR Runway 35, Amdt, 3, 12 Aug. 1967 (established under Subpart C).

Greenville, Miss.—Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 1, 18 Aug. 1866 (established under Subpart C).

:M?'mtu\. La~—Purdue University, VOR 1, Amdt. 11, 30 Jan. 1965 (established under Subpart C),

Shelbyville, Ind.—Shelbyville Municipal, VOR Runway 18, Orig., 20 Feb, 1968 (established under Subpart C).

t Ang' By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to cancel low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding
) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows:

x:;‘ Lafayette, Ind—Purdue University, ADP 2, Orig., effective 1 Aug. 1064, canceled, effective 21 Aug, 1960.
Yao wn, Ala—Auburn-Opelika, VOR 1, Amdt, 3, effective 6 Nov. 1965, canceled, effective 21 Aug. 1969,
ayette, Ind.—Purdue University, VOR 2, Amdt. 9, effective 24 July 1965, canceled, effoctive 21 Aug. 1069,

4. 'BY amending § 97.13 of Subpart B to delete terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures as follows:
Eufauls, Ala—Weedon Fleld, TerVOR~18, Orig., 23 June 1966 (established under Subpart C),

5. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to amend instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:
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12664 RULES AND REGULATIONS

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT AvrroAcH PrRocxpune—Tyre LOC

Bearings, headlngs, courses and ndhhmmgmuc. Elovations and altitudes are In feet MSL, Celllngs are In foot above alrport elevation, Distances are in naatical mil
u“miﬂmmwuﬁ’m& .l“mh nffmu he below named alrport, it shall be in sccord. with the following Instrument approach proced 2
an moent ap| ure e type Is condu the o 0t ance t! ure,
unless an is conducted in acoordance with a different ure for such afrport authorized by the Administrator. Initial spproaches shall bo mads over spectiied
routes, um altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation fn the particular srea or as set forth below.
Transition Celling and visibility minimums
Zongine or less More than
Courso and Minimum —_—
From-— . To— distance altitude Condlition 65 knots More  more than
(foat, or less than 85 65 knota
knots
A D G d ) SRS R RS s G (Y AT 2000 300-1 3001 200- 44
MeAfoo Int. ... 2500 4001 500-1 500-154
Richimond Int 2000 400-1 400-1 400-1
ChapiinInt. .............. o 2000 8002 BO0-2 R0-2
Koene Int... LE LOM (final). ... ooooiiiinnnnnn, b)) T SR AN 2000

Procedure turn W side of ery, 222° Outbnd, 42 Inbnd, 2000”7 within 10 miles.

Mintmum altitude over LOM on final approach crs, 20007,

Crs and distance, LOM to airport, 42" 3.5 miles,

11 visual contact not sstablished upon descont to authorized landing mintmums or if landing not sccomplished, cliab to 2500° on crs, 062° to the Fayette Int, Hold N, 1-
t:unlnuw rh‘hlt thmlu. 227 Inbnd or when directed by ATC cllmb to via R 368" of LEX VORTAC to Bridgeport Int. Hold W on R 080" LOU VORTAC, 1 minute, right

s, 080° Inbnd,

*400-3{ (RV E 4000) authorized with operative high-Intensity runway Hghts except for d-atgite turbojet alreraft.

¢RV R 2400° authorizod Runway 4,

MBA within 25 miles of LOM: 000" 180" —3000"; 150°-270"—280"; 270°-360" 2300,

City, Lexington; State, Ky.: Alrport name, Blue Grass; Elov., 978’; Fao, Class,, ILS; 1dent,, I-LEX: Procedure No, LOC Runway 4, Amdt, 8; Eff, date, 21 Aug. &% Sup,
Amdt. No, 1L8 Runway 4, Amdt, 7; Dated, 15 Aug. 65
6. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to delete instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:
Evansville, Ind.—Dress Memorial, ILS Runway 21, Amdt, 12, 24 Feb. 1068 (established under Subpart C).
Fargo, N, Dak.—Hector, LOC (BC) Runway 17, Amdt. 2, 16 Sept, 1967 (established under Subpart C).
Fargo, N. Dak.—Hector, ILS Runway 35, Amdt, 19, 12 Aug. 1067 (established under Subpart C).

7. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to cancel Instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:
West Lafayette, Ind —Purdue University, ILS-10, Orlg., effective 1 Aug. 1964, canceled, effective 21 Aug. 1969,
8. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to establish very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows:
STANDAUD INSTHUMENT APPFROACH PROCEOURE—TYPE VOR

Bearings, headings, courses and riulials are mngnotic. Elovations and altitudes are in foet MSL, excopt HAT, HAA, and RA. Collings are In feet above alrport clevation,
Distances are in naotical miles unkss otherwise indicatod, excopt visibilities which are in statute mikes or bundreds of feet RV R.

Ifan instrument approoch sdusre of the above t J! 18 conducted at the balow named alrpart, it sball be in sccordance with the following instrument approach prooadurs,
unless an approach is conducted in sccordance with o different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Indtial spproach minimum altitudos shall corrospo
with those established for on route operation In the particular area or as set forth below.

Terminal routes Missed approach
Minimum
From-— To- Via nllg:u;u MAP: 5 miles after passing Frunces Int
(
CBG VOR..._......... Mary Tut,.. RIS i 15 < 200 Climblng loft turn to Wrw«! to G836
VOR vis R 289° and hold.

in
Su ghmmmy charting Information:
Hol E, 1 minute, right tarns, 35° Inbod.
Final o h ers to runway threshoid
LRCO, 1221 MGM radio,

Procedure turn not authorioed, Approach ces (profile) sturts at Mary Int,
FAF, Frances Int. Final approach cra, 200°, Distance FAF to MAF, 5 miles,
Minimum altitude over Mary Int, 2300°; over Frances Int, 2000°,

MSA: 000" 000" 35007 ; 000"~ 180" 3300"; 150"-360"—2300",

Nores: (1) Use Columbuy, Ga., altimeter setting. (2) No weather roporiing.

DAY AND Niowr MisiMums

‘ A B (o} D
L MDA VI3 HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT vis
8-38.... PRI AR HX 1 o4 u» 1174 44 1420 14 (2] NA
MDA V1§ HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VI8 HAA
14 1 o 1420 (179 o 1420 144 (m NA
Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—~Standard, T over 2eng.—Standard,

City, Aubum; State, Ala; Alrport nume, Auburn-Opelika; Elev., 77¢'; Facllity, C8G; Procedure No, VOR Runway 28, Amdt, Orig.; Bff. date, 21 Aug. 8
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12665

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT Arepoicn Procepuse—Tere VOR-—Continued

Terminal routes Missed approach
3 " - Minimum MAF: 3.2 ln\lu alusr p.usln[ BML VOR,
From— To— Via altitudes or over BML N
(feet)
Whitefiold NDB. Lavresiessrsecccssananssansan B VO R i svsnsioss DA s vosvete SR (i) Mn.ku hi-climbing tum to BML VOR,

OR npot less than 3000 ellmmna
w 5000’ in holding pattern,
‘r lemien eharting (nformution:
N of B VOR, 1 minute, Jeft turms,

Procedare turn E side of ers, 012° Outbind, 192" Inbnd, 4400° within 10 m{les of BML VO R,

FAF, BML VOR. Pinal appeoach crs, 102°, Distanco FAF to MAP; 3.2 miles.

Minkmum sltitude over BML VOR, 3300/,

MEA: 000000 —4800"; 000"~ w—4m 180°-270° 74007, 200" -300" 5200

Nores: (1) Use ter, VL., ltimeter petting. (2) prmch from i holdlng \»mm not suthorized, Procedure turn required. (3) IF R departure: Over alrport on »
muthhound heading at ng‘ or 8! ve, make right-climbing tarn to BML VOR, cross VOR not less than 30007 cilmb i holding pattern to MSA or slrway MEA,

“Minlmum communieations altitude, Boston ARTCC or Augusta FSS, a

DAY AXD Niony Mwn(mn

A B C D
Cond,
MDA Vs HAA MDA vVis HAA MDA Vis HAA vis
1742 2000 3 1742 200 3 2 NA
T 2-eng. or loss—1000-134. T over 2-ng.~ 1000-1}4.

Clty, Deriin; State, N.H.; Afrport name, Berlin Municipal; Elev., 1158; Facllity, BML; Procedure No. VOR Runwuy 18, Amdt 1; Efl. date, 21 Aug. 60; Sup, Amdt, N
% . VOR-1, Orlg.; Duted, 2 Jun. 67 e s

Terminal routes : Missed approach
Minlmumn
From— To— Via ﬂtlu:l‘d)m MAP: 7.5 mdlos after passing DBEN VOR,
YNA VOR. . e it e S (ot DBN VOR (NOPT)-.oovieiiiiinnnn ), TSI S S N IR ] Cl{rn‘:)bnto.w turn lmdmwnu\'
via

fhnwntnn charting information:
ll? minute, right turnx, 06"
nbnd

Floal n(nprwh o o oenter of landing
nrea.

22007 of lights A\'nllnbh for night operations
on Rumvn?

Runway 1t u’uhoM displaced (8 N,

Runway 10 threshold displaced 8207 8,

1}"' wiure lur'n 8 side of ors, 240" Oulbnd, W" Inbnd, 2500° within 10 mu« of l)B\' VOR.
AL B T b
SIEA: 00"-000"—1000'; 000"—180°—1400'; 180”460 —2600
oTEs: (1) Use Macon, Ga., APC altimeter setting. ('2) No weather reporting, () Night operation not authoclred on Runways 14-32/8-26,

DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMA

Cond. A B C D
s MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA vis
C... " 1 610 20 1 610 w0 134 610 NA
Al T, Not anthorized, T 2-eng. or Jess—Standard, T over 2-eng.—Standard,

Ch 5
1Y-Y‘u’l in; State, Oa.; Alrport name, Dublin Mundeipal; Elev,, 310/; Foacllity, Dgs‘ ;';"’xi'.';"’%? No, VOR-1, Amdt, 2; Bff. date, 21 Aug. @; Sup. Amdt, No. VOR 1, Amdt. ]
Y
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12666 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Braxpanp INaTRUMENT APPROACH Procmpvee—TYre VOR—Continued

Missed approach

Terminal routes
Minimnm [
From— To— Via nl:::u:gn MAT: 5.0 miles nfter passing TVE VORI,

Climmbing right tum to m’ direct to
TVE VORTAC and hol
‘x amenitary charting lnformntion

§ . I mimte, right turns, Inbod
crs 00
Procedure turmn E side of ors, 200° Outbod, 020° Inbnd, 3000° within 10 miles of TVE VORTAC.
FAF, TVE VORTAC, Finnl approach cre, (20°, Distance FAF to MAP, 5.9 miles.
Minimum sltitude over TVE V ORTAC, 3300'; over Smithiield Int., 1595,
MSA: 000°-270"—31007; 270°-300"—3500°,
hmt Use Allentown altimeter setting,
# Night minimums not authorized.
DAY AND Npanr Mixmauss
A B C D
Cond. MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA Vis Vis
1500 14 1082 180 15 1082 NA NA

Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standacd. T over 2eng.—Standard.

City, East Btroudsburg; State, Pa. Alrport name, Stroudsburg Pocono; Elev., 478°; Faellity, TV E; Procedure No. VOR-1, Amdt, Orig.; Efl. date, 21 Aug. 0

Terminal routes Missad npproach
Mintmum
From— To— Via altitodes MAT: EUF VOR.
(foet)
Climb to 20007, turn, procesd (o
EUF Vu R vin k& 26° and hold.
information:

e
W, 1 minute, right turns, 076° Inbod
lel npproscls  crs lntwronpu Tunway
oenterline 3000 from threshold.
LRCO, 1221-1234

Provedure turn W llda of ers, 012° Outbnd, 192" Inbnd, 2000° within 10 miles of EUF VOR.
hml n&.muh o
2iw, 000°-180°—1700°; 180°-270"—2300"; Z70°-300"— 1500

.\m (1) Use Lawson AAF altlustor sotting. (2) No weather reporting.
DAY AXD Nioarr MiNivuys

A B o D
Cond.
MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT vis vis
725 1000 1 78 NA NA
HAA MDA vis HAA
5 10004 1 725 NA NA
T 2-eng. or lesa—Standard. T over 2eng.~—Not suthorized,

EUF; Procedure No VOR Runway I8, Amdt. 1; Eff, dste, 21 Aug. 8; S8up. Amdt. No, TaVOR-

City, Eufsnls; State, Ala; Alrport natne, Weodon Fiold; Elev.,, 275" !-‘wllltyé ARy 3
rig.; Dat une 06
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BTANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PrOCEDURE—T1rR VOR—Continued

12667

Torminal routes Missed approach
E Mintmum MAP: 124 mun alter passing EVV-~
From— To-— Via altitudes VORTA
(foet)
VvV Y W 2100 Right-climbing turn to 2500 and proceed
EVV VORTAG GO Tp  direat to EVY VORTAG or whea directs
way 1ot.eeessress 2100 od by A'!‘(‘ climb to 2200 and proceed
oo Int .. 2100 direct to EV LOM
Supplementary hnnlng lon:
uv-mmlsmmwo« B
450 troes 10007 from Runway 21 th old
and 8515 NW of runway centerline,
471 tower, 7.5 miles E.
Runway 3, TDZ clovation, 4158°,
l rocodure turn 8 gide of ers, 237° Outhnd, 667° Inbud, 2100° withio 10 miles of EVV VORTAC.
FAF, EVV VORTACQ, Final approach crs, 057°, Distance FAF to MA P, 124 miles,
Mintmum wititude over EVV V' RTAC 2100°; over 10-nile DME ¥ W
MEA: 000°-180%-2500"; 180°-300" - 1900",
DAY AND NionT MoasvMs
A B C D
Cond,
MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Yis HAA MDA Vis HAA
| LR e 1520 1 110 1520 1 e 15820 135 ne 1520 2 1102
VOR/DME Minimums:
MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MVA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
........................ w0 1 e 20 1 2 20 15 w2 s 2 662
A SRR ACHORRC S ! & T:«n«. or les—Runways 9, 27, 300-1; Standard all T over 2eng.~Runways 0, 27, 300-1; Standard all otbers.

Cly, Evansville; State, Ind.; Alrport name, Dross Mamorial; Elev., 4157 Facility, EVY; l’madm No. VOR Runway 3, Amdt, 4; EfT, dato, 21 Aug. 09; Sup. Amdt. No.
] Vo OR-1, Amdt. 3; Datod, 24 Feb % E . >
Terminal routes Missed approach
Minimam MAP: 94 miles after passt FAR
From— To— Via altitudes VORTAC, o
(feot)
R3E, FARVORTACCCW. ..o RIS FARVORTAC. ............. FmileAre. ... .....iiiaiina 2600 Climb to 300" on R 360° within 1
R @, FAR VORTAG CW.. ‘R AR > 7-milo Are. . 20 rotarn to VORTAO, When direcéed by
Teale Are, B IM0P. o  i  i ieaaee RT 2500  ATC, make left-climbing turn to

on R 285" vuhln lo miles of VORTAC,
roturn to VORT

Suppl charting information: Run-
TDz ehn:!l?n 7.
Procedury tarm E side of ors, 150° Ombnd. 300° lnbnd w wllhln 10 miles of FAR VORTAC,

FAF, FARVORTAC. Final F to MAP, 24 mlles,
Mintmum aititude over FAR v’on’mc 25005 om Gmilo mm Fix, 16007,
MEA: (U5°-135°—3000"; 128%-2285°— m -Ot.'a‘
Note: Inoperntive companent table does not apply to ALS or HIRL Runwsy 35 when using minimums without DME Fix.
DAY AXD Npanr MiNieuss
Cond. A B o D
MDA VIS HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
o IERRUUAIR. e Lo 1000 RVR % 208 10 RVRE % 78 1000 RVR @ 7 1000 14 703
MDA VI8 HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA ™ VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA
L PR A e AN 00 10600 1 700 1000 14 00 1600 2 70
HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
o MRS “3 M0 RVR N 443 1340 RVR A 3 140 RVR & 43
HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis - HAA MDA Vis HAA

C.

LT S 450 1350 1 450 13%0 14 450 H0 2 0

T 2-ovg. mle-—RVR ', Runwuy 35 Standard all other T over M—RVB 2, Runway 35; Standard all other
unwe;

Oity 3
Ry, Fargo; State, N, Dak.; Alrport name, Hector; Elev., 900; Foollity, PAR;‘;tAveodge No. VOR Ranway 35, Amdt, 4; EM.
ug.
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12668 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Sraxoans InsTaeMent Aremoacu Procspure—Tyre VOR-—Continged

Terminal routes Missod approach
Minlmuoam
From-— To— Via nlt:‘lwudn MAP: LS miles after pussing GLH VOR.
(foot)

Umblnhwv. tum to 1900" o GLH VOR

Bugphmuuuy charting nformation: okl
1 minate, right turss, 152* Inbnd
Chart alrport ‘beacon on mnk 28¥ on

pars.
LRCO, 1221 R, 1236 (GRW ¥F58).
Runway 171, TDZ elovation, 125',

Prooedure turn W slde of ors, 352° Outbnd, 172* Inbud, 1700' within 10 miles of GLII VOR.
FAF, GLH VOR. Fioal a r(ooch ors, 1727, Distance FAF o M AP, LB miles.
Mlnlmum altitude over O
MEA 000"-000"—10007; n'-wo'—zwr IQJ'-.: *—10007; 700" -300" 170,
NoTE: Use Gresnwood altimeter sotting when control rone not sffectiva and Inerease MIDA 2007 exos u:” operators with approved weather reporting service.
*Altornate minimums not suthorized when control 1one pot effect{ve except operators with approved weatlier reporting seevice.

DAY axo NiGur Muxinuvss

A B o D
S Cond. MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA via HAT MDA Vis HAT ;-
B L e e = et yee 400 1 a2 400 1 oy 40 | 02 o 1 o2
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
000 i 400 o0 1 Ll 000 14 4 0 2 L2l
Standard.* T 2-eng. or less—Standard, T over 2-ang.—Btandard.

Olty, Greenville; State, Miss.; Alrport name, Masleipal; Blgv,, 131'; Facllity, GLH; I'rocndeN;;l\ (iiuli‘.\lluu;ur 171, Amdt, 2 KL date, 21 Aug. 06; Sup, Amdt. No, VO 1,
a ug,

Teeminal rovtes Missed approsch
Minlmum MAP; 0.6 xulla arm passing Battle [T
From-— To-- Via altitudes mile DME ¥
(fewt

RN, LAPYORTACCCW ... R 323‘ LAFVORTAC (NOPT)..... 7-mlh % N e M M0 R¥ht climbing turn to NCD‘ and procesd
R 3!1‘ LAFVORTAC CW.. . R3% LAY VORTAC (NOPT)..... T-mile Aro. . 2400 irect to LAF VORTA

Weat Polnt Int_____ . LARVOBRTRC agon: soetomnss iy im Direct_ 2400 Supplementary eharting oo
AR VO AU o8 s th st rrasaes s as ey Battle Int/7-mile DME I"I.L..... SEeEs 3 ) LAFVO BTAL. ....... 1700 1 towor 25 miles ESE of alrpaurt.

877 tower 1 mile NE of alrport.
943 tower 2 miles N of alrport.
75 tower 1.3 miles 8 of alrport.
920 tower 4.5 miles NW of alrport.

Procedure turn W side of crs, 323* Outhind, 143* Inbnd, 2400° within 10 miles of LAF VORTAC,
FAP, Battle Int/T-mile DME Fix. Final approach crs, 143%. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.0 miles.
Mmlmum nmmdo aver LAF VORTAC, M00; aver Battle Int/7-mile DME Fix, 1700,

MBA: 000"-000"—2200; (0(°-S00° 2400/,
NotE: VO R/DME of VOR/ADF rocoivers mt
SL1LF R departure procodures; Runway 10, east Kmnd. cltmb to 1800 on heading HO%, Ranway 5 departares esatbound, elimb to 1500” on ranway heading Defare procoedlog
on ora.
DAy axp Nioar Mrenooss

A B C D
Cond, —
MDA vVis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA VIS HAA
Oy P et N 1150 1 575 1180 1 575 1150 134 575 140 2 3
) SRR RS SRR AR Standard. 'l‘:'-cnc.nrhu—mmr B, 300-1; Standard all other run- T over Zeng—Rutiway &, 300-1; Standard all ofber ria-
ways% ways.%

City, Lafayette; State, Ind.; Afrport name, Purdue University; Elev., 6087 Fadllity, LAF; Pro«dum No. VOR-), Amdt, 1% Ef. date, 21 Aug. &; Sap, Amdt, No, VOR L
Amdt. 11; Dated, 30 Jan, 65
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STasvand INSTRUMENT APPROACH PRroceburs—Tyre VOR-— Continoed

Terminal routes . Missed npprouch
F - Minlmum
Prom— To— Via A.’Il‘lui‘ﬂ! MAP: 5 miles after passing Diane Int,
(feet)

TYS VORTAC.. - - . Lee Int/15mile DME Hx (NOPT).... DXRROR®. .. eeaeeeeneneee 4000 Climbing right turn to 4000/ proceed to
TYS VORTAC, Rlu‘ cw.. TYSVORTAC, R 068 Ii-mile DME Arc. .. 4000 Leo Int via TYS VORTAC, R as*
TYSVORTAC, RI* CCW. .. TYS VORTAC, B 058°__ 18-mile DME Are............ 4000 and hold.
Loo Tnt/15mike DME P, e ee s © Diune Tnt/25-mile DME Fix (NOPT) . TYS, R 088 . e 3000 hupphnwmur) charting information:.

n (i 4' NE, 1 miunte, right tums 238"
nbnd,

Final approach ors to runway threshold,

Runway &, TDZ elevation, 129,

Prow c-hl“‘ turn not puthorkzed. Approsch ers (profile) starts st Lee Int.

FAF, Disne Int. Fioal approsch ers, 058", Distance FAF to MAP, 5§ miles,

\n~.~mum altitude nvrr Int/15mile DME l-u 4000'; over Die Int2-mile DME Fix, 30007,

A OO0 -0 5700 (X1~ 180"~ K705 180°-270° G100} 270"~ 350" — 80,

\u1rq (1) Radar vw{nrlnx {H Um )\umvuk Toan., APC altimeter setting, (3) No weather reporting

Day aAxp Nour MisiMous

A B C D
Cad.
MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT vis Vis
oy PSS ey 1000 1 w31 1950 14 o6l NA NA
-
MDA VIS - HAA MDA Vis HAA
e s rareiopoimmmmna ni i ax 1 s 1% 115y 21 NA NA
A o e e Not anthorized. T Zong. or less—~Standard. T over 2-ong.—Not suthorized.,
City, Morristown; State, Tenn ; Alrport nume, Moors-Murrell; Elev., 12007 Facility, T'YS; Procedure No, VOR Runwsy 8, Amdt. Orig.; Efl. date, 21 Aug. 8
Terminnl routes Mizsod approach
Mintmom  MAP: 4.9 miles after passiog AUW VOR-
From— To~ Via altitudes TAC,
(feet)
AUW VORTAC, R 21" OW. vivere AUW-YORTAC, R UR7®, o oroeeivran 7-m"oArc ..................... 4500 Climb to 3000 R 217 fthi
AUW VORTAC, R 111° COW. - AUW VORTAC, R 087° - Tamile-Are 0T 3000 make left turn; mum*xéh\"'u‘?c%l\‘?’
Tmlle A . AUW VORTAC (\'01‘1’) e AUW \'ORT‘\L R o7 2700 Supplementary charting Information:
Flonl spprosch ers to mpoﬂ reflerance
polnt 44%46° 35" N 40" 00"

Pl"»\"lllt‘ turn K wlds of ers, (57 Ouumd Jl?' lnhnd 300" within 10 miles of AUW VORTAC.
.\P AUW VORTAC. Finu APQrose l7 Distance FAF to MAP, 4.9 miles,
Mintmuom sltitude ovee AUW VO RT \(". 200
\\! A DOO° -000°-—2000°; ONK° - 150°—2600"; 180° 3607 —~3000",
a “)" \r:hgli Use Waunan ummola m(llnl excopt for operators with approved weathor reporting service. (2) Operstors with approved weather reporting service may reduoce

Standord alternate minfmums for operatoos with approved weather roporting service.

DAY AXD N1y MiNmums

Cotd. A B C D
- MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
1700 1 a7 1760 1 487 1760 134 457 1800 2 o7
Not authorized.* T 2-e0g. or less—Standard.

T over 2eng.—Btandard.

City, Mostnee; State, Wis.: Alrport name, Contral Wisconsin; Elev., 1273"; Facllity, AUW; Procedurs No. VOR-1, Amdt, Orig.; B date, 21 Aug. 8
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12670 RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT Aprmoscit Procxouvne—Tyre VOR—Continuned

Terminnl routes Missed approach
Minimum 5
From— To— Via utmu MAP! 3.1 miles after passing 8HB VOR.

Cllmbtns rRln turn’ to MO0 direct 1o

” Information:
wvtst 1.7 milu SE of afrpoet.
Runvny 18, TDZ elovation, 804,

Procedure turn E side of ors, 330" Outbnd, 15" Inbnd, 2400° within 10 miles of SHB VOR
FAF,BHB VOR. Final & ronchm 166°, Distance FAF to MAP, 3.1 miles.
Mintfuum altitude over SHB VOR, .
MBA: 000* 24007; 180" -300°

180" —

310"
Nores: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use lndhnnpolh altimeter setting. (3) Final approaeh from holding pattern ot VOR not authorized; procedare turn required.
Cavumion: 1130° tower 1.7 miles SE of alr

{Q F R departure procedures: Runways nnd 15, madntaln runway heading to 1600° before proceeding on ors.
Night mlnlmums not suthaorized.

DAY AND NiGuT MXiMuMs

A B o D
Cond.
MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT vis vis
B-18 . 1240 1 430 1240 1 436 NA NA
MDA Vi HAA MDA vis HAA
(e fgu S | 1 400 130 1 L) NA NA
e Sty s A Not suthorized. T 2-en. or less— 300-1 all runways, %% T over 2-eng.— 300-1 all runways. %

Clty, 8halbyville; State, Tnd.; Alrport naane, Shotbyville Municlpal; Elev., S04°; Facllity, SHB; Procedure No. VOR Runway 18, Amdt. 1; Eff, date, 21 Aug. @& Sup
Andt. No. Orlg.; Dated, 20 Feb. 68

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH Prockvuse—Tyre VOR/DME
Bearings, headings, courses and radials are mxmm. Elovations and altitudes are in feet MSL, sxcept HAT, HAA, uu! RA. Cemnp are In feet above alrport elevatioa.
Distances are in nagtical miles unless othorwise ir ted, exoept visibilitios which aro In statute miles or hundrods of feet

VR.
1f an Instrument approach ure of the above type s conducted st the bolow named alrport, 1t shall be in aocordance vrilh the following hmrmmmm;’optmh procedurs,

unless an approoch ks condueted In accordancs with a different procedure for such Wt mlhoﬂmf by the Administrator. Inftial approsch minimurm altit shall correapond
with those aamhlbh«i for e route operation In the particular ares or us set forth

Terminal routes Missed approach
Mintmum
From To— Via altitudes MAP: 13mile DME Fix LEU VORTAC
(feet)
LEU VORTAC. ... .. : Smile DME Fix (NOPT)... DHOEE o o et cann o 2200 Mnliléﬂ-cgmhma turn to 2500/ aavd refurm

Bupplementary nhnrun' Information:
Tower 154, 6 miles SW LEU VORTAC

Procedure turmn not mlhomu-d Ap;mh crs (profile) starts st LEU VORTAC,
Final approach ers, 223°,
Minimum altituds over LEU VORTAC, 2200'; over Smile DME Fix, 220',

Nore: Use Terre Haute nlthmeter setting.

DAY AXD Nigur MixiMuss

A B (0] D
Cond. P =
MDA VI8 HAA MDA vis HAA vis vis
W20 1 47 102 1 o NA NA
Not autharized. T 2-eng. or less—Stundard, T over 2eng.—Standard.

City, Sullivan; State, Ind.; Alrport name, Sullivan County; Eley,, 51° Facllity, LEU; Procedure No, VOR/DME-1, Amdt. Orig.; Bff. dato, 21 Aug. 69

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO, 148—TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1969




RULES AND REGULATIONS 12671

9. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to amend very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows:

Sraxpaup INNTRUMENT Arrxosacy PRoorpvng—Tyrx VOR

Hearings, headings, courses und radials uro magnetic. Elevations and altitudes aro in foot MSL, except HAT, HAA, snd RA. Cellings are In feet above aleport olevation.
oen are in nantieal miles unless ot herwise indicated, excopt visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of foct RVR.

if an fostrument approach procedure of the above type fs conducted at the below named altrpoet, it ahall bo fn accordance with the following Instrument approach procodure,
unless an spproact s conducted In accordunce with n different prooedire for such nirﬂ‘oﬂ suthorized by the Administrator, Initial spprosch minimum altitudes shall correspond
with thoso established for en route operation lo the partioular srea or a8 sot forth below,

st

Terminal routes Missed appronch

= == = Minimum .\IA“: 7.6 milea after paming BTR \’(;R~
From— To- Via slititudes TAC,
(feet)
Tate DME Fix.... oo BTR VORTAC (NOI'T).. Ihirect. ... . 1000 Clianh to 10007, Igft turn to Clinton Int via
ITR R 41° or, when directed by AT,
¢ climb to 1000°, right turn to Walker Int
vin BTR R 0%,
Supplementary charting information:
Runway 4, TDZ clovation, 70°.
Procedure turn 5 side of ors, 245" Outhnd, 065° Tubmd, 1000° within 10 miles of BTR VORTAC,
FAY, BTR VORTAC, Final approach ers, 005°, Distance PAF to MAF, 7.6 mles,
Minlmum altitude over BTR VORTAC, 150'; over 5.5-mble DME Stepdown Fix, 74,
MEA: 100" -190° 28007 100"~ 100" 1000,
DAY AXD Npuny Mixieous
A B C D
Cond — s
MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
B0 : o ! L] 40 1 L) 0 4 o 740 144 (]
MDA Vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
C. T 1 070 W 1 () 40 14 70 iy 2 L)
DME Minimuos:
MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
o JORRREST 2 SV T w0 1 450 &) 1 450 &% 1 450 &0 1 s
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vvis HAA MDA Vs HAA MDA Vis HAA
|\ SRR ), A N LA 50 i 0 500 1 40 500 (579 490 6x 2 850
P VERREBRUA N L Btandard. T 2eng, or lnss—Standsrd, T over 2-eng ~—Standurd,

City, Baton Rouge; State, La.; Alrport nune, Ryun; Elev,, 30, Facllity, BTR; Procedure No. VOR Runway 4, Amdt, o; Eff, date, 21 Aug. @ Sup, Amdt. No, § Dated,

2 Sept, 68 2
Terminal routes Missed approach
Minfmoum  MAF: 5.3 miles after passing DDC VO R-
From— To— Via altitides TAC.
(foat)
R 03, DDC VORTAC CCW.o.o-...ioern. R 3007, DDC VORTAC (NOPT, .. F-millo ARO....oooioeoeeensn, 4100 Make loft turn, elimb to 4100/, rotarn to
R 24°, DDC VORTAC ow.. vee R3S, DDC VORTAC (NOPT). . 7-mlle Are__. R 410 DDOC VORTAC.
Supplementary oharting information:
Runway 14, TDZ elovation, 2553',

Proceduze turn W alde of ers, 330° Outbnd, 150° Inbnd, 4100° within 10 miles of DDC VORTAC.,

FAF, DDC VORTAC. Final appeoach ers, 150°, Distines FAF to MAP, 53 miles,

Minlming altitudo over DDO VORTAC, 4100,

MEA within 25 miles of fnelity: 000" 0" —-3500"; 000" 180" 4000 180" 270" 450" 20"-360"—4100°,

DAY Axp Nionr MiMuss
B C
Cond, A 3 —— D
= MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT Vis
S i 200 1 7 2360 1 77 2500 1 o7 NA
MDA VI8 HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA

e SRR w0 1 o 2000 1 00 3000 14 " NA
et RS Standand. T 2eng. o less—Standard, T over 2-eng.~Standard,

( e © B
7, Dedin City; State, Kans; Airpoet name, Dodgs Clty Munleipal; Elev,, 2054; Facllity, DDC; Procedure No. VOR Runway M, Amdt, 11; Efl. date, 21 Aug. 60;
Sup, Amdt. No, I Dated, § Oct, 68
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12672 RULES AND REGULATIONS
STANDARD IXSTRUMENT APPRoAcH Procenvas—Tres VOR-—Contlnned
Terminal routes Misstd approach
Migtmum
From— To— Via altitodes MAP: LAX VOR.
(feet)
R 190", LAX VOR OW...... oo I % -TAR VOR osisnettaionaavary IG'::‘IO'MA’I;ILAX. R 239" 2000 Cllmb to 2000 win LAX R 065" to Fireatone
R 040", LAX VOR CCW - R 22, LAX VOR.coerreorerionnnnes I0MIBARS. oo ooeienaacrnnnn 4200 jementary oharting informstios.
R 22, LAX VOR COW R 1% LAX VOR..ce oo rrreeennson 10mile Are LAX, R 25* 2000 £ YOR 4000' W of ronwiays,
lead radial. Bumru 7L, TDZ devstion, 130, Runway
LAX R 251710 DME FIX.ooairrrrrrrrececs Dol Rey VHF/DME Fix (NOPT).... Direcl ooioiiiovimmeresecne 120 TR, TDZ elevation, 124,
LAX VOR.coeeeeerarsisssianamnsssvnevsesas Del Roy VHF/DME Fix....oooviinen o TR LSRN RS 200 Bearing and dlemmlnmeAX\nll to
Runwa ay 7L, 001°—0.66 mile; Runway
TR, 071%—0.66 mile,
Prooadure turn § stdo of ers, 251° Outbind, 071" Inbnd, 20007 wnmn 10 miles of Del Rey Int.
Final approsch ers, 071%,
Minimum altitodo om Dd Rc] VHF/DME Fix, 1300,
MSA: 075°-255"~ 100 SA5*-076°~ 720,
Nores: (1) AGR,PA“ (1) Blldiw{ scalo not suthorized,
CLIFR de (MLW! 000" Puhlhlwdﬂlbsmmbemcdorbondlrmtorw!
!Runwnya o! RV R w'; H.unvrn '] NL RVR 4 tunways 28L/R, RVR
##Runways u’z. .-L, , ML, 2L/R, RVR 24
DAY AND N1GuT MINIMUME ,
A B C D
Cond. -
MDA VIis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
2y ) AP E T o RVR 40 435 w0 RVR 40 435 500 RVR 40 430 0 RVR % 35
B-TR csrrsrssssaanaossvonsnone 0 RVR 40 AV 24 RVR & 436 50 RVR &0 435 00 RVR &0 435
MDA Vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA + VI8 HAA
0 s srninnarressrsasssssssseene o0 1 s 40 1 54 ™0 1% 4 680 2 o
P e O S Stundard. T 2eng. or lese—Runways §/26, Standard 554 T over 2ong.—~ Runways 8/, Standard M

City, Lea Angeles; State,

Sup. Amndt. No. l Joted, 6

Calif; Atrport name, Los Angeles International; Elev., iFudlllyi?LAX Procedure No, VOR Runway TL/R, Amdt, 2 Efl. date, 21 Aog. @
eb.

Terminal Routes

Missed approasch

e

Minimum MAP: Runway 25L and 25R, 5 mika
lll(tw)a passing Freeway Iot.

From— To— Via
LAX VOR....... OO 45y 7T D Y | R ——— R O e e e PPy
Seal Beach VOR.. S Ptnzstona Int.. i ve Direet.
£ 3 *, LAX VOR. s « 184nile Arc
Flmstonnlm........................

R 3%, LAX FOR
R OI6*, LAX VOR CW. e lb-‘:z!h Are LAX,

m Clirb to 2000° direct to LAX VOR, then
vis LAX R MN6* within 15 miles
mo Supplementary charting nformation
2000 Chart 2.5mile DME, R 005" ut M \
Chart Downey NDB though not usd In

R 123" LAX VOR COW. oo ovnivivnnmnnnnee FHOSONOINE . o oo ciciiianrianreen 16-mile Are LAX, R 077" Jead procedure,
radial Fioal nmmh ors 350 right of Runway
Flrestone Tut., s e ST N . Freeway Int (\0[‘1‘) ................ DIPR. s er s sesscncsasecnacne 2L centerline and 350" Joft of Runwiy
Bttt IDL. . oo coeeresstssonanansispaprrrsesss Firestone Int ... REESBECRIEED ) " T OENRSIACTECSESE S 2500 25K centerline at 3000’
Runwsy 25L/R TDZ elevation, 107,

Procedure turs 8 side of ers, 068" Outhod, 248° Inbnd, 2500° within 10 miles of Freowsy Int,
FAF, Freewny Int. Final npnsond\ Cr%, M5°. Digtance FAF, to Map, 5 miles.
Minlmum altitode over hnnnlx nt., 2000°; over Noel Int, &,
MBA: 075"-205° 20007, 285* —B100°; S8L°-078°— 700",
\ou J\smw\m

F R departure procedures: Northbound (‘Eﬂ'(‘w‘(
P Remvways 65, T/, RV R 4; Run\vuﬂﬂl., RVR 40
M Runways OR TL/R, ML, BL/R

unways 3L/R, RVR

DAY ASD NGt Mixisums

h 000%) Published ﬁID:;‘rnull be used or be rodar vectored,

A B a D
Cond. —

MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA VI8 HAT

SR IV LTS €0 RVR 24 520 620 RVR M4 520 @0 RVR M4 520 0 RVR 0 20
MDA VI8 HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA

A RS S R 640 1 514 040 1 014 40 14 54 80 2 “

Dunl VOR or VOR/DME Minimums:
BN LR e rvevaneer-rivvosses 520 RVRE 24 20 520 RVR 4 420 20 RVR 24 o 820 RVRE © a0
L oot 40 3 e Btandard. T 2-eng. or lss—Runway 5/, Standard, Tof T over 2-eng.—Runway 826, Standard 5

City, Los Angeles; State, Callf; Alrport name,
5 g Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 3 Apr. 60

Los Angeles ln!«nllbls\:lp Elov., m'. Focllity, LAX: Ptooodm No. VOR Runway 25L/R, Amdt. 3; B date, 2 ‘“" o
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12673

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH Prockoune—Tyer VOR-—Continued

Terminal routes Missed approach
. Minimum MAP: 3.4 miles after passing MA¥ VOR
From— To— Via nititudes TAC,
(fent)
e T e o S et s i babn s h R d™ MAY VORPAO o e or s tansssase I s v a ‘o 40600 Climb to 460" on R 150" within 20 miles,
R 2%, M.\l’ VORTACCW. . e avineein R 00, MAFVORTAC. ... .. 12milo ARC MAF, R 351° 4600 Supplemontary eharting Information;
load rodial, Runway 18R, TDZ clevation, 2870,

R 117", MAF VORTAC COW.......cnnaaan R 00°, MAFVORTAC ... .......... 12-milo ARC MAF, R 011°, 460
1200100 DMEB ALC. . eneselimaiiiamannisnnin MAF VORTAC (NOPT)_ ... RI8I%. .. N nseed s gy 1 3000

Procedure turn E side of ers, 001° Outbnd, 181° Inbnd, 4600° within 10 miles of MAF VORTAC,

FAF, MAFVORTAC, Final approach crs, lBl’ Distance FAF to MAP, 34 miles,

Minlmum altitude over MAF V ORTAC

MSA: 0007~ 180° 4300, 1807-300"

Day axo NGrr MisiMuss
A B C D
Cond,
MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
1 310 3180 1 a0 3180 | 310 J180 1 310
Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
1 450 B0 > 1 450 B 14 40 o 2 550
T 2-e0g- o¢ less—Standard, T over 2 eng.—Standard.

City, Midiand; State, Tex.; Alrport name, Midland-Odessa quoml Alr Terminal; Rlov hdluy. NAI»‘ Procodure No, VOR Runway 16R, Amdt, 16; Eff, date,
Aug, 09; Sup, Amdt. omDm& .

Torminal routes Missed approach
Minimum MAP: u miles after passing ARG VOR-
From— To- Via uzmu TAC o

Laoft-turn climb to 2000° on R 015° within
20 miles.

Procedure turn 3 side of crs, 230° Outbnd, 059° Inbn®, 2000° within 10 miles of ARG VOR,

FAV, ARG VORTAQ. Final ors, 050°. Distance FAF to MAP, LS miles,
Minimum dlllmlo over ABQ v RTA(, 10007,
MBA: —1800"; 2N .

# When cvm(ml 2008 DOt -ﬂoctlvo. the following limitations apply o:mﬁx operators with approved weathor reporting service: (1) Uso Joneshoro, Ark., FS8 altimoter

Mlm& () Clreling MDA Increased 188, (3) Alternato minimums not author
izht landing minimures suthorized runways 17/35 only.

DAY axp Nuanr Mviwous

i A B C D
: MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA VIS
O o0 1 s 740 1 463 40 14 %5 NA
R R peo xhnm S A ¢ Standard, # T 2eng. or less—Standard, T over 2-ong.—Standard,

Clty, Walnut Ridge; State, Ark.; Alrport name, Walnut Ridge Municlpal; Rlev., 275°; Facllity, AR G; Procedurs No, VOR-1, Amdt. & B, date, 21 Aug. 60; S8up. Amdt, No,
VOR Kunway 4, Amdt. 4; Dated, 20 June 68
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPnoicH Proceounse—Tyre VOR/DME
fe. Blovations and altitudes are in feet MSL, ex HAT, HAA, and RA. Cellings are In feel above alrport elovats
o hunidrods of fest KV R, ¥ e

courses and radlals sro

, excopt visibilities which ure in statute miles oc b

s i condueted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the %WW procedare
ut procedute for such wzm«i by the Administrator. Initial spprooch um shall corresporn|

th«!(auurou(oowﬂlonlnkhcwllmhrnmofum forth bel

Missed approach

Minlmum MAP: 5.5mle DME Fix MAF VOR-
From— To— Via n!:’u”u)l- TAC.
1

4900 Climb to 4600 on R 335°, within 15 m Ues of
VORTAC.

Terminol routes

R 178° , MAFVORTAC........caaan 17-mile ARC MAF, R 182*

lead rodial.
R 174", MAF VORTAC 17-milo ARC MAF, R 1687 4600 Bum:mnﬁe Information:
lead radial, et way ML, TDZ ution, 2548°.
I

R 301°, MA¥ VORTAC CCW
R 047°, MAF VORTAC CW

MAF VORTAC
17-mile DME Fix, R 175°

Procedure turn E side of ors, 175° Othnd, 3565° Inbad, 4600° within 10 miles of Odle DME Fix,

Final approach e, A
Minimum altitude over Odle 10-mtle DME Fix, 400°; over 5.5mils DME Fix, 3180,
MEA: 000°-180°—4300"; 150°-360°—5100",
DAY AND Nionr MiNiuuss

B
MDA Vis

MDA

1 332 f1%0
Vis HAA MDA
14 & 3420

T over 2-eng.—Btandand.

2 3180 1
HAA MDA vis
40 3320 1

ereeeemnseeeesees Standard, T 2-eng. or Jess—Standard,

City, Midland; State, Tex.; Alrport nama, Midland-Odessa Bu)onnl Alr Terminal; Elev., 2570'; Facility, MAF; Procodure No. VOR/DME Runway 3L, Amdt, 3; Ef. dat
21 Aug. 06; Sup, Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 13 June 68
Missod approach

Terminal routes

Vis

Minkmum
altitudes MAP: 20-mile DME Fix.
=+ (feot)

From— To-

R 061°, ARG VORTAC (NOPT).... I4mils Arc ARG, R 041* 2000 Climb to 2000' on ARG VORTAC, R 57
radial. within 20 miles,

R 018°, ARG VORTAC CW
R H0*, ARG VORTAC CCW R 081°, ARG VORTAC (NOPT).... 14&mile Arc ARG, R 061"
lead radlal. S50

14mlle DME Fix, R 081° ARG VORTAC.... 6-mile DME Fix (NOPT)

!morduro tum N lklo ol e, 051” Outbnd, 231° Inbnd, 2000° within 10 miles of 6-mile DME (Koan Int).

Mlnlmum llutuda o'm' 6mﬂo DME (Kmn Tnt), 15007,
Jimitations apply sxcept for mxoﬂ with approved woather reporting service: (1) Use Jonesboro, Ark., FS3 altime

.dunl (’:) Cireling and stralght-in 185", (3) Alternate min um: not authord
*Night landing minimums sathorized Runwuys 17/35 only.
DAY AXD Niont Mixouses

B

HAT HAT

s
HAA
L)
T over 2eng.~Standard,

S 40 1
HAA MDA vis
=5 740 1
T 2eng, or less—Standard.

City, Walnut Ridge; State, Ark.; Alrport name, Walnut Ridge Municlpal; Elev,, 276" Facllity, ARG; Procadure No. VOR/DME Runway 22, Amdt., I;
Sap. t. No. Orig.; Dated, 20 June &8

B, date, 21 Aug. ®
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10. By amending § 97.25 of Subpart C to establishd localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional aid (LDA) procedures
as follows:
STANDARD INSTRUMENT Arrroacn Prooxpune—Trre LOC

Hearings, beadings, courses and radisls are fo. Elovations and sltitudes are In feet MBL, excopt HAT, UAA nnd IU\ Cellings uro in foot above alrport elevation.
Distances sre in nay cal tniles unless otherwise | leatod, excopt visibillifes which are in statute miles or hundreds of fest RY
1f an Lrstr t approach p dure of the nboro '1s conducted at the bolow named alrport, it shall be in accordance wl!h the followlng instrument roach pcoendu.ra
unless an h 1s ted In aront procedurs for ‘m authorized by the Administrator. Injttal approsch minimum altitudes shall corrospos
with 1haso established for en route operation In u» particular area or a3 set forth
Terminal routes Missed approach
- Minimum
From— To— Via ull::ui)m MAF: 4.0 miles after pesting FAR NDB,
(foet
FAR \'ua'r.\( «Direct. - \ 2500 Cllmb to 230" on 8 crs of 1LS within 10
FA LOM, . Direct. R B SR 2500 muu-mumw\'l)li
R 1%, l-‘ RVO « ceeeers 22mile Are. AT 320 hu}»!ﬂamenW)' c!muu: fnformation,
Ra’, .\B VORTAC CW. < RAR RO s reeeeierees Bmile Are, R 340° 200 L Runway 17,
sond radinl, A LOM Runway 35 named lluﬂnlo
R, FARVORTAC CCW. . RO, FARYORTAC, . e dunmss PRSI AN S o es v re i rbbh b ves 3000 llunway 17, TDZ vlovation, 508°,
Ho', FAR VORTAC CCW. - R 358" PARVORTAC oiniany SOINO ATO. - oo rnnanenanns 2500
Zmic DME Fix, B 38" FAR om‘ .FAR LoC. ... - 10" ers, 3 milies. 2500
D.R. position I-AR ) 1o o By SIS ST SR . FARNDSB & W LOOC a0
Z-mile Are FARNDE (NOPT ) 220
Peart Int._. . . FAR NDB Direct. 2[00
Glyndon Int. . FAR NDB . Direct. 26500
Ohafles It . ... insisnmnes Y S 7R ) AR s 100 S Direct...... 2600 <
Procedure turn W side of ors, 351° Outbnd, 171* Inbnd, 2500° within 10 miles of FAR NDB.
FAV, VAR NDB. Final ap hcn. 171, Distance YAFlnMAI' 4.0 miles.
Minimum altitude over FA N
MAAL (45" 135°—2700"; 185 —-W m’-als'—un' 315" 045" —4 100,
Nors: Inoperative «uupomu! tablo does nok apply to REIL Runway 17,
DAY AND NianT Misinums
Coad A B C D
ond, —
MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vVis HAT MDA Vis HAT
(o MBS 120 Y ) 1220 N 32 1220 N b = 1220 1 b v
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis TAA MDA Vis HAA
C... Cor s dssnbairpetns 1350 1 450 1330 1 450 135 14 450 1450 2 500
e s oh s crsssasenssnsens Standard, T Zeng. of les—RVR ', Runway 35; Standard all other T over 2<a0g.—RVR 2, Runwoy 35; Standard all other
runways, TUnways.
Clty, Yergy; Stute, N. Dak.; Alrpoet name, Hector; Elov,, 0007; Facllity, I-FAR; l;omwlnn No. LOC (BC) Runway 17, Amdt. 3; Efl. date, 21 Aag. 6%; Sup. Amdt. No. %
Datod, 10 Sept
Terminal routes MEssed approach
Mintmum
From— To— Vis M::tm}u MAF: 4.9 miles ahtor passing LA LOM.
ot

LA¥ VORTAOQ
Rossville Int_

MO0 Cllmbing right turn to 2400”7 direct (0 LA
LOM.

{‘h)urrllnz 00 bup lementary charting Information:
v "l "olnt lut X 7 2400 towar 2.5 milles ESE of alrport,
- v an ome2 210 ower 1 mile of alrport,
lage Int. . nnxw‘ d LOC ern 4.2 2 ‘1t fla NE
miles m' tower 2 miles N of airport,

754" tower 1.3 miles 8 of atrpart,
Runway 10, TDZ clevation, 600,

Procedure turn 8 mdo ol crs, 278" Outbnd, 068* Inbind, M00° within 10 miles of LA LOM.

:’u’ LA LOM. ¥ thl)hlmml’Al’qul'wmlﬂ
L:m'uum uuludo cm't A LOM, 21007
A O48°-136°— 25007 185°-205%—20); 225°-815°—T0007; 315°-D45*— 2100

(4
- olF R departure procedures: Runway 10, eastbound, elimb to 1500 on heading 140°; Runway § dopartures eastbound, elimb to 1800 on runway beading boloce proceeding
DAY AND Niouy MiNiauss

A B C D

=t Pee: MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
i TSRO B et . ™ 1 3% ) 1 e ) 1 e 0 1 L
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA VIs HAA MDA Vis HAA
S i . s 1 515 1150 1 75 1180 134 578 1240 2 035
A s PR Standard, T Z-eng, or less— Runway 5, 300-1; Standard all other rus- T over 2eng.~Runway 5, 300-1; Standard all other run-
ways.% ways. %

¢
y, Latayotte; Biate, Ind.; Atrport name, Purdue University; Elov., 805; Facllity, I-LAF; Procedurs No. LOC Runway 10, Amdt, Orig.; BT, date, 21 Aug. 6
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12676 RULES AND REGULATIONS

rll}' By amending § 97.256 of Subpart C to amend localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional ald (LDA) procedures
as [o0lows: -

STANDARD INSTRUMENT Arrsoacs Procmpyss—~Tyrs LOC

Bearlngs, headings, courses and radials are magnetio, Elevations and altitudes sre In feet MBL, t HAT, HAA, and RA. Cellings are In feet above alrport clovaticn
Distanoes are In nautical miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibliities whioh are in stutute miles or hundreds of feet RVR,

If an Inatrument appronoh procedure of the above & 2 conducted st the belaw named alrport, it shall be In sccordance with the following fratrument approsch procednse
wunless an approach s conducted In accordancs with a different procodure for such nt:m‘oﬂ authocized by the Administrator. Initinl spproach minimum altitudes shall carrespond
with those establishod for en route operation in the particular aron or as sof focth w.

Torminal rottes Missed approach

Minimunr 3
From~—- To— Via -Il:::dm MAY: 4.7 miles after pasalng Trout Int
~ (foot)
T (S S SR Pr ey v - 1 5 -1 4 ¢ (1) b POTCSSSCRCRSREESIGUS ) Ty | NSRRI S 1500 Cllmb to 300" on E em of LAX L5 ©
Limas LOM (LA). X ey RS ST ORI g 00 Downey FM,
LAXVOR ...... Trout Int__ .. A0 Supplementary ehnrting informastion:
Westlake Int__.. . cou.e.. ceranneeeeeeees Sehoonar Int 3000 Chart DME distance st MAFP (1.8mie

DME).
Runway L7, TDZ elevation, 125°, Runwy
TR, TDZ clovation, 134",

Procoditre turn 8 side of e, M5° Outbnd, 068° Inbnd, 2000 within 10 miles of Trout Int,
FAF, Trout Int. Final approsch e, 065°,. Distance FAF (o MAF, 4.7 miles.
Miyimum sititude over Trout Int,, 150/,
o I:gm: (;24“ R/PAR. (2) DME i located at Runway 25 glide alope site. (3) DME should not be used to determine alreeaft position over runway threshiold, or mnwoy
chdown nt,
IF R departure procedures: Northhoand (256° OW through 060%). Pablished STD's must be ased or be radar vectared.
fRunways 6R, 7L/R, RVR 57; Runway %L, RV R & Runways 28L/R, RVR 4"
##Runways 61, 71L/R, %L, BL/R, RVR 2,
DAY AND NI1GHT MINIMUMA

A B c D
e MDA VI8 HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIs  HAT MDA VIS AT
BV e syt oo b M. — CRORE 4 U W RYR @ 38 @  RVR 40 & @  RVR ® 2
R o0  HVR B %4 0 RVE ® 519 t0  RVR 50 516 60 RVR & 0%
MDA VIS  HMAA MDA VIS  HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS LA
O mmesrevass soryrrr st rerred 0 1 L)t} 0 1 B A0 134 (8] £s0 2 1]
T 2-eng. of less— Runway 826, Standard. %¢ T over 2eng.—Runway &2, Standard. 76

City, Los Angeles; Stato, Calif; Afrport name, Los Angeles International; Elev., 125" Foellity, I-LAX; Procedare No. LOC (BC) Runway 71, Amdt. % Eit. date, 21 Auz. 07,
Sap. Asdt, No, 1; Dated, 0 Fely, 00

Terminnl routes Missed approach

Minimum
From— To~ Via -l:}md)ta MAP: 4.7 milns aftor passiog Trout Int
o6t

1300 Climb to 3000° onn XK ey of LAX 115 W
2000  Downoy FM.
2000 Supplementary eharting Information: Han
3000 way TR, TDZ clevation, 124,

Runway 71, TDZ elevatlon, 125

Procedury turm 8 side of ors, 45° Outhnd, 005° Inbad, 2000° within 10 mies of Trout Tnt.

FAF, Trout Int. Final approsch o, 068°, Distance FAE fo MAP, 4.7 miles,

Minlmorm altitude over Trout Int, 15007, . o

Nores: (1) ABR/PAR. (2) DME 18 loested st Runway 25 glkde slope site, (3) DME should not be used to determine alroraft position over ranways tlhirenhold, oc ranway
touchdown point,

IFR departure procedures: Northbound (250° CW throagh 000), Published SID's must be used or be radar vectared.

#Runways 6R, 7L/R, RV R %0'; Runway ML, RVR 40, Runways 25L/R, RVE M,

#Runways 012, 7L/R, 2L, 2BL/R, RV R W%

DAY AXD Niony Mixmeums

A B & D e
Cond. - ~ - =i
MDA VI8 HAT MDA vis HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT
00 RYR 4 &% o RVE & 3% w0 RYR # 0 500 RVR W &9
0 RVR 50 515 640 RVR %0 &5 040 RVE o0 815 880 RVR &0 &
MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vi3 HAA MDA VIS HAA
080 1 514 640 1 814 40 14 e 080 2 L
Standard. T 2-eng. or less— Runway 82, Standard 564 T over 2eng.—Ranway §/20, Standard 50

R

ot Ang, 8
iy, 1 - State, Oalll: Alrport name, Los Angeles Intornational; Elev,, 126" Faellity, I-LAX; Procedare No. LOC (BC) Ranway 7R, Amdt. % Bil. date, 21 AuF.
SRR RAg e fre Sl . Sup. Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 6 Feb, 69 : !
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12677

STANDARD INSTRUMENT ArrnoicH Proceovre—Tryre LOC-—Continued

Torminal routes Missed approach
S Minimmm
From— To- Via lll‘lllh;rs MAP:; 5.6 miles after passing Ootans Int.
(feet
R V_) - I ey T R T RS 4000 CHmb L 4600 on MAF ILS W ers withia 20
rit’l,u'uRTA.f: Direc AR 4600 miles, of whea directod by ATC, turn Jeft,
Ny Pass Int.. - i et R o e b e 400 climb 10 4000' oo MAF VOK R 190" with.
Joknson Int.. = t e BN cies i o i il v L ] o 20 miles,
DI T R e s e Octane INt INOPT). .....cvvvnervannn IRt L S S Pk e S 4000 Supplementary  charting  Informstiou.
RUTMAF YORTAC CWee e nne MAF LOC (BC) (NOPTY)...vvnn w;nu!o AE;I“AP R 000 Ruonway 28, TDZ clovation, 2883,
poed rnctial,
Procedurs turn N sida of ers, 108* Outbad, 253* Inbind, 4600° within 10 miles of Octans Int.
FAF, Octane Int, Final approsch ors, 283°. Distance FAF 1o MAP, 3.6 milea,
Mintmom aititude over Oclans Tut, $000°,
DAY AxD NG Moviuuses
A B C D
Cond —
e MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
BN eVttt SR N o7 3160 L7} 307 300 N 7 3o 1 n
MDA Vi3 HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
O... vrsoseredesedsme By 1 50 s | B 450 RN 134 450 H2 2 850
$ ] oy versesssasss Standard, T 2eng. or lese—Standard. T over 2ong.—Standard,

City, Midland; State, Tex.; Alrport nune, Midland-Odessa Regional Alr Terminal; Elew,, 2570 Facllity, I-MAF; Procedure No, LOC (BC) Runway 25, Amdt, 5; Eil, date,
21 Aug. 00; Sap. Amdt. No, 4; Dated, 2 Aug. 65

12. By . amending § 87.27 of Subpart C to establish nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF)
procedures as follows:

STanpvaro InsTneMEst Arrsoacn Procwpuns—Tyre NDB (ADF)

Bearings, headings, courses and rodials are magnetio. Elevations and altitudes are In feot MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Celllngs are in feet above alrport elovatioa,
Distances are in nautical miles utibess otherwise indivatod, exeept visibilities which are In statute miles or hundrods of feet RVR.

_ Man stranient spproach procedure of the above ¢ aw Is conductod at the below numed airport, 1t shall be in aecordance with the following instrament appeosch peocoduro,
undess an approach s conducted in aecorduncs with a ditferent procedurs far sueh ll':!::l authorized by the Administrator, Initial appwoach minimum altitudes ahall corrospond
With these established for po route operation in the particular area or us set forth 1 5

Termuinal routoes Mizsed approach
Minhunm
From— To— Via altitudes MAP:
(feet)
Oorbatn 1ok, .y oo mairis st brp s sihos Berlin NDB...... 5300 Chwb on 192" bosring from BML NDB for
Whitefiold NDB.. TR R Boriin NDB. 6000 1 minute, then right-climbing twm to

M, direct to BML NDB, Chmb to
B0 in the holding pattemn,
Su‘ppl-—m«n(nry charting  Information:

lold N of BML NDB, 102° Inbad, 1
minate, lelt turns,

Procedure turn B side af crs, 012* Outbud, 192° Inbnd, 4400 within 10 miles of BML NDB,
Final approach ors, 102°,
3!,“"" 000" 000" —B20'; 000 180* 37007 ; 18027077400 ; 270" - 360" 30,
n".\-{n.*_;‘m Uno Montpelior, Vt,, altimetoer setting. (2) Approsch from n holding pattern not antharized, procedure turn required, (1) TFR departure: Cross BML NDB st
';"’:' 193" boaring for 1 mimute, then right-climbing turn to 4400 direct to BML NDHK, Climb in holding poattern to MSA on alrway MEA.
Himnm communications altitude, Beston ARTCC or Augusia FSS, 50007,

DAY AXD NiGur Mixtuums

Cond A B C D

MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA Vi3

e 2200 a 2002 323 3 002 3220 3 e NA
Ao vessnessnses NOLBUthorizod. T 2-eng. or leas—1000-134 miles. T over 2ong.—1000-13§ miles,

O My 3
¥, Berlln; State, N.H.; Alrport name, Berlin Municipal; Eley., 1158; l"ndlltly. BML; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 185, Arodt. 8 EfT. date, 21 Aug. 00; Sup, Amdt,
No. NDB (ADF)-1, Amds, & Dated, 28 Jan. 67
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT AFIROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE NDB (ADF)—Continued

Terminal routes Missod approach

MAF: 6 miles after passing EV LOM

annje Int Climbing Jeft turn to 220" on 180" to KV
F\’V VORTAC. . = > B X VORTAC, R 080" and proceed to KV
Princeton Int S s VORTAC, or when dlmmi by \I(
Calro Int.oo ... ... R rigm-cllmhlnz turn 10 2200’ on 425° and
Holland Int. ... R K oy o prooond to Princeton Int.
Booneville Int EV LOM_ | .« Direct_. Gu plemeon charting information:
ANFURA Do s s assanaae o e BV O ONO R L) oo css sdedaanbivnn water tan! I.‘lmlla\\'o(uir;m
Wuw 1000" from Runway 21 Uiresbold
and S1 NW of ranway centoriine,
14717 tower, 7.5 miles E.
Runwny 21, TDZ elevation, 418,

Procodure turn W side of ers, (85* Outhnd, 215" Inbnd, 2200° wit! m" 10 miles of EV LOM,
FAF, EV LOM. Final waach ers, m Distance FAF to MAP, 6 miles.
Mintmom altitudo ov«
MBA: 090*-270°—25007; 270" "mo'

DAY AND NnT MINIMUws

B o D

vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS

50 N e 50 X a2 RN 1
MDA MDA VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis
%0 ! w0 1 “e w0 134 o s0 2

R S S S etennsanessaan ARERON . T 2-eng. of less—Runways 9, 27, 300-1; Standard all others, T gver 2-eng.~ Runways 9, 27, 300-1; Standard all others

City, Evansville; Btate, Ind.; Alrport name, Dress Memorinl; Elov., 418°; Fadlltybml‘;rmdm No. NDB (ADF) Runwsy 21, Amdt. 5; Eff. date, 21 Aug. 0%; Sup. A
Feb

Terminal rottes Missed approach

MAP: 4.0 miles after passing FAR NDB

. Climb to 2300 on 171" bearing from NI
within 10 miles; return to NDB
Buy montary obarting informatior
0|M°n Int. - REIL Runway 17.
Cbaflee Int s<eseseres : X FA LOM Runway 35 named Buffulo
Runway 17, TDZ elovation, 5"

Procedure turn W &lde of ers, 351* Outbnd, 171* Inbad, 2500 within 10 miles of FAR NDB.
FAF, FAR NDB. Final ap) hm 171", Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miks.

Minlmum altitude over FA 3y, 2200/
MBA: (45°-135°~—2700"; 138*- —W; Z25-315°—42007; $15°-045" 41007,
DAY AXD NiGuy MINIMUMA

B C
vis

A
vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA

382 12%0 1 382 1250 1 a5 1

HAA vis HAA MDA VI8 HAA VIS
] 13%0 1 &0 1380 14 50 3 w0

T 2008, or Jess—RV R 24/, Runway 35; Standard all other T over 2-eng.—RV R 2¢/, Runway 3% Standard all e

runways. FUNWAys
.

HAA

. N. Dak.; Alrport name, ector; Elev,, 900°; Facility, FA%&%EPI‘J%NDB (ADYF) Runway 17, Amdt. 4; Efl. date, 21 Auvg. o; Sup: Amdt No. X

City, Furgo; State,
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12679

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT ArrroicH Proczouse—TYre NDB (ADF)—Continued

Terminal routes Missed spproach
Minlmum
From— To— Vis nll;::nks MAP: 41 milx:c after passing FA LOM.
(feet)

FAR VORTAD et s semsessesses T O M e e 2300 Climb to 2500° on 351° b from LOM
FAR NDH... FA LOM 2 2300 within 10 miles; return to LOM. When
Pearl Int...... foInt. .. ... 200 directed by ATC, make left-climhing
RieInt...... FA L()N (NOFT). 2300 tum to BV on R 285%; return to VO R-
FAR \'l)l{’l‘A i Int 2300 TAC,

TARIE K08 e et e o o S s B YA LOM (NOPT) 2300 Fum\lcmm'nrv d‘nnlng Information:

FA LOM named Buffalo
Tower 1137°, 43°53°317 04800,
Runway 35, TDZ elevation, 807,

Procedure turn E side of crw, 171° Outbnd, 351° Inbnd, 2300° within 10 miles of FA LOM. .
FAF, FA LOM, Final spproach ers. 351°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.1 milea.

Minfmum altitade over FA LOH

MEA: 045°- 135" —3000"; 135°~ —-W  225*- 315" —32007; J18°-048"—2000",

DAY AND Nionr Mixawuss

-3 A B o D
Oeade MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS HAT
453 1380 RVR 40 43 1380 RVR 40 «3 1380 RYR %0 "3
HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
480 1380 1 450 1380 14 4= e 2 560
T 2eng. or less—RV R 24, Runway 35; Stapdard all other T over Zong.—RVR 24, Runway 35 Standard al) other
runways. runways.

City, Fargo; State, N. Dak.; Alrport name, Heetor; Elov., 900%; Facllity, FA; I‘rooo‘d?ur N(;.’.\‘DB (ADF) Runway 35, Amdt. 19; EfI. date, 21 Aug, 0; Sup. Amdt. No., 1
Dnated, ug.

Ternfmal routes Missed approach
Minfmum
From— To— Via ﬂ?r.':xd)- MAP: FSK NDB,

BUM YORTAC..

anll"' D L LT T T PO

2300 Clmblog right turn lo 2500 within 10
2500  miles; roturn whif“l: N DB,
200 entary o g inform.

fupglen g

[ h o Intomt
centerling axtonded 3100° wuxruholl

Procedure turn W side of ors, 340" Outhnd, 100° Inbnd, 250" within 10 miles of FSK NDB.

Final spproach crs, 100",

MEAL (00"-350°—26007,

reds J\ """M; :)\ l‘ ?o (;:z;nu(a Kiuns., altimoter setting exoept operntors with spproved weather roporting servico, (2) Operators with spproved weather roporting service may
ot 4 by

*Standard alternate mintmuma suthorized for operators with approved weather reporting service,

DAY AxD Niaur Miximuss

Cond. . - 2 o
g | MDA V18 HAT MDA Vi3 HAT MDA VI8 HAT VI8
o R i - 1000 1 o4 1000 1 634 1600 1 (2" NA
MDA Vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA
C... e 1000 L 54 1600 1 634 1600 1% ™ NA
e TN Yo e Not authorized.* T 2eng. or less—Standard, T over 2-eng.—Standard,

Clty, Fort Scott; State, Kans,; Alrport name, Municipal; Elev., 0167 Faellity, FSK; Procsdure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 17, Amdt, Orlg.: EA1, date, 21 Aug. 69
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12680 RULES AND REGULATIONS

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT Arproacu Procupure-—Tyrz NDB (ADF)—Continoed

Terminal routes Missed approach
Mintmum
From— To— Via llt::eugu MAP: 3.5 miles nfter passing FFY NDB
(
Dridgeport Int ... AR L UG T L . FFYNDB.. 2500 Climbing right turn to 300, return w
Girata Int FFYNDB_._ .. . 2500 FP‘Y NDB and hold,
Georgetown Int GNP GAE . FFY NDB(NOI - 1900 Mementary charting information

"ol NE, 1 minute, right turns, 242° Inind,
Chart 1103° rdio ftower 38°11'08" N
BTE245" W,
Runway M, TDZ elevetion, 78/

Procedure turn N side of ers, 02* Outbad, 42° Inbnd, 2600” within 10 miles of FFY NDB,
FAF, FFY NDB. Pinal spprosch cre 44%. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.8 miles.

Minimum altitade over ¥ NDB, 1900,

MEA: 000°000"—2400"; (60*~180"— W 180527026007 ; 270°-300" 25007,

Nores: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use Lexington sltlmeter setting.

DAY AND NiGiT MiNimuss

A B C D
Cond. - —
MDA vis HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA Vis HAT VIS
e ccriserrrrssissciascssonn 1450 | 04 1480 1 M 1450 1M [ NA
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA .
Ky o o e Shond vea 1450 i 651 Hs 1 651 1480 14 sl NA
B e oris penann g te S0 S¥ YRS Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—300-1, Runway & Standard Runway 4. T over 2eng.—300-1 Runway 6; Standard Runway N

City, Frankfort; State, Ky.; Alrport name, Capital City; Elev,, 79'; Facllity, FFY; Procedure No, NDB (ADF) Raonway 24, Amdt. Orig.; EMI. date, 21 Aug, 00

Torminal routes Missed approach
Mintmuam
From-— To— Via altitudes MAP: OSX NDB,
(feet)
GRW VYORTAC. ..... R R s S LA s OBENDBD, seriveresumereyvrrtemiy 1), o RRITTTIITC I T RIS ™ 2000 Climbing loft turn to 2000, direet to 05X
P ATV (R RS (R SR RS b s O D D R s e e et e s S’y DR e e b i A e 2000 NDB and bold,

pplementary charting lnformation®
NW, right turns, I minute, 13

Inbud.
Procedure turn 8 :Me o( crs, 308" Outbnd, 125* Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of OSX NDB.
)‘iuﬂ » proach crs, 1
To°-—mo‘. PI0°-300° 1800
\orl.r (1) Night minimuzs not suthorizad. (2) Use Greetnwood FSS altimeter sotting.
DAY AND NIGRT MIiMuUMs
A B C D
Cond. ———
MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
RS e o s nn adds Canpniiesrr il 1100+ ! 1 1100 1 e 11m 1 o 1100 1 =
MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
¢ SanSER RS N W vereees 1100 1 & 1100 1 (] 1w 14 [} 100 2 21
B rasieiar hah Aty s 4P sose Not suthorized. T 2-«¢ng. or hess—Standard. T over 2-¢ng.—Standard.

City, Kcsclunko; State, Miss; Alrport name, Koscluako-Attala County; Eley., 479 Facility, O8X; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 4, Amdt. Orlg.; B, date, 21 Aug. @
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

12681

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT Arrnoaco ProcxouRe—TrYre NDB (ADF)—Continued

Terminal routes Missed spproach
a Minirmmm
From— To— Via altitudes MAFP: OBX NDB.
(feet)
GRW VORTAC o8% NDB e ﬁ Cl'l\ml;tgur m'hummwwwosx
Jamie JOR < 2 0s s rsins s a s s s ned i vensdes e . L. 2 2 My
Zama In Lo he b
Y S8E,1m nute. left turns, N7* lnbnd

Procedure tarn W lldo of crw, 137° Outbnd, 317* Inbnd, 2000° within 10 miles of OSX NDB,

Final nmlmch cry, 3.

MSA: 000%-270%—1 m‘ 270°-380°— 1500

NotEs: (1) Night minfmnms not autharized. (2) Use Groenwood FSS altimeter setting,

DAY AXD Nioar Mixicuss
A B C D
Cond.
MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
oy TR Rl 2 i e 1320 1 541 1320 14 841 1320 14 121 10 13 841
MDA VI8 HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA

RO 5 i TN 1320 1 s41 1320 1% 541 1320 14 841 1320 2 841
| VIR o0 L i ey o O Not suthorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.~Standard.

City, Kosclusko; Btate, Miss.; Afrport name, Koselusko-Attala County; Elov,, 470 Facllity, 08X; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) R

unway 32, Amdt, Orlg.; Ef. date, 21 Aug. 00

Terminal routes Missed appronch
Minimum
From— To— Via u‘l'i‘:ew)la MAP: 49 miles after passing LA LOM,
X -

LAY VORTAC 2400 Climbing right turn to 2400’ direct to LA
Rosvills Int, . 2400  LOM,
Boller Int.. .. 2400 Swhnwnmry charting Information:
Weat Polnt Int. . LA LOM.. 2400 tower 2.8 miles ESE of alrport.,
Vidlage Int . LA LOM (NO¥ 2100 877° tower 1 mile NE of alrport,

U33' tower 2 miles N of airport,
704’ tower 1.3 miles 8 of alrport.
Runway 10, TDZ elovation, 600,

Procedure turn 8 sido of erl. 278* Outbnd, 068° Inbnd, 2400° within 10 miles of LA LOM.
FAY, LA LOM, Final & f:n,m Distance FAF to MAF, 4.9 miles,
Ai 407~ 135" =2300°; 135°~225°

Mln:num altitude over LA LOM, 3
—n)o : 225°-315°~-2300"; 315°-0A5"—2100",

DAY AND NGHT MINIMUMS

:“ B doparture procedures: Runway 10, eastbound, climb to 180 ot heading 140% Runway 5 departures eastbound, citmb to 1500 on runway heading bofore procceding

Cond A 2 2 o
=8 MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS HAT
B AR U o 5 1089 1 450 1080 1 40 1080 1 450 1080 1 50
MDA VIS IAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA
L AR s 1150 1 8 1180 1 58 1180 134 7% 1240 2 035
e SRR L Standard

runways. Ways,

T Zeng. o l‘;_;m-nunvuy 8, 300-1; Standard all other T over 2-‘;:\. ~Runway 5, 300-1; Standard all other run-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 148—TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1969

%y, Latsyvtte; Stats, Ind.; Alrport name, Pardue University; Bley,, 808’; Facllity, LA; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 10, Amdt, Orlg,; BfL dute, 21 Aug. &0




12682 RULES AND REGULATIONS
STANDARD INSTRUMEST ArPRoscH Procxouns—Tres NDB (ADF)—Continued
Terminal routes Missed spprooch
Minimum K
From— To— Via altitudes MAP:MFINDB.
(leet)

Chit Ink. .. oerereees 3000 Cllsb to 2800° on (E3* bearfng from NDB

Junction Clty Int... 3000 within 10 miles; roturn to NDH,
Su;:plcmeulury dmrl toformation
Fioal » tercepts rusway

centeri 3“00’ lrom threshold,

137 stack e N of
Runway 5, DZ clovation, 1261,

Procedure tum E side of ers, 213* Outbad, 083° Inbnd, 2500° within 10 miles of MFI NDB.

Final roach crs, 033%,

MSA: LU L U W—W—W L0 -300"— 2000,

Notx: Uso Watsan alfimetor solting.

% IF R doparture procedures: Afrcraft departing Runwaya 5 and 24 4, eltmb to 1900” on runway heading before turning northbound.

DAY AND Niour Mixiwoss
A B C D
Cond.
MDA vis HAT MDA VIg HAT MDA vVis HAT MDA VIS HAT
| SO SSCE RIS 17850 1 e 1780 1 519 1780 1 519 170 1159 59
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA

e 1580 1 L) 1he0 ! “n 140 e () 1940 2 6
b i e o = Not authorized. T 2-ong. or less—~Etandard % T over 2eng.~Standard 5%
City, Marahfield; State, Wis.; Alrport name, Marsifield Municipal; Eley., 1261; Facllity, MFI; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Ranway 5, Amdt, 2; EfL. date, 21 Aug. @ Sup

% Pt No. 1; Dutad, 20 blay 67

Torminal routes Minsed approach
Minlmum
From— To— Via altitudes MAP:MFINDB,
(feet)
OhIB IN, ..o iosasmmmansovess sssssssssmmsave MFINDB 2000 Climb to 2500" an 142 hﬂ\mu:1 from NDB
Junction CIY Int. e resnicnasan MFINDB 3000  within 10 miles; returmn to NDB
= Buppk-mmury charting informatioo

h ers intercepts .r-x Wy

Procedare turn W side of ors, 322° Outbad, 142* Inbnd, 2800 within 10 miles of MFINDB,

Final approach crs, 142°,
MBA: 000" —36007; O0*-270"—2000"; 270°- 300" 290
Norgs: (1) Use Waasau slttmeter n(ung oI ve table does not apply to REIL Runway 18,
% IFR procedures: Alreraft departing Runways 4 and 34, olimb 1o 1000 on runway heading before turning northbound.
DAy AXD Nionr MINIMUMS
A B (&) D
Cond, ——
MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
80 1800 1 e 1560 1 w0 1860 M &
HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA
4 1800 1 900 190 134 (] 1940 2 o
T 2-eng. or Jesa—Standard. % T over 2eng.~Standard. %

City, Marshflold; State, Wis.; Alrport name, Manhfield Municipal; Elev,, 1261;Facllity, MFY; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runwsy 16, Amdt, Orig; B, dote, 21 A ®
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12683

BYANDARD INSTROMEST APrFRoAcH PPROCEDURE—TYrE NDB (ADF)—Continued

Terminal routes Missod approsch
i .\Iullmum
From— To~ Via altitudes  MAT: ULM NDB,
(feet)
Courtland Inb.. .. coiieinovasian . ULM NDB.... St ive DIRok ue 2000 Clinb to 300" on 120" bearing from NDB

within 10 miles; return to NDB.
Supplementary charting information:
Final approoch crs Intercopts runway
conterline 220/ from throshold
139 Lower, $4%18"25" g 280,
Runway 13, T DZ elevation, 1004".

Procodure turn E side of ers, 300° Outbind, 120° Inbud, 200" within 10 miles of ULM NDB.
l . il npproach ors, 120°,
Az 000°-000°—2400"; 000°-180"—3200"; 180"-270"—2700"; 270°-300"—2000°,
Novk: Use Redwood Falls altimeter potting.
l AUTION: TURF Runways 4722 unlighted.
SIF 1\ departare procodare: Takeoffs Runway 13, make {mmediate right-climbing tum to 1900" on 220° bearing from ULM N DB before turning E. Restriction due to 1300°
lower 1.2 miles 8K,
DAY axp Niour Movinoss

L B C D
b MDA VIS HAT MDA Vis  HAT vis VB
&1 1 1 oo 170 1 0 NA NA
MDA VI8 HAA MDA Vis HAA
C aedAnha 1520 1 s18 1520 1M 515 NA NA
A disiisiiseseas Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—400-1, Runway 13; Standard all other T over Zeng —400-1, Runway 13; Standard all other
ruuwnys,‘,'{, unways. %

City, New Ulm; State, Mian.: Alrpml namo, New Ulm Munfolpal; Blev., 1008 Facility, ULM; Procedure No, NDB (ADF) Runway 13, Amdt. Orlg.; Bil. date, 21 Aog. 99

Terminal routes Missod approach
Minimum
From - To- Vin altitudes MAP: OUN NDB.
{feot)

OKC VORTAC, ooee e eeoernnnnns . OUN NDB____.
Washington Ing, ... oo . 00" OUN NDB._..... .
Shawnee Int NS OUN NDB.........

200 Clmbjog left turn to 20000 direct OUN
00 NDB and hold,
00 Bupplementary oharting information:
Hold 8 of OUN NDB on beuring 20000
Inbod, Jeft tarns, 1 minute,
Runway 3, TD% elevation, 1176",

"rocedire turn W side o!rnl, 20° Outbnd, 020° Inbind, 2000" within 10 miles of OUN NDB.
Al apgronch ers, 020°,

Ititude aver OUN NDB, 1700,

2500 225%-315"%~ ‘W F156°-045" 3500,

Norea: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Use Wil Rogers altimeter sotting.

DAY AND NiGaT Misinums

Cond. a s C—‘ — 8
MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT Vis
B 1700 1 524 1700 1 54 1700 1 824 NA
MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
RN L 1700 1 519 1700 1 519 1700 1% 510 NA
. veressssvennensases NOL oUthorized, T Z-eng. or less—Standard, T over 2-eng.—Standard,

C : x =
ity, Norman; 8tate, Okin,; Alrport name, Max Westhelmer; Elov., 1181% Faellity, OUN; Procodure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 3, Amdt. Orlg.; EX. date, 21 Aug 00
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

Cirlmes Int
DEM VORTAC.
Linden Int_.

FOD VORTAC..

STANDARD INsTnUMENT Aprroaci ProcepunE—Trre NDB (ADF)—Continued
Terminal routes Missed approach
Minimum
To— VIA wltitades MAP: PRO NDB,
(feet)

PRO NI B eocs seiarssimmdassins IR s ccnsss sars oot 200 Climb zomw within 10 miles; reter 1o
. PRONDB. Sitiais 20 PRO NDB,

. PRO NDB 00 Qupplunrmnry oharting Information
PRO NDB 2800 Final spprouch ors Intercepts ru:

nemorl no extended 1640" from thre

Final n(\prom‘h ers, 1
MEA ;000" 000" 200"

-180"-

Procechure turn W side of e, 140° Outbnd, 320" Inhad, 2000° within 10 miles of PRO NDDI,
005 1800

— 2700 200°-380"— 28007,

Nores: (1) IK.ul.xr vectaring. () Use Des Mofres, lown, altimeter !l‘lllﬂl

DAY AXD Npowr Miviuums

Z A B C D
o, MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT Vis
&5 1550 1 66 158 1 8 1560 1 55 NA
MDA VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vs HAA
ko oo o & el 1580 1 8w 1550 1 o 1680 1% o NA
B Lo s Es Er oSN . Not suthorized. T 2eng. or less—Stundard, T over 2-eng.—Etandard.

City, Perry; State, lown; Afrport nane, Municipnl; Elev,, 104° Fucllity, PRO; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 31, Amdt. Orig.; Efl, date, 21 Aug, 199

Turminal routes

Mimed approach

From-—

Via

Mintmum
altitudes MAD: SPW NDB.
(feet)

Martie Int BFW NDB..... 3000 Climb to 3000 ot 008" hearing from NDI
Everly Int....... . BPW NDB_. 3000  within 10 miles; return to NDH
Procodiire tum E side of oy, 153° Outbind, 063" Inbnd, 3000° within 10 miles of SPW NbB,
Final approach ery, 003°,
MSA: 180 -270"—2500"; 270° - 18— BN,
Notes: (1) Use Sioux Falls aitimeter setting excopt for operators with approved weather reporting service. (2) Operntors with spproved westher roporting servion way e Juce
oll MDA ‘s by 3/,
CAvTION: Runways 17/38 and 4222 unlighted
*Standard niternate minimuoms for operators with appeoved weather reporting service,
DAY Axp Nionr MixiMums
A B C D
Cand, —
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA vis
C... e 2100 1 706 2% 1M =5 2300 134 10es NA
P S e eyt g B S s Not autborized.* T Seng or Jess—400-3, Runways 4 and 1); Standard all T over 2eng.—400-1, Runways 4 and 11; Boandard -
others. othern.
ndt. No

City, Epencer; Etate, lown; Afrport name, Spencer Municlpal] Elev,,

13355 I"N:lllty BPW; Procedluro No.
ADF 1, Amdt. D:lod 4 Dec, 65

NDB (ADF)-1, Amdt,

2 Bfl. date, 21 Aug. 00; Bap, Ar
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12685

13. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to amend nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) proce-

dures as follows:
STANDARD INSTAUMENT APPROACH Proceoure—Tyre NDB (ADP)
Renrings, head! cotirses and radinls nre Elevations and altitodes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Cellings are In feet above alrpart elovation.
Distanees are in nautical miles unless otherwise Indleated, except vistbilities which aro In statute miles or hundreds of foct RVR.

11 an instrument approach
nnless an approach s conduc

covdure of the above lf
In necardance with ad

1t shadl be in accordance with the following instrament approash ;roeodxm:i

Is conducted at the below named atrport
Jb)‘ the Administrator, Initlal approach minimam sltitudes shall correspon

erent procedure for such mrmm suthoriee
W,

w 11 those esiablished for ¢m route operation in the particular urea or s set forth be!

Terminal routes Mised appronch

= —= Minimuam
¥rom— To— Via altitudes MAP: 3.5 miles from BT LOM,
(feot )
LOM. ... Direct A 10 Climb to 2000° right turn direct BTRVOR,
LOM...... Direct 100 Supplementary oharting information:
LOM 11y RGO TR, S 1600 TDZ elovation, 07
Frocodure tum 8 side of orx, 307* Outind, 127° Inbnd, 160" within 10 mies of BT LOM.
FAY, BT LOM. Final ap hoers, 1275, Distance FAF to MAP, 35 milks.
Mintroum altitudo ever BT LOM, 13007,
MEAL 190720002500 ) 92071307 —1600",
DAY AXD N1GuT MiNmtous
A B C D
Cond, - >, X
MDA VI8 HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA VIs HAT
g b SRESBER 5 S T S Lo 1 4Q 460 1 403 Wk 1 493 50 1 “a
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VI3 HAA
C : 500 1 400 500 1 X 00 859 90 o« 2 50
s e T s Standard, T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2eng. —Standard.

Cley, Baton Rouge; State, La.; Alrport name, Rynn; Elev., 70 Facllity BT; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 13, Amdt 15; EY, dats,

21 Aug. 1909; Sup, Amdt. No,
14! Dated, 10 July 00 » 2

Terminal routes Missed appronel

Mintmum —MAI‘. 0.3 milea alter Ing Romeo l.(-).\;-
From— To-~ Via altitudes (08), v
(foet)
Lo Angnles VOB oooanane i s Rowmeo LOM (08). Direct., - - 3200 Climb to 2000 an ers, 25" within 15 milles of
!’i- y [In! L . Downey NDB | SN ), REIIROREEEE B000 Romeo LOM (08},
~‘H VOR. ceee DOWDOY NDE e e DR ey S 3000 . Supplementary chartiog information:
Downey NDB. |, - Romev LOM (O8) (NOPTY. ... o,y AR RN 2200 Runway ML, TDZ elovation, 1207,

Procedurs turn B side of ers, 070% Outbnd, 25° Inbd, 2500" within 10 miles of Romeo LOM

FAF, Romeo LOM
Minteam
MS5A: (45~ 1357 ~4800";
Nores: (1) ASR/PAR. ()

IV R depurture procedares: Northibound (2507 CW through

fRunways 6K, TL/R, RV R 80: Ranwn

(08).

(08). Floal approsch ors, 285°. Distatico FAF to MAYP, 6.3 miles,

altitude over Romeo LOM (05), 227,

1352255 20007; 225°-315" ~48007; 315704301007,

Inoparative component table not applicable to HIRL or SALS Runwisy ML.

): Published STD's must be usod or be mdar voetored.
21!.. RY R ; Runways 281/R, RVR 20

#HRunways 6R, TL/R, AL, BL/R, RVR A

DAY axp Nwur Mixoeoss

Cand. A = g 2
L » MDA Vis HAT MDA V18 HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT
B, ooy ™ RVR% @0 720 RVR ® ) 7 RVR® 00 70 RYR® 00
MDA VIS HAA MDA Vi HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA Vi HAA
e 720 1 ) 0 1 P 720 1% e 20 2 04
A T over 2eng.~Runways 824, Standard 504

censvenarr Standard.

T 2-eng. or less.—Runwnays §/26, Standard 94

City, Los Angoles; Blate, Callf.; Afrport namne, Los Angeles International; Elev,, 126% Facllity, OB;

No. 148—pt. 1—p

Procedurs No. NDB(ADF) Runway ML, Amdt. 2; EM, date, 21 Aug. 00
Bap. Amdt. No, §; Dated, 3 Apr. 60 2 i - by
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LAX VOR -
Downey FMUNDB
SLIVOR

Procodure turn S alde of ers

Lix
135

AMintmum sltitude ove
MSA: DS 1355480
NOTE: ASR/PAR

, 073° Outband,
FAF, Lima LOM {LA). Final spproach crs

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Syasnann IXsTauMEXT Averoacn Prooesung—Tyre NDB (ADF)—Continued

Terminal routes

To-

Lima LOM (LA)
. Lima LOM (LA) (NOPT)
Downey FM/NDR

- Direet. . .
Direct . .
Direct

253° Lobawd, 2000" within 10 miles of Lima LOM (LA)
MSE, Divtansce FAF to MAY, 54 miles

an LOM (1 LU

= LU S | B O 1

A543 oy

Mintmum
altitudes
(feet)

000
2000
0

C1F R departure procedures: Northbound (350" CW through 000). Published S1DS must bo gsed or be radar veelored

fRunways 6R, TL/R, RVR

M Runways 6R, TL/R, ML,

S L/R.....

e 4
B s inniiveas ve et ot

Clty, Los Angeles; State, Oallf,;

From—

MAF¥ VORTACQ..

Goldxmith Tnt
Peawoll Tot. ..
Mustanyg Int
Pipeiine Int

. Runway ML, BV R 40" Runways 250/R, RVR
R, RVR 4

DAy AxnD Nigur MixiMoMs

A 1
HAT

MDA VIS MIA VIS HAT MDA

oo RVR 40 ) 0 RYR &0 00 o0

MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA

o 1 ) o0 | 82 (220

Standard T Zenyg. o less— Runways 89, Standand 54
Y

Afrport nnme, Los Angobes Intecnational;
o; Bup. Amdt. No, 20; Dated, 6 Feb, (0

Terminal routes

To

MA LOM - Direct
ven Direet
. Direct
wer Direet
« Direct

. MA LOM (NOPT
MALOM. . ... ...
MA LOM. .

MA LOM..

Procedure turn 8 side of era, 253° Outbnd, 100° Inbnd. 4600° within 10 mdles of MA LOM

FAF, MA LOM. Final app
Minimum aititude ovor MA
MSA; 000" -150"—4400"; 1807

Cond

wch crx, 103°, Distanee FAF to MAY, 6.1 miles
M :

1 05100

DAY AND Niowe MIN MU Ms

MDA HAT MDA

378
HAA
L

3M0
MDA
330

3240

MDA MDA

320 XZ0

Sundard, T 2ong. or less—Standard.

O

Vis

RVRE
Vis 1
1y

T over 2-png.—¥

Mintmum
wltitedes
(fent)

AL

4000
500
Lo
M

HAT

Missed npproach

MAP: Ronways 255 and 25K: 5.4 v
aftor passing Lima LOM

Oliral 10 20007 o1 ors 2487 within 18 miles

Lima LOM
Supplementary charting information
Runways 28L/R, T'DZ elevation, 100
Final approach ors 350" right of Runw

251, conteciine and 330" Jft of Runwa

Z5R contorling at 3000

MDA VIS

o0 o0 RVH 2

AA MDA Vis

5 o) 2

tanways 220 Standurd S

Elov., 12 Facllity, LA; Procodare No, NDB (ADF) Ruaway 253L/R, Amdt, 30; EfT, date, 2

Missed approach

MAP: 0.1 miles after poassing MA 1

Climb Lo 4000° on bearlng of 104% wit!
miles,

Bupplementary charting information

T D7 olevation, 267"

MDA
240
MDA
)

T over 2-cog. ~Standard,

2

Z570"; Foellity, MA; Proosdure No. NDB (ADF) Ranwsy 10, Amdt. 3 BT date,

City, Midinnd; Btate, Tex.; Afrport name, Midlsod-Odeasa Roglonal Alr Torminal, Blov
; Dated, 13 Juno 68

21 Aug. %; Sup, Amdt, No.
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12687

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPRoscH Procenure—Tyre NDEB (ADF)—Continued

Terminal routes Missod appeoach
N Mintorem
Fromt— To— Via d(l(ﬂud)n MAP: 54 miles after passing OR LOM.
ot
O R VO R R e e e h o mals (13 700 X R SR St o DR 2000 Climbing left turn to 2000° oo ORLR 45*
within 15 miles; or when, directed

20
Supplementary charting loformation:
TDZ slavation, 100°,

Procedare turn 8 side of ere, M7* Outbnd, 007* Inbhnd, 2000/ within 10 miles of O R LOM.
FAY, OR LOM., Final appronch crs, 067%, Distance FAF to MAYP, 5.4 miles.

gy 307238 I S28%-3185— 000" 1A= 0a— 2900 .
i v DAY %D Nany Moauvus
3 A A B [ D
iy MDA VIS HAT MDA vi§ HAT MDA vis HAT MDA VIS HAT
| % A i) N 20| %0 N w 00 3y ol 00 1 wi
MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VI HAA MDA VIS HAA
( g = 70 1 w57 ) : o&7 700 136 57 o) 2 e
A P Standan). T 2-eng. or kss—Standand. T over 2-eng, ~Standurd.,

Orando; State, Fla.; Alrport name, Herndon; Elev,, 113°; Facllity, ORR; l’mdm;' No.NDB (ADF) Ruoway 7, Amdt, 4; EfL, date, 21 Aug. @; Sup. Amdt, No. 3; Dated
13 Mar. &5

14. By amending § 97.29 of Subpart C to establish instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:
STANDAUD INSTUUMENT ArrRoacn Proczouns—Tyer ILS
Hearings, headings, courses and radials nre msgnetie. Elovations snd altitades are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, ond RA. Ceilltgs are In feot above alrport elevation.

Dlstances sre (n oaatieal miles npless otheewlse (ndicated, except visibilithes which are [n statute miles or hundreds of feot RV R,
Han instrunent approach procedisre of the above type is conducted nt the below named alrport, 1t shall bo o aeoardance with the following fnstrument ?mmnc.‘\ procedure
tzees an approach: is conducted (n necordance with a differeaitl procedure for such alrport agthorized by the Administrator, Initial sppeoach minboum altitudes stindl nrmspom.‘

with those established for o route operation In the particular area or as set forth below,

Turminal roates Missed apgwoach
Minimum MAF: ILS DI, 618", LOC, 6 miles after
From~— To—~ Via altitodes passing EV LOM.
fewt)
EV LOM. . == e P )y e i o i 2200 Clipthing left turn to 2200 on 180" to BYV
N COnETIA N UM L . Direct | o 2200 VORTAC R 080" and proceed to EVV
EV LOM. .. .. X £ . Dlrect_ ye 0 VORTAC, or whea directed by ATC
EVLOM..... : A . Direct.... 200 right-climbing turn to 2200° on 325° t\m‘
Buekakin Int g I SAM, R 112°, 2200 procved to Princeton Int,
TRV BT T R TR eeeeew Direct.. 2 Supplementiury charting information:
‘-,‘1" L., PR S R SINTRTRY T T SRR S RNy » | N PR 2200 639 water tank, 1.0 niles W of alrport.
R3S EVV VORTAC CW ... EVV LOC " 3 areeaea 2mile Are EVY, R 048 léad Z20 SV trees 1000° Irom Runway 21 threshold
’ o radinl, and SI5°NW of runway ocenterline,
RO, EVW VORTAC cOow ... - BYV LOO, . . . . $-mile Are EVVY, R 000" lead 200 7L tower, 7.5 miles K.

- s Back crs unusable,
i EV LOM (NOPT) 2200 Runway 2, ‘TDZ elevation, 418,
SEAA EV LOM (NOPT) -
"»“' “edure tarn W slde of ers, 005" Outtind, 215" Inbnd, 2200 within 10 mies of BY LOM,
FAl LOM. Final approsth crs, 2158%. Distsnce FAF (0 MAP, 6 miles.
i | lide slope tisteresption nltitude, 22007, Glide slope altitide at OM, 2200°; over MM, 8187,
L once By rusiway thresbold at OM, 6 miles; at MM, 0.5 mile,
MENL (02800 V00— 2000,
DAY AND Nijaiy MiNisoss
A B C n
Cond e - ittt e < — -
pH vis HAT D vis HAT DH vis HAT DH vis HAT
il s % 200 o1y 5 200 a8 7 a0 a8 w 200
Lo« MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vi3 AT MDA vVis HAT
=3 WO, 840 % e 840 % @2 K40 %4 o] 840 5 23
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis IIAA MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA
{
ISR =0 i 2 w0 1 e 20 134 we ] 2 a2
A &
. Standard. T 2e0g. or ks Runways 9, 27, 300-1; Standard all others. T over 2-cung.~—~Runways 9, 27, 300-1; Standard all others,
( 0y ¥ v 4 - R L I, ] N =
% Evasvilly; State, Tnd.; Alrport name, Driss Memorial; Elev,, 415 Pacllity, I-EVV; Procedure No. ILS Runway 21, Amdt. 13; Eff. date, 21 Aug. 09; Sup. Amdt, No. 12

Dated, 24 Feb, 63
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12688 RULES AND REGULATIONS

BTANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPR ILS-—Contlnued

Terminal rontes Missod approach
¢ Minimum MAP: ILS DH, 1007"; LOO 4.1 miles after
From— To— Via "}}2‘2’," passing FA LOM.

2300 Climb to 2500" on N ers of FAR ILS withla

FAR VORTAC

FARNDB 2300 10 miles; return to FA LOM. Whea
Pearl Int. 2800  directed by ATO, make laft-climbing
Rice Int_ 2300 turn to 2900 on FAR VORTAC, R

2300  285; return to VORTAC,

FAR VORTY
LealloInt. ....... 2300 Supplementary charting information:
F M Runway 35 nuwmed BufTalo,

Runway 35, TDZ elevation, 897",

Proocodure turn E side of ers, 171° Outbnd, 351° Inbnd, 2300" within 10 miles of FA LOM.

FAF, FA LOM, Final approsch a51%. Distanice FAF to MAP, 4.1 miles,

Mintmum glide slope loterception altitude, 2107, Glide slo}no altitads at OM, 2062°; at MM, 1108,
Distance to runway threshold st OM, 4,1 miles; at MM, 0.6 mile.

MEA: O45"-185% 3000 ; 135%-225° 23007 ; 225°-315°~3200°; 315°-045" 00,

DAY AND Niaur Mixoiuses

A B o D

o Dil Vis HAT DIt V18 HAT DH VIS HAT DH Vis HAT
T ——— .. 107  RVRN 200 W07 RVRN  2m 107 RVRM 200 1007 RVR2% 20
LOC: MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VI8 HAT
898 ... "0 RVRM 1900  RVRHN 368 1200 RVRHM 963 12 RVR& 33
MDA vis TAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA
O e 1380 i &0 130 1 50 1380 134 50 1400 2 0
A S . Standard. T Zong. or les—RV R 20", Runway 35; Standard all other T over 2-eng.~RVR 24. Runway 335; Standard all ofber
nways TUnways.

Clty, Fargo; State, N. Dak.; Alrport name, Hector; Eloy., 000°; Facllity, I-FAR; ’l’roo«hmv No. [L3 Ronway 35, AmdL. 20; Ef. date, 21 Aug. 0; Sup. Amdt. No. 19; Dated,
2 Aug. @

15, By amending § 87.29 of Subpart C to amend instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:
STANDARD INSTRUMENT Avrnoscn Proczpung—Tyre ILS

Boarings, hondings, courses and radials are magnetie. Blevations and altitndes are In feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Cellings are In foot above airport elevailon
Distances are in nautioal miles unless otharwise indieated, oxcopt visibilities which are In statute miles or hundreds of feot RV R,
1fan nstrument tppg)nch rocedure of tho sbove lm\e 15 conducted at the below numed airport, it shall be In sccordance with the following inatrument &pmuh pmml'.m‘
T ucus o u:fmm.“m

unless an spproach iy co: In soccordance with a different procedure for such dr;;g:'l authorized by the Administrator, Initial approach altitudes shall corresporns
with those established for en route operation in the particular ares or os set forth below,
Terminal routes Missod approach
o Mintmum MAP: ILS DH, $70; LOC 6,3 mils afler
From — To«~ Via altitudes possing Romeo LOM/Tnt
(foet)

LAX VOR « Romeo LOM/Int ... oo : cechansheneh 3500 Initinte Hnmediste climb on Joeallrer o
SLI VOR.. el ’ Commeres Int. ... e R 3000 to 20U; turm right, contluue cllmb 19
Royal Int. .. A B S LN H AR U Commerco Int. ... _.... ISR 3500 4000° via 205" heacting and LAX H &9
Commeroe Int .. . e iiaaaas ieoe Romeo LOM/Int (NOPT) . .. 2 1o Topangs Int,

Supplemantary charting tnfortatfon:
Runway 2L, TDZ clevation, 147,

Procedure turn 8 side of ors, 008° Outbod, M5° Intnd, 2500° withio 10 miles of Romeo LOM/Int,

FAF, Romso LOM/Int, Final approsch crs, 245%, Distanco FAF to MAP, 6.9 milea.

Mintmam altitude over Romeo LOM/Tut, 2200°; over Arbor Int, 0207,

Minimum glide stope Interception altitude, **2300°, Glide slope sltituds at OM, 2196° at MM, 3177,

Distance to runway threshold at OM, 6.3 miles; at MM, 0.5 mile,

MSA: 085°-135% 4500 ; 135°-225°~200)'; 225" -315°—4800"; J15"-045"--0100", 1

Nozgs: (1) ASR/PAR. (2 Compononts inoperative table doos not apply to HIRL's or SALS Runway 24L. (3) Durlng simultancous approaches (LAX Runway 4L "‘
HIR Runway 25), aireraft must be adar veetorod to FAF (Romeo LOM/Int.), (4) Bock ces unusable, (5) DME shoald not be used to determine alroralt position over MM,
runway threshold, or ranway touchdown point,

2L F R departure procedures: Noethbound (256° CW through 000%). Published SID's must be used or be radar vectored.

#Runways 6R, 7L/R, RV R 80 Runway 245, RV R 40% Runways 25L/R, KVR 0

#Runways 61, 7L/, 4L, 25L/R, RVE 24",

*+2200" when suthorized by ATC,
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DH

o
MDA

&m
MDA

(2 1)

LOC/DME Minlomms:

450

Standord.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APFROACH DPROCEDURE—Tyre ILS—Continued
DAY AxD NiGur MIXiMuMs

RVR &0
Vis
RVR 0
Vs

RVR @

12689

B
Vis

DI
RVR w0
VIS

Kol 20

HAT
L]

HAA

oM

MDA
RVt @
yis

X
MDA
o 3
480 RVR %

Yo 300

T 2ong. or lesa—Runways 820, Standard %4

5 H:‘l’f D ll—— vis

450

o
MDA

LAy
MDA

40

C

D

RVR &
vis
RVR #0
vis
14

RVR %0

DH vis

o
MDA
0
MDA
050 .

HAT

RVR @
vis
RVR 0
vis

200
HAT
wa
HAA
s
360

420 RVR =

T over Z-eng.—Runways 8720, Standard Sa##

ty, Lot Argeies; State, Calif.; Alrport nanme, Los Augelos Internstional; Elov., 120 *; Facllity, [-088; Procodure No. 1LS Runway ML, Amde. & B, date, 21 Aug. 89 Sup.

From -

Awmdt, No. % Dated, 3 Ape. 00

Terminnl routes

Direct

Minimgm
altitudes
(foct)

Missod spproach

MAP: ILS D, 30; LOC 54 mikes aftor
passing Lima LOM/Int,

Initiste tmumedinste ciimb on localizer crs

Downoy FNI/Int. .. .
Downay FM/Int.
¥ J : - GO AL, e clanaans
y Tt Lima LOM/Int (NOPT)
‘R Contury Int o

to 500, turn left, continue climb to 3000
via 22° heading and LAX R 199 to
Kingflsh Tat,

Supplementary chiarting luformnation

Chart Downey NBD although not tsed
In procedure,

Runway 25L/R, TDZ elevation, 100/

. Direet. ...

. Direct
Direct
Direct

Procedure tiem 8 side of o, 068" Onthnd, 245% Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles of Contury Int.
FAF, Lima LOM/Tot. Final approach ers, 245%. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.4 miles.
Minkmum altitude over Century Int, 3500°; over Lirns LOM/Int, 10007; over Whelan Int, 6207,
Mintmum glide stopo lnterception altitude, *3300°, Glide slope altitude st OM, 1884°; at MM, 324/,
Distanos to runway threshold at OM, 5.4 miles; at MM, 0.5 mfle,
ME AL 045°- 1355 800" ; 105°- 225" 2000 k’:&”iﬂh‘«{@ll)’; 5085010,
Nores: (1) ASR/PAR. (2) DME should not be used to determine alreraft position over MM, runway threshiold, or roway touehdown polat,
% leparture procedures: Northbound (250° CW through 0007) Published SID's must be used or be radar vectored,
e nathorized by ATC.
aye OR, 7L/R, RVR 3'; Runway ML, RVR 40; Runwoys 25L/R, RVR 24",
vays OR, TL/R, ML, 2L/R, RVRE M
DAY axp NiGaur Mixivuss

A B
HAT DH Vis

D

BT

Cand

=] HAT

DH VIS DI

300
0

MDA

ox
640

MDA
40

RVR 24
BRVR W

Vis

RVR M
RVR 3

Yis
I

200
540

HAT

520
540

HAA
s

RVR M
REVR 0

vis

RVE M
RVR 50

vis

200
0

HAT

50
40

HAA

300
640

MDA

620
G40

MDA

5l4 40 1

300
40

MDA

620
40

MDA

040

RVRE M
RVR 00

Vis

RVR N
RVR 5

Vis
14

RVR M
RVR 60

Vis

RVR w0
RVR @

Vis

LOC/DME Mintmums
MDA VIS

460 RVR M
o0 RVR W0

Standard

Vis MDA Vis

RVR 24 300 400 RVR 40
RVR %0 040 080 RVR w0

T over 2-eng.—Runways §/20, Standard. 5o

MDA Vis

RVR 4
RVR 50

HAT HAT

360 460 Joo
Mo 640 540

T 2eng. or less—Runways 820, Standard 9%

300
580

City, Los Angeles; Btate, Calif.; Alrport name, Los Angeles International; Elev,, 1205 Facility, I-LAX; Procodure No. ILS Runway 255, Amdt, 3¢; Ef. date, 21 Aug. 00
Sup. Amdt, No, 33; Doted, 3 Apr. 60
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT Arracaci I'eocsours —Tyree ILS—Continoed

Terminal routes Missed approach

Mintmum MAP: ILS DH, 3007 LOC 5.4 mjiles ufter
To— nl!‘llmlm passing Lima LOM/Int.
(leot)

Passett Int Downwy FM/Int QOO RRORPAT 1| 7 SOTY I S ORI 3500 Initiste Immediste climb on looallzor crs

SLIVOR........ cee Downey FM/Int. ..o ovonne. .« Direct. ) 1o 6007, turm left, continue elimb to

Century Int.. .. ov\n ceeneve Lima LOM/Int (NOPT) =X e S . 10 vis 2" Beading and LAX R 192

Downey FM/Int....... : 3 Century Int__ e £ a = A5 Kingfials Int,

LAXYOR. ....... b - Century Int_, A PR B iy 200 Bupplementary oharting information:
Chart Downey NDB nithough not wsed

procedure.
Runway 20R/L TDZ clevation, 1007,

Proeedure turn 8 skide of ors, 005* Outlmd, M5* Inlmd, 3500° witlsin 10 miles of Century Int,

FAF, Lims LOM/Iat. Final approach ors, 245°, 1 istance FAF to MA P, 54 miles,

Minimum aititude over Century Int, 835007°; over Lims LOM/Int, 100¢°; over Lake Int, 020,

Minimum glide slope interception altitude, *300, Glide slope sititnde at OM, 15807 at MM, 324",

Distanes to ranway threshold at OM, 54 milesi ot MM, 0.5 mile.

MBA: A5 155 480075 1A5%- 225"~ 2600, '.:.'::'--llh'—(hﬂlf; SIS -5 0100,

Nores: (1) ASR/PAR. (2) DME should not bo used to determine aireralt position over MM, runway threshold, or runway tonchdown pofut.
%IP R-departure procedures: Northbound (250" CW through 060%), Poblished SLD's must be usd or be radar vectored,
S 10607 when authorized by ATC.

#Runways 6R, 7L/R, RVR &': Runwney %L, RV R 4'; Runways 20L/R, RVR 24",

#Runways 68, 7L/R, ML, 28L/R, RV R 2(,

DAY AND NiGier Misiuoss

A B
Vis DH vis HAT Vis HAT

RVR 2 3 o0 RVR 200 300 RVR M am

RVYR W 40 RVR 540 40 RVR & RVR ®0
MDA VIS MDA vis MDA Vis Vis
a0 RVR (=Y RVR ¢ 620 RVR M &0 v RVR &
40 RVE 40 RVE &40 RVR » 540 ~ RVH &
MDA Vis Vis VIS MDA Vis
o 1 1 oo 1% (£ 2

LOC/DME minimums:

MDA VIS MDA Vis MDA VIS HAT Vis
400 RVR M 400 RYR N 450 RVR M o RVYR @
o0 RVRE » A0 RVR &0 540 040 RVE & o G0 RVR ©

Standard. T 2oug, or las—Hunways £20, Standard . Soé T over 2-eng.— Runways 826, Standnrd 0ad

o

City, Los Angeles; Btate, Calil; Alrpart name, Los Angeles International; Elev., 120 Faellity, I-LAX; Procedure No. ILS Runway 28R, Awmdt, 11; EfT date, 91 Aug
Bup. Amdt. No. 10; Dated, 3 Apr. 00

Terminal routes M Inu-.l_nopmw-h

Minimum MAP ILS DH, #70; LOC 6.3 mils alter
altitodes passing Romeo LO M/Int,

Ranway 4L : “ApA Lonll A s e Sy e e s S S SEES S04 ST os bapniinsTheh Initiate Immediate climb on loc
to 500 wurn right, condinoe ©
000 vin 205" heading and LAX B
to Topaoya Int, SRy

Bupplementary charting tnformation: Hos

way ML, TDZ olevation, 130, i 4
- TLA DH 30, LOC 5,4 milos ail
passing Lima LOM/Tnt,

Tnitiate Immediste citmb on Jocalirer 03
to 3007, turm Jeft, continue ciimb ."
vin 220" heading and LAX R 199 W
Kingfish Int. Sl

Bupplementary charting information: Rus-

way 2L, TDZ elgvation, 1007,

Runway 235,

Runway 24L:

Procedure turn not authorized, Approach ers (profile) starts st Romeo LOM/Int,
FAY, Romeo LOM/Int, Final approach crs, #M58%, Distance FAY to MAF, 0.3 milea.
Minttum altitude over Romao LOM/AInL,, 20007°; over Arbor Int,, 08,

Mintmum giide slope tnterception altitude, 25007, Glide slope altitude ot OM, 2100°; at MM, 317,
Distance to runway threshold st OM, 6.5 miles; at MM, 0.5 mile,

Runway 281:

Procediim tun not suthorized, Apperosch ers (profile) starts at Century Int,

FAF, Lima LOM/Int. Final spproach ors, 248%, Distance FAF to MAP, 5.4 milles,

Minimum altituds over Century Int, 3500; over Lima LOM/Int, 1000; gvee Wholan Int, aNy.
Minimum glide stope Interception altitude, 25007, Glide slope altitude at OM, 18507, at MM, 33/,
Distanoe to runway threshold nt OM, 5.4 miles; at MM, 0.5 mlle,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 34, NO. 148—TUESDAY, AUGUST 5,




ADF and localizer recelvers are operating simaltaneously. (4)
notifiestion of Los Angeles spproach control i mandatory, (5) When sdyised thst paraliel operations are In

wr Runway 251 or Runway ML, (6) Components inoperative table does not apply to HIRL or SA
mnvay thmho!d or ranway tonchdown point.
res Northbound (20° CW thro
.L/R ll\r B!A"‘ Runwi

n over M)

# Runways SR

RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD ISSTRUMENT APFROACH PROCEDDAR-—TYrs ILS—Continued
Norex: (1) ASR/PAR. (2) Radar required. (3) Uss of thlwmluw is mandatory when conducting a paraliel ILS approsch and is suthorized only when alrborne 7SMC or
L

# Runways R, TL/R, 2L, Z5L/R, RV

ML
10C;
E-ML

City, Lea Angeles; State, Calif.:

From—

ll\i VORTAC
ipeding Int

AC.
l\l- \nnr\r‘

H 3 JMAFVORTAC COW

241. RV R '; Runw
A
Dil VIE  HAT
Runway ML:
370 RVR 40 2
MDA Vis HAT
w0 RV R 50 =)
LOC/DME Minlmuros:
=0 RVR % ¥
Bunway 25L:
DH Vis HAT
b L) RVE M kLY
MDA Vis HAT
ax RVE XN 53
LOC/DME Minhmums:
400 RKVR M J60
Standand. T 2ong. or

R 065" and MAF [LS from

any

wys BL/R, RVR
DAY AND NGy MisiMuss

B
(D)1 R = HAT
370 RV R & 250
MDA VI8 HAT
ox BRVK W W
-0 RVRE ™ i
DH Vis HAT
W0 RVR 2 ax
MDA Vis HAT
6 RVt ™ 520
00 RVR 24 300
less—~ Runwayn X%,

Standard. [5#

Alrport name, Los \I\L‘th" Tuternational: Eley.,

O

DH

Rl
MDA

0

"0

DH

MDA
(=])

460

!-m.il‘l; Runway ML, 1-O88; Runway XL,

rogress, the
Runway 4

T vver 2ot

b 000%), Published RII) A must bo ased or be radar voctored,

¢
VIS HAT DH
RV R w0 &80 ¥o
Vis HAT MDA
RVR w0 500 a0
RVYR % 350 >
Vis HAT 12111
RVR 2 200 300
Vis HAT MDA
RVR ™ 20 620
RVEH M 300 00

wiyz SL7ML, Amdt, 3 Bl date, 21 Aug. 00 Sap, Amdt, No, 2 Dated, 3Al\r 61

Terminal rontes

To

MA LOM,
MA LOM
MA LOM (NOPT)
MA LOM
MA LOM.
MAF ILS (NOPT)

MAF ILS (FC) (N(

MA LOM (NOPT) ..

Diroot
Direct
Direet
Direct
Direct
INK, R 06s°
. Direct .

YT
radial,

Proco 'un- Lum 5 aide of ers, 255° Outbnd, 108° Iubod, 4000° within 10 miles of MA LOM.

FAF,

MA LOM. Final approach ers, 106°. Distatics ¥AF to M AP, 6.1 milea,

12mile Are MAF, R 275" Jead
1

Min m ura glide alopo Intercaption altitade, 4600, Glido slope altitnds st OM, 4533 ut MM, 32",
Distance 1o runway threshold at OM, 6.1 miles: at MM, 0.6 milo

M3A o

Cond,

LO¢

510

0..

A

150" 44007, 150%-2

0580

70" -000* —.-luo‘

A
VIS HAT
34 00
Vis HAT
L s
VIS HAA
1 420

T 2-eng. or

Day Axp Nignr MiNxmaus

B
“pu Vs HAT
3067 14 00
MDA VIS HAT
3180 1% 3
MDA Vis HAA
8w 1 410
less—Standurd.

D

Vi§

RVR w0
Vis
RVR 0

BEVR ®
Vig
RVR M
Vis

RVR %0

BVR 0

Bunways 3/, Standan). s

Mi=sod umnnuth

\IAI‘ 1LS bH 'Ull?’ LocC

12691

required alrborne recelvers in note (8) ure malfunctioning or o paraliel approach is not desired, lmmodlou
tuot will be prepared (o socopt or reject an approach
(7) DME shouald not be used to determine alreraft

AT
HAT
0
0

HAT

HAT
l>.o

o

[-LAX; Procedure No. Parallol 113 Run-

3 \llulmum A1 milles alter
Via altitudes passing MA LOM.
(feet)
L] Climb to 4000' o SE ety ILS within 20
00 miles or, turn right, olimb to 4600° on
0 MAF VORTAC, R 100" within 20 mibles.
= B0 Supplementary churting information
e 0 Runway 10, TDZ elovation, 28677,
AP A0
000
4000
L]
C D
DH Vis HAT DH VIS HAT
37 ¥ 200 2007 M 20
MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT
0o M 33 atko M 33
MDA VI8 HAA MDA VI8 HAA
X0 144 40 o 2 850

T over 2-eng. ~Standard.

City. M1
“Ulu-vl State, Tex.; Afrport name, Midland-Odesss Reglonal Alr Terming); Rlev,, 270; Faellity, I-MAF: Procedure No. ILS Runway 10, Amdt. 5; B,

00; Bup, Amdt, No. 4; Dalcd 2 Aug. 68
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12692 RULES AND REGULATIONS

BTAXDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPR ILS—Continued

Terminal routes Missed approach
Miohoum MAP: DH, 300'; LOC 5.4 miles after pos
From— To— Via altitudes  tng OR LOM!
(feut)
ORIV ORTAC civscres svasspssaps sasassocss et D s L N ety e o e BP ARE ey 2000  Climbing left turn to 200" on ORL R ok
R30F, ORLVORTAC CCW. . sy e . Smils Are, R 200° Jead radial. 2000  within 15 milos; or, when directed by
R 16, ORLVORTAC CW. e rean S A N omile Are, R ZH* lead radial, 2000 ATC, chimb to 265007 on locallzer back

e within 48 miles,
.............. A $R: o s detorpbs ohbbwy i 1000 Su }zlmmomnt)' charting Information
TDZ elovation, 100,

Pl DME ATe. ... cianrnrarrnnnrars veee OR LOM (NOPT)..

Procodure turn 8 sido of crs, 47° Outbnd, 067° Inbind, 2000" within 10 miles of OR LOM.

FAF, OR LOM, Final appronch ers, 067°, Distance FAF to MAT, 6.4 miles,

Mintmum glide siope interception attituds, 10007, Glide slope altitude at OM, J558"; at MM, 32%°,
Distance to runway threshold at OM, &4 miless at MM, 0.6 mile,

MBA : A -155°—2000; 135-225°—15007; 225°-315°~-2000"; 315°-045° — 2100,

Norg: ASR,

*Inerosse vieibility 14 mile for inoporative A LE Runway 7,

DAY AND NGy Misiums

A B C D
Cond. — — ———— e ——— — -
DH Vis HAT DH Vis HAT DI vis HAT DH Yis HAT
= B RO R o R T R anane e % a0 Rl )4 200 3 154 200 30 1o an
LOC: MDA Vis HAT MDA V18 HAT MDA Vig HAT MDA Vis HAT
By R e bbb s EEESES o L3y LIl 000 ~ "1 o0 . Ll 00 ¥ wl
MDA Vig HAA MDA Y18 HAA MDA Vis ITAA MDA vis HAA
e S - 000 1 7 (o] 1 457 ) 171 457 00 2 57
VNS SO SEEEEI YT SRR Standard. T 2-eng. of less—Standurd, T over 2ong~Standard,

Clty, Orlando; Btate, ¥lag Alrport mame, Herndong Elev., 1159 Faellity, 1-ORL: I'rocedure No, 118 Runway 7, Amdt, 7} Ef. date, 21 Aug. @ Sup, Amdl No,
Dated, 18 Muar, 00

16, By amending § 97.31 of Subpart C to establish precision approach radar (PAR) and alrport surveillance radnr (ASR)
procedures as follows:

STANDARD INsTHOMENT Arrsoscn Peocrptne—Tyre Rapan

Bearings, headings, ocotrses 4nd rodlals are mugnetlo, Elevationn und altitudes are {n feet MEL, exoopt HAT, HAA, and RA. Collings aro In foot above alrpart elevation
Distances ore in nautioal mikes unless otherwise indieated, excopt vistbllities which are (o statute miles or hundreds of fost RVR.

11 & radar Instrument approach 15 conductod at the below nited alrport, it shisll be {1 accordance withthe following lustrument peoceduro, unless an approach {4 conducled
In socordancs with s different procodurs suthotized for snch sirpart by the Administrator. Initial sppeoach mindmum nititade(s) shall correspand with those egtabilshed for en
route operntion In the particulsr ares o a8 set forth below. Positive identifoation must be eatabiishad with the radur controller. From {nitial contact with radar to final anthot
1zod Janding minimums, the lustroctions of L radar controdler wv mandatory exceps whon (A) visunl contaet is establishied on Anal npprosch nt or before descent to the suthor:
fred landing mintmumes,; or (D) 6t Pilot’s diseretion If it uppoars desiruble to discontingo the approsch. Except when the radar conteoller may direct otherwise prior to Gnal
sppiconch, n mizwed approoel sholl be execiitad s provided below when (A) commzrient lon on final approuch 1s fost for more than 5 seconds during n precison approach, or 8
moro than 30 seconds during s survedllance npprosel: (B) directod by Padir controllet; (C) visual contaet {a not established upan descent to nuthortzed landing mimnumns &
{D) I landing Is not secomplisbed.

Rl terminal aces tunnenvering sectors s altiiudes (octors nnd Jdistanoos measzred from radar antennn)

From— To— Distanes Altitude Distunce Aliitade Distance Altitnde Distance Altitude Distunce Altltade

Notes

Desconi aitoraft to MDA aftar FAF & miles froos s
port reforence polat.

As extablished Ly Honston ASR minhmum alttinde vectorfng chavts

Missodd npproach: Climbing cight e left turn to 20007 69 15 0F 270° from AAP NDEB withila 10 nilles,

DAY AND Niamy MiNiuiss

A B (o] D
Cond. —_—e ———————— e p——
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vs HAA MDA Vis HAA vis
B i s e K K S ™ i 70 S0 i m TE) 144 ey NA
s N R RS AT Not suthgrized, T 2-eug. oc less—Siandand, T over 2eng.~Standand,

B

City, Houston; Stute, Tex,; Alrport name, Andra Alrpurk; Elev.,, 8, Facility, Hotston Radar; Procedure No, Radar-1, Amdt, Orig.; BIL data, 21 Aug. @9
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 12693

17. By amending § 97.31 of Subpart C to amend precision approach radar (PAR) and alrport survelllance radar (ASR)
procedures as follows:

STANDARD IXSTHUMENT Arrnoscu PROCEDURE-—TYFR RADAR

Tearings, hondings, courses and radlals nre m:fnoue. Elevations and altitudos are In feot MSL, excopt HAT, HAA, and RA, Coellings are In feet above alrpart elevation.
Lt aners are in nautical milos unless otherwise Indicated, excopt visibilitios which aro In statute miles or hondrods of feet RVR.
1{ » radar instrumant approsch is conducted ot the below named airport, It shall be In necordance with the following instrument procedire, unless an appeoach 13 condacted
cecrdancs with s different procedure suthortzed for sueh alrport by the Administrator. Initinl o b snind oo tdllluf'ol,lg shall carrespond with those establishod for on
te operntion 1 the particular ares or ss set forth below. Posttive identifieation must be established with the mdar conteoller. From Initial contact with radar to final authors
3 minimymns, the instructiona of the radir controller are mandatory excopt wiwn (A) visusl contuet 18 establisliod on fioal apprasels ot or bedoro descont to the author-
i wding mintmoms, or (B) at Pliot’s discretion If it appears desirable to discoutinge the approsel. Excopt when tho radas controller may divect otherwise prior to fiuul
sppeosch, n misssd approsch shall be exectited s provided below when (A) corununication on findl approacl: is lost for more than & seconds during o precision approach, or for

mury that 30 seconds during 8 survelllsoce approoeh; (B) directed by radar controller; (©) visual contact s not establishied apon descent to suthorized landing minimums; or
1)) 1f lunding Is not secomplished.

Radar terminal area maneuvering soctors and altitades (sectors and distances mensured from radar antenna)

Notes
From— To— Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude

L. Descondd alreraft after passing FAF.

2, Runway 24L—FAF 63 miles from threshold.
Minimum altitude over 2.mfle Radar Fix, 700,
Runway M4L. TDZ elevation, 120°,

3. Runways 25L/R—=FAF 54 miles from threshold.
Minlmum altitude over 1 9-mile Radar Fix @o'.
Runways 25L/R, T DZ ¢lavation, 100°,

4. Runways TH/L—FAF & milks from tlireshold.
Runway TR, TDZ elevation, 124°. Runway 7L
TDZ elevation, 125,

5. Runwuy OR—~FAF 6 miles from threshold. Run-
way 6R, TDZ elevation, 110/,

SIF R departure procedures: Northbound (280" OW
through 060°) pablished 31D’ must be nsed or be
radar vectored,

*PAR unusable W of ILS MM (DH 324") for alreraft

— below 12500 pounds gross weight,

FRunways 6R, 7L/R, RVR &/ Ruanway 241, RVR

40; Runways 23L/R, RVR 2¢',

# Runways 6R, 7TI/R, 4L, 28L/R, RVR 24,

As extablished by Los Angeles ASR minimtm altitade vectoring charts,

Missed approach:

Runway 4L—Climb on heading 250" to Intercept LAX R 2707 to 2000° within 15 miles,
ways 2L/ R—Clizob to 2000" direct to LAX VO R then via R 245° within 15 miles,
wayd 7 R/L—Climb to 20007 direct to Downey NDH. Alternnte missed appeosch: Climb to 20000 ¥ia LAX R 068" to Firestone Int.
tanway 6R—Climb to 2000” direct to Downes N DB, Alternate missed approach: Climb to 2000° via LAX R 065° to Firestone 1nt,
Nore: Components inoperative table does not apply to HIRL and SAL'S Runway 241,

DAY AXD NiGny MixivuMs

A n o D
Condd, —————— -
DH Vis HAT D vis HAT b Vis HAT DH Vis HAT
.......... v J0 RVR M 200 300 RVR M 200 300 RYR M X0 o RVR M m
R0 A0 RVR 0 o 40 RVR &0 0 a0 RVR W o0 oS0 RVR o0 580
MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
520 RVR & 420 8o RV R 40 420 &0 RVR 4 920 520 RVR %0 420
60 RVR 2 4“0 560 KVR 80 40 &0 RVER 30 4 &0 RVR 50 440
o KV R 40 47 o RVR 40 474 o RVR 40 47 0 RVR 50 47
cvesds o RY R 10 475 N RVE 40 45 L RVR 40 476 000 RVR 50 <5
..... ) RVR 2 450 500 RVR 8 0 560 RVR & 0 560 RVR ®0 450
MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis TIAA
i o0 1 It} oo 1 o 40 1379 4 650 2 12 )
'}- TTTTIISAeesesiiassreatans Standard. T 2-eng. or lea—Ruoways /%, Standard T4 T ovor eng.~Runways 839, Standard. S8
City, Los Angeles: State, Calit: Alr . o i
Angrles; e L Alrport nne, Los Angeles International; Elev., 120'; Foeility, LAX Radar; Procedure No. Hadar-), Amdt. 2; Bi%. dato, 2
= Amdt. No, 2 Dated, 19 June o0 o s ARG
vl Evi_u terminal ares maneuvering sectors and altitudes (sectors and distances messured from radar antenns)
Feom— T

= Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitode Distance Altitude Distunce Altitude —

ng Anal approseh fix,

2, Ranway 2L—~FAF & milos from threshold (LOM).
Minimum sltitude over 3-mile Fix, 140", TDZ
clavation, 807",

3. Runway WR—FAF 5§ miles from threshold.
Minimum sltitude over 3.mile Fix, 1500°, Minimum
;_I'tlllullo over 2mila Fix, 12000, TDZ elevation,

%,
4. Ruuway 3I—FAF 5 miles from threahold (BNA
VORTAC). Minlmum sltitude over 2amile Fix,
12007, TDZ elevntion, 574",
5. Runway 13—FAF § miles from threshold, Ming.
l‘nnms# tude over 3anlls Fix, 1800, TDZ cleva.
HIRL Rutways 2L/20R; VASI Runway 20R.
Nore: MTI must be opersting for survelllance
N . approachies,
i{"‘”‘l Approsch:
vy 2L—~Climb 1o 2600° alrport,
Runwey L on N ers ILS or on ers 01€° from BN NDB/LOM within 15 miles
ek :3 ;‘l)li(—( Hmb to on § crs ILS or on ers 190° to BN NDB/LOM within 15 miles o(ol‘ltvat.
Rutiwyy 13- ¢ DIog right tarn to 3000° on R 33¢° of BNA VORTAC within 16 miles.
~Climb to direet to BNA VORTAC and hold SE on R 153° right turns, 1 minute, 313° Inbad,

As established by Noshiviile ASR mintmum altity
rpe - . 5 AE 1do vectoring charts, Radar will provido 1000” vertical clonranee with- 1. Descend alireraft aft
10 3-mile radius of following towers: 9.5 miles NW 2040; 0 miles W 2049; 0 mllu‘gg‘ 204; 10 milles SSW 14007, iy 2 h

No. 148—py. 1 FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 148—TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1969




12694 RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT AUPEOACH Procepure—TYre Ravan-—Continued
DAY AND Niauy MINIMUMS

A B C D
Cond. -

MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT

oo RVRE M 33 0 RVR M4 33 o) RVR N 3 060 RVR 60 3

(] N L) 9s0 7Y ¥ 950 i Rt w0 1 M

1000 1 420 1000 1 420 1000 1 4% 1000 1 L]

0 1 388 w0 1 35 w0 1 38 ) 1 a8

MDA vVis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VIS HAA

e desd IO AR AR 1040 1 L2H] 1060 1 “ws 1000 134 443 10 4 %4
A Loy cesisnness Btandard, T 2eng, or less— RV R ¢, Runway 2L; Standard all other T over 2ong.~RVR M, Runway 2L; Standard all ot

PUnWAYS. runways,

Olty, Nashville; Btate, Tenn.; Alrport name, Nashville Metropolitan; Elev,, 87"; Fuellit
Amdt, No. I; Dated, 24 C

Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes (soctors and distances measired from radar antonna)

Notes

From— To- Distance Altituds Distance Altitode i)islaylcr Alrmuvh- Distance Altitude Distance Altitude

As ostiblihed by Orlando ASR mintmum altitude vectoring chart dated 3 Dee. 1968, Descend atreraft to MDA after FAF, FAF ?
from threshold all raaways.
Radar control will provide 1000° vectical cloara
within Sanile radius of antonna towers WY |
miles W, 1059, 24 miles N. and 15497, 13.4 mika E
Supplementary charting informat ko

g‘, Nashiville Radar; Procedure No, Roadar-1, Amdt, 10; B, date, 21 Aug. &); Sup
el 65

Hold SW of OR LOM, 1 minute, right turns, 007

Inhnd.
TDZ elevation Runway 7, 100",
TDZ elovation Runway 13, 108°,
TDZ cleyation Runway 25, 113",
TDZ elovation Runway 31, 111,

Missed approach X X
Ruanway ~Climbing left turm to 200" on ORL R (40" within 15 miles

Runway 13—CHmb to 20000 on O RL R 123" within 15 mlles,
Runway 26—Climb to 2000/ direet to O R LOM and hold.
Runway 31—Climb to 2000 on O RL R 300" within 15 miles,

*Incronse visibility 3§ mile for inoperative ALS Runway 7.
DAY AXD NIONT MIxinuss

A B o D

Coond. - — — - - - -

MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VIs HAT MDA Vi3 HAT

ASR; L
BT ore 40 8 a1 40 15 531 640 ¢ 531 o0 1 a1
8-13 R AR 640 5 K3 o % 8 040 5 535 610 1
838 ... ey T 520 5 ur? 520 4 407 520 % 407 5§20 1 o
¥ TR SRR % w0 N ) 500 : a0 00 L 30 ) 1 5%
MDA Via HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA

DS s s e e csssasn = Mo 1 bl 550 1 467 580 14 467 700 2 -
Cr-18.... - oM 1 sn ey 1 55 640 134 8 700 2 &7
Ao e s ver by sr e ass s éasase D REMIN, T 2-eng. or Jess—Standand. T over 2 eng.—Standard.

fur. 60
These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein.
(Secs. 307(c), 313(n), 601, Federal Avistion Act of 1058; 40 U.S.C. 1348 (o), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 740, 7562, T75)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on July 16, 1969.
James F. RupoLeH,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

[F.R. Doc. 68-8638; Plled, Aug. 4, 1069; 8:456 am.]
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Title 17—COMMODITY AND
SECURITIES EXCHANGES

Chapter ll—Securities and Exchange
Commission
[Release No. 1C-5738]

PART 270—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS, INVESTMENT COM-
PANY ACT OF 1940

Certain Exemptions for Registered
Separate Accounts Established by
Insurance Companies Proposing To
Engoge in the Sale of Various An-
nuvity Contracts, Defining the Term
“Separate Account” and Establish-
ing Certain Conditions for the Avail-
cbility of These Exemplions

On January 24, 1969, the Securities and
Exchange Commission published notice
(Investment Company Act Release No.
5566) (34 F.R. 1910) that it had under
consideration the adoption of the above
proposed rules under the Investment
Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) and in-
vited all Interested persons to submit
thelr views and comments upon the pro-
posals, The Commission has considered
all the comments and suggestions re-
celved, and has determined to adopt
these rules in the form set forth below.
The rules are promulgated pursuant to
ggth-;suy conferred by sections 6(¢) and

8,

I Rule 14a-2 (17 CFR 270.14a-2]. Sec-
tion 147a) of the Act prohibits a regis-
lered investment company or its princi-
pal underwriter from publicly offering its
steuritles for sale unless it has a net
Wworth of $100,000 or has meade provision
in connection with registration of its
securities under the Securlties Act of
1933 insuring that before making a public
offering it will have firm agreements
With no more than 25 responsible persons
0 purchase its securities In an amount
Which, when added to the then net worth
of the company, if any, will equal
§100,000,

'-‘;’iuu' registered separate accounts are
Uiilized only in connection with the sale
O,I Variable annuity contracts which meet
e requirements of sections 401, 403(h)
°Cr 404(n)(2) of the Internal Revenue
;ode, as amended (“Code™). These sec-
tons provide the criteria for pension and
Profit sharing plans which receive special
“x treatment under the Code.

. Buch variable annuity contracts con-
“mplate relatively small periodic pay-
;xnenu made by or on behalf of a large
ll{nnb«:r of individual employees. The tax
reatment afforded assets arising from

m&“’ bayments varies from payments
t‘ﬂde Wwider other variable annuity con-
in sy, Privately contributed $100,000
mZ“‘ account therefore requires sepa-
ey dccounting, and problems could

. ‘:I toncerning investment objectives.
NG me l4a-2 (17 CPR 270.14a-2) ex-
1 (p from the provisions of section
g g Blstered separate account hav-

iaels from variable annuity con-
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tracts sold under plans or agreements
meeting the requirements of sections 401,
403(b) or 404(a) (2) of the Code. The rule
provides that a sponsoring Insurance
company is precluded from knowingly
placing non-tax-benefited money in such
account at any time In the future. The
rule is available to such account only if,
at the commencement of the offering, the
establishing insurance company pos-
sesses & combined capital and surplus if
a stock company, or unassigned surplus,
if a mutual eompany, or $1 million,

Part 270 of Title 17 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations is amended by adding a
new § 270.14a-2 reading as follows:

§ 270.140-2 Exemption from section
14(a) of the Act for certain regis-
tered separate accounts and their
principal underwriters,

(a) A registered separate account,
and any principal underwriter for such
account, shall be exempt from section
14{a) of the Act with respect to a public
offering of tax-benefited variable an-
nuity contracts participating in such
account: (1) If at the commencement
of such offering such insurance company
shall have (1) a combined capital and
surplus, if a stock company, or (i) an
unassigned surplus, if a mutual com-
pany, of not less than $1 million as set
forth in the balance sheet of such in-
surance company contained in the regis-
tration statement or any amendment
thereto relating to such variable annuity
contracts filed pursuant to the Securities
Act of 1933, as amended, and (2) if at
no time thereafter such insurance com-
pany shall knowingly place payments
from contracts which are not tax-bene-
fited in such separate account. For the
purpose of this section, the term “tax
benefited variable annuity contracts”
means variable annuity contracts which
are purchased in connection with a plan
which meets the requirements for quali-
fication under section 401 of the Internal
Revenue Code, as amended (“Code”) or
the requirements for deduction of the
employer’s contributions under section
404(a) (2) of the Code, or are contracts
which meet the requirements of section
403(b) of the Code.

II. Rules 15a-3, 16a~1, and 32a-2 (17
CFR 270.15a-3, 270.16a-1, 270.32a-2).
Sections 15(a), 16(a), and 32(a) of the
Act require (1) shareholder approval of
the initial Investment advisory agree-
ment, (2) the election of directors by
shareholders, and (3) shareholder rati-
fication of the selection of an independ-
ent public accountant. IT a registered
separate account receives an exemption
under section 14(a) of the Act, there are
normally no security holders eligible to
vote on these matters, If such account re-
celves an exemption from section 14(a)
of the Act, Rules 15a~3, 16a~1, and 32a-2
(17 CFR 270.15a~3, 270.16a~-1, 270.32a-2)
permit the investment adviser, directors
and independent public accountants to
act as such until the first meeting of vari-
able annuity contract owners. This meet-
ing may not be later than 1 year after
the effective date of the registration
statement under the Securities Act of
1933, unless the Commission grants an
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extension upon written request showing
good cause,

Part 270 of Title 17 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended by add-
Ing new §§270.15a~-3, 270.16a-1, and
270.32a-2, reading as follows:

§ 270.154-3 Exemption for initinl pe-
riod of investment adviser of certain
registered separate accounts from re-
quirement of security holder ap-
proval of investment advisory
contract,

(a) An investment adviser of a regis-
tered separate account shall be exempt
from the requirement under section
15(a) of the Act that the initial written
contract pursuant to which the invest-
ment adviser serves or acts shall have
been approved by the vote of & majority
of the outstanding voting securities of
such registered separate account, subject
to the following conditions:

(1) Such registered separate account
qualifies for exemption from section
14(a) of the Act pursuant to § 270.14a-2,
or is exempt therefrom by order of the
Commission upon application; and

(2) Such written contract shall be
submitted to a vote of variable annuity
contract owners at their first meeting
after the effective date of the regisira-
tion statement under the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended (15 US.C. 77a et
seq.) relating to yariable annuity con-
tracts participating in such account:
Provided, That such meeting shall take
place within 1 year after such effective
date, unless the time for the holding of
such meeting shall be extended by the
Commission upon written request show-
ing good cause therefor.

§ 270.16a~1 Exemption for initial pe-
riod of directors of certain registered
accounts from rirement of elec-
tion by security lmr-.

(a) Persons serving as the directors of
a registered separate account shall, prior
to the first meeting of such account’s
variable annuity contract owners, be
exempt from the requirement of section
16(a) of the Act that such persons be
elected by the holders of outstanding
voting securities of such account at an
annual or special meeting called for that
purpose, subject to the following
conditions:

(1) Such registered separate account
qualifies for exemption from section 14
(a) of the Act pursuant to §270.14a-1
or is exempt therefrom by order of the
Commission upon application; and

(2) Such persons have been appointed
directors of such account by the estab-
lishing Insurance company; and

(3) An election of directors for such
account shall be held at the first meet-
ing of variable annuity contract owners
after the effective date of the registra-
tion statement under the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended (15 US.C. 7T7a et
seq.), relating to contracts participating
in such account: Provided, That such
meeting shall take place within 1 year
after such effective date, unless the time
for the holding of such meeting shall be
extended by the Commission upon writ-
ten request showing good cause therefor.

5, 1969
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§ 270.324~2 Exemption for initial pe-
riod from vote of security holders on
lependent public aec tant for
certain registered separate accounts,

(a) A registered separate account shall
be exempt from the requirement under
paragraph (2) of section 32(a) of the
Act that selection of an independent pub-
lic accountant shall have been submitted
for ratification or rejection at the next
succeeding annual meeting of security
owners, subject to the following condi-
tions:

(1) Such registered separate account
qualifies for exemption from section 14
(a) of the Act pursuant to §270.14a-2,
or is exempt therefrom by order of the
Commission upon application; and

(2) The selection of such accountant
shall be submitted for ratification or re-
jection to variable annuity contract
owners at their first meeting after the
effective date of the registration state-
ment under the Securities Act of 1933,
as amended (15 US.C. T7a et seq.), re-
lating to contracts participating in such
account: Provided, That such meeting
shall take place within 1 year after such
effective date, unless the time for the
holding of such meeting shall be extended
by the Commission upon written request
showing good cause therefor.

III. Rules 22e-1 and 27c¢c-1 117 CFR
270.22e-1, 270.27¢~1]. Section 27(¢) (1)
of the Act makes it unlawful for any
registered investment company issuing
periodic payment plan certificates, or for
any depositor of or underwriter for such
company, to sell any such certificate un-
less it is a “redeemable security.” Sec-
tion 22(e) of the Act provides that no
registered investment company shall (a)
suspend the right of redemption, or (b)
postpone the date of payment on any
redeemable security for more than 7 days
after its tender for redemption, except in
certain prescribed circumstances, Since
variable annuity contracts are consid-
ered to be periodic payment plan certifi-
cates, these redemption provisions are
applicable. Accordingly, it has been nec-
essary for each registered separate ac-
count issuing or proposing to jssue
varinble annuity contracts to obtain an
exemption from the requirement of re-
demption during the annuity, or pay-out,
period of such contracts, since the mor-
tality tables employed to determine pay-
ments of variable amounts for life an-
nuitants assume that gl annultants
will continue In the group and re-
celve the payments specified in the
contract. To permit redemptions during
the annuity period would undermine the
actuarial basis of the contracts. During
the pay-in period, of course, the variable
annuity contracts are fully redeemable,
in whole or in part.

Rule 22e-1 (17 CFR 270.22¢-1) pro-
vides an exemption from section 22(e)
during the period In which the variable
annuity contract holder receives pay-
ments from the separate account. Rule
27¢c~-1 (17 CFR 270.27c-1) provides an
exemption from section 27(c¢) (1) from
the requirement that a periodic payment
plan certificate be a redeemable security.
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These exemptions are limited to variable
annuity contracts under which pay-
ments are being made based upon life
expectancies.

Part 270 of Title 17 of Code of Federal
Regulations is amended by adding new
3270.22e—1 and § 270.27c-1 reading as

ollows:

§ 270.22¢~1 Exemption from section
22(e) of the Act during annuity pay-
ment period of variable annuity con-
tracls participating in certain
registered separate accounts,

(a) A registered separate account,
shall during the annuity payment pe-
riod of variable annuity contracts par-
ticipating in such account, be exempt
from the provisions of section 22(e) of
the Act prohibiting the suspension of the
right of redemption or postponement of
the date of payment or satisfaction upon
redemption of any redeemable security,
with respect to such contracts under
which payments are being made based
upon life contingencies.

§ 270.27c=1 Exemption from section 27
(e) (1) of the Act during annuity
payment period of varinble annuity
contracts participating in  certain
registered separate accounts,

(a) A registered separate account, and
any depositor of or underwriter for such
account, shall, during the annuity pay-
ment period of variable annuity contracts
participating in such account, be exempt
from the requirement of paragraph (1)
of section 27(¢) of the Act that a periodic
payment plan certificate be a redeem-
able security with respect to such con-
tracts under which payments are being
made based upon life contingencies,

IV. Rules 27a-1, 27a-2, and 27a-3 (17
CFR 270.27a-1, 270.27a-2, 270.27a-3).
Section 27(a) of the Act provides that
it shall be unlawful for any registered
investment company issuing periodic
payment plan certificates, or for any de-
positor of or underwriter for such com-
pany, to sell any such certificate except
in compliance with the conditions set
forth therein.

Section 27(a) (1) of the Act prohibits
the sales load on such a certificate from
exceeding 9 per centum of the total pay-
ments to be made thereon. Rule 27a-1
(17 CFR 270.27a~1) permits a variable
annuity contract to provide for a sales
load which will not exceed 9 per ¢centum
of the total payments to be made thereon
as of a date not later than the end of the
12th year of such payments, If a con-
tract should be issued for a shorter pe-
riod, the 9 per centum limitation must be
met for such shorter period. Since sec-
tion 27(a) (1) [of the Act] does not ex-
pressly provide what the permissible
period shall be for bringing the sales
load within the 9 per centum limitation,
the effect of the rule Is to establish such
a permissible period for a variable annu-
ity contract.

Section 27(a) (3) of the Act prohibits
the amount of sales load deducted from
any one of the first 12 monthly pay-
ments on a periodic payment plan certifi-
cate from exceeding proportionately the
amount deducted from any other such

payment. It prohibits, as well, the amount
of sales load deducted from a&ny subse-
quent payment from exceeding propor-
tionately the amount so deducted from
any other subsequent payment. The ef-
fect of Rule 27a-2 (17 CFR 270.27a-2)
is to permit more than one reduction In
the sales load on a variable annuity con-
tract and to permit the first reduction
to take place later than the end of the
first contract year. The rule prohibits an
increase in the level of deduction during
the term of the contract.

Section 27(a)(4) (of the Act) pro-
hibits the first payment on a periodic
payment plan certificate from being less
than $20, or any subsequent payment
from being less than $10. The effect of
Rule 27a-3 (17 CFR 270.27a-3) is to
exempt from such prohibitions payments
under variable annuity contracts (a) is-
sued In connection with plans meeting
the requirements for qualification under
section 401 or the requirements for de-
duction of the employer's contributions
under section 404(a) (2) of the Internal
Revenue Code or (b) which meet the re-
quirements of section 403(b) of such
Code. The rule also exempts from section
27(a) (4) (of the Act) variable annuity
contracts which permit no sales load de-
duction from any payment in excess of
9 per centum of such payment.

Part 270 of Title 17 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations is amended by adding
new §§ 270.27a-1, 270.27a-2, and 270.27
a-3, reading as follows:

§ 270.27a-1 Conditions for compliance
with section 27(a) (1) of the Aet by
certnin registered separate accounts,

(a) A registered separate account, and
eny depositor of or underwriter for such
account, shall, with respect to any vari-
able annuity contract participating in
such account, be deemed to satisfy the
requirements of paragraph (1) of section
27(a) of the Act If such contract pro-
vides for & sales load which will not ex-
ceed 9 per centum of the total payments
to be made thereon as of a date not later
than the end of the 12th year of such
payments: Provided, That if a contract
be issued for any stipulated shorter pay-
ment period the sales load under such
contract shall not exceed 9 per centum
of the total payments thereunder for
such period.

§ 270.27u~2 Exemplion from paragraph
(3) of scction 27(n) of the Act for
certain rcxiuered separate accounts.

(a) A registered separate account, and
any depositor of or underwriter for such
account, shall be exempt from paragraph
(3) of section 27(a) of the Act pmvldeq
that with respect to any variable annuity
contract participating in such account
the proportionate amount of sales load
deducted from any payment during the
contract period shall not exceed the pro-
portionate amount deducted from iy
prior payment during the contract
period.

§270.270-3 Exemption from paragraph
(4) of section 27(a) of the Act for
certain registered separate accounts

(a) A registered separate account sng
any depositor of or underwriter for su
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account, shall be exempt from paragraph
(4) of section 27(a) of the Act as to pay-
ments under any variable annuity con-
tract participating in such account
which (1) is purchased in connection
with a plan which meets the require-
ments for qualification under section 401
of the Internal Revenue Code, as amend-
od (“Code”) or the requirements for de-
duction of the employer’s contributions
under section 404(a)(2) of the Code, or
{2) meets the requirements of section
403(b) of the Code, but such exemptions
shall apply only to contributions or pay-
ments within the exclusion allowance for
any employee under section 403(b) ex-
cept as clause (3) hereof applies, or (3)
permits no sales load deduction from any
payment in excess of 9 per centum of
such payment.

V. Rule 0-1(¢) (17 CFR 270.0-1(e)).
This rule defines the term “separate ac-
count” In the same language employed in
the mutual fund bill, 8. 2224, which was
recenily passed by the U.S. Senate and is
now pending before the House of Rep-
resentatives, Unlike the definition in
proposed Rule 6e-1 (17 CFR 270.6e-1),

270.0-1(e) (Rule 0-1(e)) includes sep-
arate nccounts established by Canadian
companies. The exemptions granted pur-
suant to these rules are, however, much
less extensive than those granted by pro-
posed Rule 6e-1 (17T CFR 270.6e-1).
Further, in order for a Canadian insur-
ance company to operate a separate ac-
count in the United States and to avail
itself of these exemptions, it would first
have to apply for and obtain an exemp-
tive order from section 7(d) of the In-
vestment Company Act of 1940.

Rule 0-1(e) (17 CFR 270.6e-1) also
establishes certain conditions to the
avallability of these exemptive rules,
These conditions include a requirement
that the separate account be “legally
seiregated.” The Commission is aware
that State legislation varies in form and
substance from State to State and that
not all State statutes provide that the
separate account is “legally segregated”.
It is contemplated, however, that In
SBtates where the statute does not so pro=-
vide, a separate account may meet the
condition through private arrangements
which render the account inviolate,

Further conditions are imposed which
fequire that the assets of the separate
account be maintained at specified
lf:"‘k and that a specified portion of
IL-l‘se assets shall not be chargeable with

iabilities arising out of any other busi-

1ess which the insurance company may

conduet,

O’S;?uon 270.0-1 of Title 17 of the Code
ederal Regulations is amended by

adding a new
Tollows: paragraph (e) to read as

270.0~1 Definition of terms used in
this part.

. . - e
'e) Definition of separate account and
‘onditions for availability of exemption
:l;lder §3 270.14a-2, 270.15a-3, 270.16a~1,
- 022e-1, 270.27a-1, 270.27a-2, 270.27a~
« and 270.32a-3 of this chapter.
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(1) As used in this part 270 unless
otherwise specified or the context other~
wise requires the term ‘separate ac-
count” shall mean an account established
and maintained by an insurance com-
pany pursuant to the laws of any State or
territory of the United States, or of
Canada or any province thereof, under
which income, gains, and losses, whether
or not realized, from assets allocated to
such account, are, in accordance with the
applicable contract, credited to or
charged against such account without
regard to other income, gains or losses
of the insurance company.

(2) As conditions to the availability
of exemptions under §§270.14a-2,
270.15a~3, 270.16a-1, 270.22¢-1, 270.27a—
1, 270.27a-2, 270.27a-3, 270.27c-1, and
270.32a~2 of this chapter, the separate
account shall be legally segregated, the
assets of the separate account shall, at
the time during the year that adjust-
ments in the reserves are made, have a
value at least equal to the reserves and
other contract linbilities with respect to
such account, and, at all other times,
shall have a value approximately equal
to or in excess of such reserves and lia-
bilities; and that portion of such assets
having a value equal to, or approximately
equal to, such reserves and contract lia-
bilities shall not be chargeable with
liabllities arising out of any other busi-
ness which the insurance company may
conduct,

The Commission finds that the fore-
going rules grant exemptions from cer-
tain provisions of the Act and may be
made effective immediately, upon publi-
catlion. Accordingly, the foregoing rules
are declared effective July 10, 1969.
(Secs. 6, 38(a), 54 Stat. 800, 841, 15 USC.
80a-8, 80a~37)

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Orvar L. DuBois,
Secretary.
JuLy 10, 1969.

[F.R. Doo, 60-0146; Piled, Aug. 4, 1060;
B:47 am.)

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Chapter 101—Federal Property
Management Regulations

SUBCHAPTER E~—SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT

PART 101-26—PROCUREMENT
SOURCES AND PROGRAMS

Subpart 101-26.1—General

JustiFicaTiox To Sverort GSA
NEGOTIATED PROCUREMENT

This amendment prescribes specific
and detalled information to be submit-
ted by agencies in support of requests to
GSA for negotiated procurements, par-
ticularly when negotiation under § 1-
3.210 (impracticable to secure competi-
tion by formal advertising) is applicable,

Bection 101-26.105 is amended by re-
vising the introductory text preceding
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paragraph (a) and revising all of para-
graph (b) as follows:

§ 101-26.105 Justification to support
negotinted procurement by GSA for
other ngencies,

Each purchase request submitted by
an agency to GSA requiring negotiated
procurement shall be accompanied by a
justification or findings and determina-
tion, as applicable. Where such justifica-
tion or findings and determination does
not clearly and fully support the re-
quested procurement, the requesting
agency will be s0 notified and requested
to furnish the information sufficient to
satisfy the requirements of the appli-
cable negotiation authority. The GSA
contracting officer will suspend procure-
ment action pending receipt of the re-
quested information.

(b) When the purchase request s for
a requirement to be procured by nego-
tiation under § 1-3.208 (property pur-
chased for authorized resale) or § 1-3.210
(Impracticable to secure competition by
formal advertising), the request must
refer to and be accompanied by a state-
ment containing information sufficient
to justify use of the negotiating author-
ity contemplated. With respect to cir-
cumstances permitting negotiation set
forth in § 1-3.210, each purchase request
(1) for a particular make, model, brand,
or other similarly designated item or
(2) which restricts procurement aection
to a limited number of competing com-
mercially avallable products must be
justified by a statement of facts estab-
lishing the minimum needs to be fulfilled
and that such needs can be satisfled only
by procurement of the designated item
or any one of a limited number of com-
peting commercially available products.
(Personal preference and subjective
evaluations are not acceptable as suffi-
clent justification.) Specifically, the jus-
tification statement must include the fol-
lowing detalled information:

(1) The specific needs to be satisfied in
terms of identified tasks or work
processes;

(ii) The requirements that generate
the specific needs;

(iii) The characteristics of the desig-
nated item that enable it to satisfy the
specific needs; and

(iv) Identification of other items
evaluated and, as to each, a statement of
the characteristics (or lack thereof)
which preclude them from satisfying the
specific needs.

.

» - - »
(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat, 300; 40 US.C. 486(¢))
Effective date: This regulation is effec~
tive upon publication in the FepErAL
REGISTER.
Dated: July 29, 1969,
Jouxn W. CHAPMAN, Jr.,

Acting Administrator
of General Services.

[FR. Doc. 60-0115; Filed, Aug. 4, 1069;
8:45am.)
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Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS:
INTERIOR

Chapter ll—Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS
[Public Land Order 4875]
| Colorado 2704)

COLORADO

Partial Revocation of Reclomation
Project Withdrawal

By virtue of the authority contained
in sectlon 3 of the act of June 17, 1902
(32 Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C. 416), as amended
and supplemented, it is ordered as
follows:

1. Public Land Order 2632 of March 13,
1962, withdrawing lands for the Savery-
Pot Hook Project, is hereby revoked so
{a.r dl;s it aftects the following described
ands:

SixTr Princoiral MeEnmian, COLORADO

T.12N . R.O1 W,

Sec, 22, 1ots 13 to 16, inclusive;

Sec. 23, 1ot 13;

Sec. 26, 1ots 8 to 7, inclusive, and lots § to
16, Inclusive;

Sec, 27, lots 1 to 11, incluaive, and lots 13,
15, and 16;

Sec. 28;

Sec. 88;

Sec, 34,10t5 1,2, 4,5,7,8,9, 10, 12, 13, and

16;
500.35,10%6 1,2, 7, and 8,

The areas described aggregate 3,189.95
aores in Moffat County.

The lands are Jocated between Timber-
lake and Fourmile Crecks, 2 to 4 miles
south of the Wyoming State line. The
vegetative cover is principally sagebrush
and mixed native grasses, Topography is
gently rolling.

2. At 10 am,, on Sepitember 4, 1969,
the lands shall be open to operation of
the public land laws generally, subject
to valld existing rights, the provisions
of existing withdrawals, and the require-
ments of applicable law, All valid appli-
cations received at or prior to 10 am,,
on September 4, 1969, shall be considered
as simultaneously filed at that time.
Those received thereafter shall be con-
sidered in the order of filing,

3. The lands will be open to location
under the U.S., mining laws af 10 am,,
on September 4, 1969. They have been
open to applications and offers under the
mineral leasing laws.

Inquiries should be addressed to the
Manager, Land Office, Bureau of Land
Management, Federal Building, Denver,
Colo. 80202.

Harnison LOESCH,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

Jury 30, 1969.

[FR, Doo. 60-90120; Filed, Aug. 4, 1969;
B:45 aam.)
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Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION

Chapter |—Federal Communications
Commission
[FCC 68-836]

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

FM Broadcast Stations; Table of
Assignments

In the matter of Amendment of
$73.202, Table of Assignments, FM
Broadcast Stations. (Doniphan, Mo.,
Princeton, W. Va., Auburn, Nebr., Cayce,
8.C., Sallisaw, Okla, Heber Springs,
Ark., Preston, Minn,, Barnstable, Nan-
tucket, and Falmouth, Mass., Mineral
Wells, Tex,, Fayette, Hartselle, and Tal-
ladega, Ala., Marisposa, Calif., Green-
ville, Hartford, Cadiz, Elizabethtown,
Burnside, and Greensburg, Ky., Flora,
I11.), Docket No. 18476, RM-1356, RM-~
1350, RM-1360, RM-1364, RM-1368,
RM-1373, RM-1374, RM-1376, RM-1377,
RM-1378, RM-1379, RM~1382, RM-1383,
RM-1389, RM-1390, RM-1391, RM-1414.

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration its notice of proposed rule
making, FCC 69-207, issued in this pro-
ceeding on March 6, 1989, and published
in the Feoeral RECISTER on March 13,
1965 (34 F.R. 5120), proposing a num-
ber of changes in the FM Table of As-
signments advanced by various interested
parties. All.comments filed pursuant to
the notice were considered in making
the following determinations, Except as
noted, the proposals were unopposed and
all population figures were obtained
from the 1960 US. Census, This decision
disposes of all the subject petitions, ex-
cept RM-1368, 1376, 1378, 1390, and
1414, which will be included In a future
order.

2. RM-1356, Doniphan, Mo. (Jack G.
Hunt): RM-1360, Princeton, W. Va.
(Mountain Broadcasting Co.); RM-1374,
Auburn, Nebr. (Stereo Broadcasting,
Inc); RM~1378, Sallisaw, Okla. (Big
Bastn Broadcasters, Inc.); RM-1383,
Heber Springs, Ark. (Newport Broadcast~
ing Co.); RM-1391, Preston, Minn.
(Obed S, Borgen). In the above cases,
interested parties are seeking the assign-
ment of a first Class A channe] in a com-
munity without requiring any other
changes in the table, All proposed as-
signments are alleged and appear to
meet the minimum separation require-
ments of the rules. The communities
range In size from 1421 persons for
Doniphan, Mo,, to 8.5!93 for Princeton,
W. Va. We are of the opinion that the
named communities merit the requested
assignments and that such assignments
would serve the public Interest. We are
therefore assigning the proposed chan-
nels as follows:

Channel No.

Doniphan, Mo...... - 240A
- 240A
- 288A
Sallisaw, Okla.... - 240A
Heber Springs, Ark - 2447
Preston, MiInn....ceceee. 276A

3. RM~1364, Mineral Welis, Tex. On
October 31, 1968, E. H. Hall, B. L. Hall,
and R, E. Harbus filed a joint petition
looking toward assignment of a first
Class A channel to Mineral Wells, Tex.
Mineral Wells has a population of 11,053
persons and is located about 45 miles
west of Fort Worth. The only local aural
outlet presently serving the community
is a daytime-only AM station.

4. Petitioner initially proposed Channel
221A, which could be assigned without
any other changes in the table, but ac-
qulesced to a counter-proposal sub-
mitted by A. H. Belo Corp., lcensee of TV
Station WFAA-TV, Channel 8, Dallas,
Tex., who opposed assignment of Chan-
nel 221A on the grounds that it offered
potential second harmonic interference
to reception of WFAA-TV in the Mineral
Wells area. Belo proposed assignment of
Channel 240A at Mineral Wells by the
following means:

Claannal No
City Al
Prosent  Proposed

Ablerw, Tex. ... .... S bssessn
Minnral Wells, Tox. oo .

o 250 o M0
20N

No comments or oppositions were filed in
response to our invitation for comments
in the notice on the above proposal.

5. We are of the opinion that assign-
ment of a first Class A channel to Min-
eral Wells is warranted and would serve
the public interest. Accordingly, we are
assigning Channel 240A to Mineral Wells.
Since no preference has been indicated
for either of the alternate replacement
channels for Channel 239 to be deleted at
Abilene, we are assigning Channel 300
there since its preclusion impact on other
possible assignments in the area would
appear to be less than would be the cast
for Channel 290. This is not an ared
where possible assignments are scarce.

6. RM-1373, Mariposa, Calif. In 8 peti-
tion received October 21, 1968, and sup-
plemented on November 27, 1968, Norﬁb;
ern Callfornia Stereocasters, licensees
KVFS(FM), Vacaville, Calif., seeks 8t
signment of Class B Channel 284 Lo Mar x;
posa, Calif. Mariposa has a population o
550 persons (Rand McNally & Co., Com
mercial Atlas (1962)), and is the coun®
seat of Mariposa County, which hxu}
population of 5,064. There are prescoty
no AM or FM assignments in Mariposs
County. A large portion of the county
lies within the boundaries of Yosemite
National Park. o

7. The petitioner submits that Mari-
posa has a current population of 1.7
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persons, & 125 percent increase over the
1960 Census report. In support of the
proposal for a Class B in lieu of a Class
A channel, petitioner urges that a Class
B facility is necessary in order to better
penetrate and to provide FM service to
a wide unserved area (“white arez) in
the rough and mountainous terraln com-
mon to the Mariposa-Yosemite National
Park area. A showing is provided indi-
cating that substantially greater “white”
and “gray" areas, located generally to
the east of Mariposa, would be served
by an anticipated 25 kw. Class B opera-
tion over that obtainable from a maxi-
mum Class A facility., The showing is
represented as belng based upon as-
sumed reasonable facilities for both un-
occupled and operating FM dssignments
In the area. We do not agree with the
petitioner's calculated contours used in
making the “white area” showing; how-
ever, it does appear that a first FM serv-
ice would become available to a signifi-
cant area if based on 1 mv/m contours
properly determined. In response to our
request in the notice for this proceeding,
petitioner states that it would file an ap-
plication specifying a minimum of 25
kw, ERP with an antenna helght of 660
feet above average terrain, if the pro-
posed assignment is adopted.

8. The proposed assignment appears
to satisfy the spacing requirements of
the rules and a study is furnished from
which petitioner concludes that assign-
ment of Channel 284 to Mariposa would
not adversely affect assignment of the
proposed or six adjacent channels in the
general area,

9. As we stated in the notice, ordinari-
Iy 2 small community the size of Mari-
posa is only consldered for a Class A
channel assignment. However, because
of the relatively isolated location of the
community in a sparsely populated
mountainous area, the planned facilities
10 be applied for and the first FM service
that would be provided thereby, we are
of the opinion that assignment of a first
Class B channel in lieu of a Class A is
Warranted in this case, and would, there-
fore, serve the public interest. For these
feasons we are assigning Channel 284
Y Mariposa, Calif, It is expected that
any applications filed for the channel will
: for facilities at least equivalent to
what petitioner has represented it would
#pply for if the proposal were adopted.
,DIO. RM-1382, Flora, Ill. On December
<, 1068, a petition was received from

mas 8. Land and Bryan Dayldson,
dcg!nz business as Salem Broadeasting
oy Salem, IIL, seeking amendment of
: € table to assign either Class A Channel
854 or 280A, or both, to Flora, Il
63'1,1.. Petitioner is an applicant (BPH-

1) for a new FM station at Salem,
g’eflmng the sole Channel, 249A, as-
‘“l(‘d to Salem. Two other competitive
BDD ications are pending (BPH-6200 and
“91;1—6278) for use of the same channel
fled ora. The latter applications were
M under the former *“25-mile” rule

203(®)), since Flora and Salem are
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25 miles apart. The three applications,
being mutually exclusive, have been des-
ignated for hearing in a consolidated
proceeding, Dockets 18288-90.

12. Flora has a population of 5,331 and
is the largest community of Clay County,
which has & population of 15,815. There
are presently no AM or FM assignments
in Clay County, although an application
is pending for a new daytime AM station
at Flora by one of the Flora FM appli-
cants, Salem is a community of 6,165
persons and is the county seat of Marion
County, population 39,349. The single
AM station (daytime) at Salem is li-
censed to petitioner.

13. The petitioner submits that alloca-
tion of one or both of the channels avail-
able to Flora would meet the demands
for service at Flora, as evidenced by two
pending applications there, and that it
would permit use of the channel origi-
nally assigned to Salem by the Salem
applicant (petitioner) . It {s further urged
that adoption of the proposal would sim-
plify the pending hearing proceeding re-
ferred to above and foster the purposes
of 307(b) of the Act. The petition is sup-
ported by an engineering study demon-
strating that Channels 265A and 280A
will satisfy all spacing requirements at
Flora.

14, We noted in the notice for this
proposal that Salem and Flora are each
of sufficient size to merit a first FM as-
signment, notwithstanding their current
involvement in a competitive hearing
proceeding. Because of the small size of
Flora, we further stated that our con-
sideration would be limited to assign-
ment of one channel to that community,
and in view of the lesser involvement of
Channel 280A with regard to preclusion
of assignments from other communities,
that channel was preferred over Channel
265A. There were no oppositions filed in
response to this proposal. In view of these
considerations, we conclude that asssign-
ment of Channel 280A to Flora, I, will
serve the public interest, and we are
hereby adopting such assignment,

15. By ordering clauses contained
herein below, the application of Flora
Broadeasting Co., BPH-6200, Docket
18288, and Doyle Ray Flurry, BPH-6278,
Docket 18289, both specifying operation
at Flora, IIl., may be amended in hear-
ing to specify Channel 280A in lieu of
Channel 249A and the application of
Thomas S. Land and Bryan Davidson,
doing business as Salem Broadcasting
Co., BPH-6321, Docket No. 18290, speci-
fving operation at Salem, Ill., on Channel
240A, will also be retained in hearing
status.

16. RM-1359, Barnstable and Nan-
tucket, Mass. On October 15, 1968, Cape
Cod Broadcasting Co., prospective ap-
plicant for a new FM station at Barn-
stable, Mass,, filed a petition requesting
the assignment of Class B Channel 260
to Barnstable by deleting it from Nan-
tucket, where it is neither occupied nor
applied for, and substituting 228A or 284
therefor, as follows:

Clty

Burnstable, Mass. ..o
Nantucket, Mass. ....ccooeuns

Barnstable, with a population of 13,465
persons, is located in Barmnstable County
on Cape Cod, Mass.! Barnstable County
has a population of 70,286 and includes,
essentially, all the land area generally
referred to as Cape Cod. There are pres-
ently three aural facilities operating on
Cape Cod (Barnstable County) : WCOD,
a Class B FM station at Hyannis (popu-
lation 5,139), and WOCB(AM)-FM, a
Class IV AM and Class B FM commonly
owned combination at West Yarmouth
(population 1,365). Construction of an
AM daytime station is also authorized for
Orleans in Barnstable County.

17. The engineering statement accom-
panying Cape Cod’s petition states that
no Class B channel is available o Barmn-
stable meeting the spacing requirements
without making changes in the table.
The engineering study shows that Chan-
nel 260, if shifted from Nantucket, will
meet the spacing requirements in Barn-
stable. It is also shown that either Chan-
nel 228A or 284 could be used satisfac-
torily at Nantucket as a replacement. It
is further shown that, because of exist-
ing assignments in the area, no preclu-
sion impact would result to any commu-~
nity on any of the pertinent adjacent
channels (257A through 263) if the pro-
posed shift of Channel 260 were adopted,
nor would any land area or additional
communities be precluded from Channel
260 over that presently caused by its
assignment at Nantucket. Regarding the
choice of a replacement channel for Nan-
tucket, petitioner points out that the
community has a population of 2,804
persons, that the entire island has an
area of only 46 square miles containing
a total population of 3,484 persons, and
that it has no AM or FM assignment,
other than the unused Channel 260. Cape
Cod suggests that, in view of Nantucket's

limited area and population, a maximum
Class A facllity appropriately situated
could provide & 1 mv/m contour over the
entire island, and that, although a Class

1 The place Barnstable referred to herein,
unless otherwise indicated, is intended to
mean the Town of Barnstable, a political
and geographic subdivision of Barnstable
County, which Includes Hyannis, the village
of Barnstable, and numerous other unine
corporated places. The Cape Cod petition
leading to this rule making listed 13 such
places; according to the Post Office Depart-
ment National Zip Code Guide (1966), 12
places in the town, Including Hyannls and
Barnstable (village) have separate post of-
fices, The 1060 U.8. Census lists Hyannis
(5,139) and Osterville (1,004)
unincorporated communities in Massachu-
sotts with populations of 1,000 or more. Barn~
stable (viliage) s not so included; the Rand
McNally Road Atlas (1960 edition) shows it
as the county seat of Barnstable County,
with & population of 800.
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B and several Class A channels are avail-
able for assignment to Nantucket, it is
shown that Channel 228A could be as-
signed there without causing preclusion
on Channel 225 through 231 to any other
land area, thus providing the ultimate
in allocation efliciency.

18. The petitioner submits numerous
statistical data on population growth,
employment, industry, social, religious,
clvie, and educational activities to sup-
port its contention that the Town of
Barnstable is the geozraphic, political,
social, and economic center of the entire
Cape Cod area. It is urged that Bam-
stable’s status as the major political sub-
division and site of the county seat serves
to support the community’s need for its
own local outlet, Cape Cod states that
Barnstable's principal economic inter-
ests are based on its attraction as a sum-
mer residence and resort area. Special
emphasis is placed on the past and pro-
jected growth in population for Bam-
stable Town and its county, as well as
the seasonal variation. Petitioner notes
that the permanent populations for the
town and county practically doubled be-
tween 1040 and 1965; that between 1950
and 1960 it advanced 28.5 percent for
the town and 50.2 percent for the county,
the greatest increase during this period
of any county in the State; and that the
town population rose 16 percent between
1960-65. The 1965 population for Barn-
stable Town is reported as 15,609, and
Barnstable County, 73.,557. Barnstable
Town Is.expected to rise to 22,000 by
1980, It is finally estimated that the
town's summer residents will reach 31,000
by 1980, compared with 15,513 in 1960.
By 1880, it is anticipated that the num-
ber of Cape Cod summer daytime visi-
tors will approach 500,000 on weekends.®

19. Cape Cod asserted in its petition
that “At present the Town of Barnstable
has no local transmission service even
though the need exists for one.” Charter
Broadcasting Corp. (Charter), licensee
of WCOD(FM), Hyannis, vigorously
disputes this assertion in comments op-
posing the proposed assignment, It con-
tends that its operation, licensed and
using a channel assigned to Hyannis, in
Barnstable Town, serves a8s a local out-
let for the town, with both its studio
and transmitter being very close to the
town offices and town police head-
quarters, and the village of Hyannis
being the focal point of activities both
for the town and for the entire Cape
Cod area. In reply to Cape Cod's asser-
tion that WCOD’s program format {s not
adequate to meet growing needs, Charter
calls attention to its program efforts in
the brief period since it went on the air
(June 1967), including stereo and vari-
ous programs of local significance to the
Cape Cod area, These efforts, it is as-
serted, are particularly noteworthy in
view of the strong competition it faces,

*For Its populstion analysis, petitioner
citss as sources the US. Census and tho
Massachusetts Department of Commerce and
Dovelopment, Projections are derived from n
report, Cape Cod 1080, prepard by Blair As-
sociates, Inc., for the State of Massachusetts
and Barnstable County,
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with a powerful AM-FM combination
(affiliated with the Cape’s daily news-
paper) in nearby West Yarmouth, Plym-
outh AM-FM stations also being re-
ceived and & considerable force in the
market, and service from stations at
New York, New Bedford, Providence, and
elsewhere (no technical data supporting
these claims of service is presented), It
is claimed that actually Cape Cod seeks
to serve the village of Bamstable;
Charter points out that of 130 town offi-
cials for 1967 listed in Cape Cod's peti-
tion, only nine live in the village of
Barnstable compared to 43 in Hyannis.
It appears, however, that the village of
Barnstable is the seat of the county
government of Barnstable ~County.®
Charter also asserts that the proposed
Cape Cod transmitter location (Shoot-
flying Hill) actually indicates a desire
for wide-coverage rather than local
service, and that actually the WCOD
transmitter and studio are closer to the
village of Barnstable than is that loca-
tion. Cape Cod and Charter make other
arguments pro and con, which need not
be detailed here, concerning the charac-
ter of WCOD's local service and the
showing of need for an additional outlet.
In conclusion Charter asks why the
public interest would be served by as-
signing two powerful FM stations within
a mile of each other, wIQ}' a powerful
AM-FM combination in the neighboring
town' (at West Yarmouth), service in
the area (and competition) from the
other stations mentioned above, and a
newly authorized AM station at Orleans,

20. In reply ' to Charter's opposition,
petitioner asserts that it Is not shown
that its extensive showing of Barnstable’s
need for the proposed assignment is In-
valid, or that the numerous data pro-
vided In support of its claim that the
Town of Barnstable is the “geographie,
political, social, and economic center of
the entire Cape Cod area” are in any
way inaccurate. While acknowledging
existence of the Hyannis FM operation,
it is petitioner's position that there is a
pressing need for the entire Town of
Barnstable to be served in view of the
area’s rapidly expanding population and
economy, As to the claim that the area
is served by other stations, petitioner
notes that the assertion is without engi-
neering support, and contends that, re-
gardléess of other stations receivable in
the area, the need of the Town of Barn-
stable for a local outlet has been amply
demonstrated.

21. Cape and Islands Broadcasting Co.,
Inc., a petitioner in this combined pro-
ceeding for a Class B assignment at Fal-
mouth, Mass, (RM-1377, paragraph 26,
below), does not oppose assignment of a

S0f the letters from local organizations
submitted by Cape Cod in its reply com-
ments, some ghow Hyannis and some Barn-
stable addresses, with more of the former.,

$On Apr, 18, 1060, Cape Cod flled a request
that the date for filing reply comments be
extended from Apr. 24, 1069, to May 5, 1960,
The request was granted; however, through
Inadvertence, the order extending tho time
wns not lssued. Thus, the reply comments
filed by Cape Cod on May §, 1060, are being
considered in this proceeding,

Class B channel to Barnstable, but sub-
mits a counterproposal which would
assign €hannel 284 to Barnstable—with-
out making any changes in existing as-
signments. Cape and Islands points out
that its proposal would eliminate the
need to disturb the Nantucket assign-
ment and urges that, since the area to
which Channel 284 can be utilized s
limited, greater flexibility would be
achieved by retaining the more fiexible
Nantucket assignment for possible
future use elsewhere in the area In the
event it is not ultimately utilized on
Nantucket.

22. Petitioner objects to Cape and Is-
lands' counterproposal to assign Chan-
nel 284 to Barnstable in lleu of Channel
260. By an accompanying engineering
statement, it is shown that use of Chan-
nel 284 would require a site in another
community to the east, outside the town
limits of Barnstable, in order to meet
the minimum spacing requirements of
the rules. It is submitted that no showing
is made pursuant to 73.203(a) (4) that
a suitable site for Channel 284 would be
avallable satisfying the various require-
ments. By contrast, It is urged that its
own proposal for assignment of Chan-
nel 260 would permit use of a site on
elevated Shootflying Hill in the approxi-
mate center of Barnstable where, by vir-
tue of an existing 345-foot (amsl) radio
tower, aeronautical and zoning approval
can be expected. It is concluded that as-
signment of Channel 260 would repre-
sent a superior choice over Channel 284,
since it would permit a centrally located
site within the principal community and
area intended to be served. It is asserted
that the Cape-Islands’ suggestion is ap-
parently an effort to preclude a Barn-
stable station from serving the Falmouth
area, to the west, by forcing it to locale
further east,

23. In connection with this matter and
the arguments of Cape Cod and Charter,
and also the matter of assignment(s) 10
Falmouth, Mass,, covered below, it is ap-
propriate to discuss briefly the concept
of the “town", in Massachusetts and
other New England States, as it relates
to the Commission’s channel assignment
processes, In most of the country &
“town” is a specific settled center of pop-
ulation; but the towns In Massachuseits
and other New England States ar
rather, geographic and political subdi-
visions of counties. The 1960 U.S. Censis
recognizes this distinetion, and Includes
New England “towns" fn its listing of
communities in each State (Table 8 for
each State) only if they meet certain
standards of population (25,0000 or
more, or 1,500 persons or more per sqUATt
mile) so as to be classified as “wban
towns”. A New England town may Io-
clude a number of individual population
centers, such as those in Barnstable
Town (footnote 1, above). The town it-
self is incorporated and has some of ¢
functions usually associated with loca!
governments, The places within the
town, such as Hyannis and the villagé
of Barnstable, are often unincorporated
even when they are of substantial s}"'ﬂ-‘-
In Massachusetts (and Maine and New
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Hampshire) individual places are not
incorporated unless they have popula-
tions of 10,000 or more, unlike the
practice in most of the country. The
Commission’s FM Table of Assignments
contains assignments to both towns and
individual communities within a town.*

24. We have carefully considered all
the comments and data submitted by
particlpating parties iIn this case and
conclude that the public interest would
be served by assigning Channel 260 to
Barnstable and substituting Channel
228A in its place at Nantucket. Although,
for allocation purposes, this might be
construed as a _second assignment for the
Town of Barnstable because of the exist-
ing Hyannis assignment—which i5 con-
trary to petitioner's contention—we are
persuaded by the showings in this pro-
ceeding that Barnstable and its impor-
tance to the Cape Cod area present suffi-
cient unigue circumstances in its favor
to warrant the assignment. In reaching
this decision we have taken into account
8 number of aspects, including the total
lack of preclusion Impact that would
result from reassigning the channel from
Nantucket to Barnstable; the same is
frue for the assignment of Channel 228A
at Nantucket. Purthermore, because of
Cape Cod's extension from the mainland
and its corresponding isolation from
mainiand assignments, sufficient chan-
nels appear to be available to supply
other reasonable needs for the Cape area
in the foreseeable future. We believe that
showings of population growth experi-
eneed in Barnstable, the high Influx of
summertime residents and tourism, and
the significant growth projected over the
next 10-year period distinguish the com-
munity from the more usual circum-
stances attending requests for additional
FM assignments in communities of this
size on the mainland. Aslde from the
tourist and summer resident infiux, the
population of Barnstable Town (over
13.000) is greater than that of some
places which have been assigned two FM
channels. As to Charter’s position that
the asslgnment should be denied because
the area has ayaflable a number of FM
services, it is recognized that the addi-
Yonal assignment will probably not add
a first or second FM service to any land
area; however, it will offer present and
future residents of Barnstable a second
choice of Jocal FM programing, and will

——

"0: 20 lstings for Massachusetts (n the
PM Tadle () 73.202(b) of the rules), 17 are
mw?nmm citles (Boston, etc,); three nre
= T without any other communities within
M:;n (Brookline, Pramingham, and North
fon %boro the first two being “urban towns"
ana tnsus purposes):; four are both towns
s unincorporated communities of the
‘m:et:.\mo within the town (Groenfield, Nan-
Gingds. Plymouth, and Southbridge), and

e unincorporated plices within towns

+ both on Cape Cod)., Of the places
2;':6 In the U8, Census (Table 8) as Massa-

“0tts communities, 30 are incorparated
and th, Are “urban towns” (see above),
Pl ¢ remalning 120 are unincorporated
o> Ancluded in towns, See 1960 U.S.

_‘;’Egli’onmuom Vol. I, Part A, pp, XII,
%o n_“.““l (for Massachusetts) pp. 23-

No, 145—p¢. I—7

RULES AND REGULATIONS

provide an additional Cape Cod-based
facility to most of the remaining Cape
area. With respect to the Cape and
Islands counterproposal that Channel
284 be assigned to Barnstable Instead,
we do not believe that this proposal is
preferable, in view of the fact that a sta-
tion using it would have to be located
some distance outside of the Town of
Barnstable (some 5 miles from the vil-
lage of Barnstable and more than 10
miles from the furthest point in the
town), and in view of the absence of
fmpact from a Channel 260 assignment.

25. With respect to assignment to the
“Town"” or "village" of Barnstable men~
tioned above, §73.202(b) of our rules
does not specify, in connection with New
England assignments to towns and indi-
vidual places of the same name, which is
meant. This will be true in this case.
However, while a Class B/C assignment
to a place as small as the village of Barn-
stable (population 800) is not unprece-
dented, it would be unusual, and the
assignment here is being made primarily
on the basis of the showing as to the
needs of the town rather than the vil-
lage. Therefore, it is expected that the
proposed facilities sought In applications
will provide the signal required for prin-
cipal city service in § 73.315{(a) of the
rules (70 dbu, 3.16 my/m) fo all of the
Town of Barnstable,

26. We stated in the notice that, in
absence of a convincing showing to the
contrary, we proposed to assign Channel
228A to Nantucket as a replacement
channel, in lieu of Class B Channel 284,
Since no comments in opposition were
directed specifically to this aspect of the
matter we are adopting our proposal to
assign Channel 228A. In view of the
above discussions, we are assigning
Channel 260 to Barnstable, Mass., and
substituting Channel 228A for 260 at
Nantucket, Mass.

27, RM-1377 and RM-1389, Falmouth,
Mass. Separate petitions were received
from two prospective FM ‘applicants at
Falmouth, Mass., each requesting rule
making to assign a different FM channel
to Falmouth, The first petition, filed No-
vember 22, 1968, by Paul A, Christo pro-
poses assignment of Class B Channel 270,
Christo later became the president of
Cape and Islands Broadcasting Co., Inc.,
and filed comments herein as such. The
second, filed December 31, 1968, by Fal-
mouth Broadcasting Co., Inc,, requests
assignment of Class A Channel 240A.
Falmouth, with a population of 13,037,
is located in the extreme southwest area
of Cape Cod in Barnstable County, the
latter having a population of 70,286°
The community has neither FM Chan-
nels nor AM stations assigned. An appli-
cation filed by the second petitioner,
Falmouth Broadcasting, is pending for
an AM daytime station at Falmouth.

28. In support of its petition, Christo
(Cape and Islands) submits that the

“The place Falmouth, as referred to herein,
unless otherwise indicated, Is intended to
mean the Town of Falmouth, a political
and geographical subdivision of Barnstable
County, which Includes the unincorporated
places of East Falmouth (1,655) and Fal-
mouth (3.308),
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community and its county are increasing
in population at a significant rate over
and above increasing tourism in the area
and that, although there are AM and FM
stations operating at West Yarmouth
and Hyannis, as well as a pending peti-
tion to assign an FM channel to Bamn-
stable, allocated on Cape Cod, the Cape
Cod area surrounding Falmouth still has
a2 need for a locally oriented facility of
the type its proposal would provide. The
petitioner also claims that the assign-
ment would permit a first local 70 dbu
(3.16 my/m) coverage to 95 percent of
Martha's Vineyard, whose total 1960
population was 5,763, It is emphasized
by Christo that, since the land area to
which Channel 270 may be assigned is
restricted to the immediate area of Fal-
mouth, the channel would likely lie fal-
low if its proposed assignment is not
adopted.

29. Both petitioners submit that their
respective channel proposals will meet
the spacing requirements of the rules.
Christo’s petition contains a preclusion
study for Channel 270 and the pertinent
adjacent channels, from which it appears
that Channels 269A, 270, and 272A would
involve preclusion areas, one or more
of which contain Martha’s Vineyard,
Nantucket Island, or the eastern area of
Cape Cod. However, none of the areas
include an individual community without
an FM assignment comparable in size,
or for which it does not appear that other
channels are available for assignment,
A detalled preclusion study is not pro-
vided by Falmouth Broadcasting as to
impact its proposal for assignment of
Channel 240A would have. However, from
our own analysis, it appears that Chan-
nel 240A would be totally precluded from
future assignment on all of Cape Cod,
Martha's Vineyard, and Nantucket, if the
assignment were to be adopted. Adjacent
Channel 242 would also be precluded
from Nantucket., However, it appears
that adequate channels are available in
the impact areas to meet reasonable
needs for assignments in the future in
places where they do not already exist.

30. In the notice for this case, we
stated that we were not of the opinion
that Falmouth warranted assignment of
two FM channels, based on information
provided by petitioners at that time, par-
ticularly when it would result in a mix-
ture of Class A and B channels in the
same community. In response to the
notice, Falmouth Broadeasting takes the
position that a Class A FM channel is
adeguate to serve the diverse and special
needs of the community of Falmouth,
and that there would be adequate local
economic and popular support without
the need to seek regional coverage in
competition with other regional stations
operating elther at Falmouth or the
Cape Cod area. On the other hand, it
suggests that refusing to provide for a
Class A channel and making only a Class
B channel available to Falmouth would
diffuse the obligation of a future licensee
to serve all of the additional service area,
with a consequent dilution of service to

the special needs of the local community,
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Christo advances its contention that cir-
cumstances prevail which warrant as-
signment of both a Class A and Class B
channel to Falmouth. Noting that the
Class A proponent is also an applicant
for a daytime AM facility at Falmouth,'
it is urged that the policy against inter-
mixture of classes of stations in the same
community need not be applied where
the parties propose an independent Class
B operation on the one hand and a day-
time AM and Class A FM operation on
the other. The existence of similar com-
petitive operations throughout the coun-
try is cited in support of this position.
Christo further sets forth the possibility
of an alternative to assigning both chan-
nels to Falmouth—assigning the Class A
channel to Bourne/Otis Air Force Base
with the suggestion that such an &ar-
rangement would permit the actual use
of the channel at a number of other
nearby communities located within 10
miles, Falmouth Broadcasting discounts
the alternate proposal on the grounds
that no showing is made of needs or in-
terests to justify a separate assignment.

31. We are faced here with essentially
the same unique set of circumstances
which prevalil in an associated rule mak-
ing for Barnstable, RM-1359, contained
in the instant “package” proceeding,
where we are assigning a second channel.
The Towns of Falmouth and Barnstable
are essentially equal in size and popula-
tion, and both are attractive as summer-
time recreation and resort areas with
an accompanying heavy influx of sum-
mer residents, visitors, and tourism. Ac-
cording to Falmouth Broadcasting, the
summer population for the area in-
creases from 2.5 to 4 times, augmented
additionally by automobile and boat
transients, Much of the statistical data
cited in the Barnstable case are equally
valid here; in fact, parts of the same data
are cited by the Falmouth petitioners,
We note the very limited land area in
the immediate vicinity of Falmouth
proper where the proposed Class B chan-
nel must be used to meet the spacing re-
quirements of the rules, and for which,
coincidentally, the preclusion impact is
negligible, another distinct similarity to
the Barmstable proposal. Indeed, the pro-
posed channel appears to be the only
Class B channel assignable to the Fal-
mouth area of Cape Cod. Thus, if con-
sideration is to be given to assignment
of a second channel, it must be restricted
to a Class A, As noted previously, Chan-
nel 240A at Falmouth would preclude its
future assignment over the entire Cape
Cod area, but sufficient Class A channels
appear available in the area to provide
any future needs determined to be in the

TAn application for a new AM station,
tendered for filing on Dec, 19, 1066, by Fal-
mouth Broadensting, and accompanied by
o request for walver of the provisions of
Note 2 to seotion 15671 of the rules, which
govern the socceptance of AM applications,
has not yet been acted upon (see 13 FCC 2d
868) .,
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public interest. Thus, the preclusion
aspects are not a bar to favorably con-
sidering simultaneous assignments. With
respect to the question of intermixing
classes of stations in the same communi-
ty, since only one Class B channel is
available, there is no other alternative if
two channels are to be assigned. Both
petitioners support this srrangement by
showing that their proposals would pro-
vide the means to attain their individual
objectives as to service.

32. In view of the above, we conclude
that assignment of Channels 240A and
270 to Falmouth, Mass., would serve the
public interest. We are therefore adopt-
ing each of the proposed assignments, As
in the case of the assignment to Barn-
stable mentioned above, it is expected
that the applicants for the assignments
at Falmouth will specify facilities pro-
viding a principal-city signal to the en-
tire town.

33. Authority for the adoption of the
amendments contained herein is con-
tained in sections 4(i), 303, and 307(b)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended.

34. In view of the above deteérmina-
tions: It is ordered, That effective Sep-
tember 9, 19869, § 73.202 of the Commis-
sion's rules and regulations is amended
to read, insofar as the communities
named are concermed, as follows:

Channel
City No,
Arknnasas:
Heber Bpringh. . .cccciceeeerecuasns 244A
California:
MALIDOBA .ccsncsccmrccconcosnessas 284
Tlinols:
O e o S T i o (S 280A
Massachusetts:
BRDSIADIS e s n s cn e e 260
FRIONN s ndanaaneea 2404, 270
NAHBMENS rrweevesoverresiowascas
Minnesota:
s O e ML S s S Bl 276A
Missouri:
DORIPDARN - i consannasssnsnmn 240A
Nebraska:
A e e o e e s i e 288A
OKlnhoma:
BRMAY e ans srs i e N e 240A
Texns:
ADlone - oL il 2BTA, 204, 286, 300
Mineral Wells. ..o ceecmeeanceee 240A
West Virginia:
PEIOOLON o S s St i o ab e cnin o e s 240A

35, It is further ordered, That the ap-
plications of Flora Broadcasting Co., File
No. BPH-6200, Docket No. 18288, and
Doyle Ray Furry, File No. BPH-6278,
Docket No. 18289, both specifying opera-
tion at Flora, I, may be amended to
specify Channel 280A in lieu of 249A and
the amended applications will be re-
tained in hearing status.

36. It is further ordered, That the ap-
plication of Thomas S, Land and Bryan
Davidson, doing business as Salem
Broadcasting Co,, File No. BPH-6321,
specifying operation at Salem, Ill., on
Channel 249A, will be retained in hearing
status in Docket No. 18290,

(Secs, 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066,
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.0. 154, 303, 307)

Adopted: July 20, 1969,
Released: August 1, 1969.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION, *
Bex F, WarLe,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-9140; Plled, Aug. 4,
8:47 am.|
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{Docket No, 17562 etc.; FOC 09-844)

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

Presunrise Operation

In the matter of “Pre-sunrise” opera-
tion by Class II stations under presun-
rise service authorization on US. I-A
clear channels, Docket No. 17562;
Amendment of section™3.99 of the Com-
mission's rules (Presunrise Service Au-
thority) to specify 6 a.m, “local time'
Docket No. 18023; “Pre-sunrise" opera-
tion by Class II stations on U.S. Class
I-A channels before 6 am, Docket No.
18036,

1. Thess proceedings are concerned
with regularizing the sign-on practices
of Class II (secondary) daytime and
limited-time standard broadcast stations
assigned to the U.S. I-A clear channels.
The presunrise operating privileges of
Class ITI (regional) stations, Class II
stations assigned to I-B clear channels,
and Class I-B clear channel stations
were permanently adjusted after lengthy
rule making proceedings In Docket No.
14419—Report and Order, 8 FCC 2d 698
(1967), aff’d in WBEN, Inc. v. United
States, 396 F. 2d 601 (2d Cir.) (1968),
cert. denied, 393 U.S. 914 (1968). Sec-
tions 73.87 and 73.99 of the rules, adopted
in connection with that proceeding, for-
bid regular program fransmission out-
side licensed hours by daytimers and
limited-time stations on Class ITI and
Class I-B channels except in accordance
with a supplemental type of authoriza-
tion called a Presunrise Service Authority
(PSA). More than 1500 PSA's are cur-
rently outstanding.

2. At present, the early moming op-
erating practices of Class IT stations as-
signed to U.S. I-A clear channels are
regulated by §73.99(b) (1) of the rules
and the note thereto, under which they
may, if located west of the cochannel
dominant station, commence operation
either at 6:00 am. “standard” (nonad-
vanced) time or sunrise at the dominant
station, whichever is later.! Full daytime
or critical hours power Is used, depending
upon the licensed post-sunrise mode of
operation. For Class II stations east of
the cochannel dominant station, pre-
sunrise operation is flatly proscribed.

3. The interference protection status
of the 25 U.S. I-A clear channel stations
is unique, in that it derives mainly from
their exclusivity of assignment withis

» Commissioner Robert E, Lee absent, Cot”
missioner Cox not participating on chang®
in Cape Cod area. 1

' This applies to presunrise operation ool
it being understood that all stations m;{
observe their licensed sign-on. During ;
late spring, summer months and early
months this is often earlier than 6 ar

" FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 148—TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1969




the North American Region, rather than
from specific contour protection as iIs
the case with other classes of stand-
ard broadcast stations.” The use of
these channels by Class II daytime and
limited-time stations during the early
morning transitional hours is further
complicated by the fact that our method
for calculating cochannel Interference
presupposes a4 condition of total daylight
or darkness along the entire transmis-
sion path. Where Class II sign-on times
are keyed to sunrise at dominant sta-
tions to the east, as has historically been
the case with Class II's operating on
U.S. I-A clear channels, a changing situ-
stion exists in which a “shadow wall” Is
moving from east to west as the earth
rotates eastward on its axis. Thus, even
after sunrise at the dominant station, a
substantial part of its normal service
area is still In darkness and subject to
“residual” skywave effects from cochan-
nel operations to the west, The impact of
this type of interference decays rapidly
a5 the shadow wall progresses westward
and the transmission path becomes more
light than dark.

4. In Docket No. 14419, we dealt with
the problem of Class II daytimers operat-
ing on the Class I-B clear channels by
keying thelr operations to sunrise at the
dominant station to the east, with power
reduced to the extent necessary to pro-
tect I-B assignments (if any) to the west.
(Because of the prevalence of Class I-B
stations in the western United States,
relatively few daytimers in this category
qualify for the 500-watt PSA maximum.)
The situation of Class IT stations operat-

ing on I-A clear channels is not entirely
analogous, in that Class I-A stations are
licensed on an exclusive nighttime basts,
except for specific exceptions mentioned

*An deseribed In §§ 73.21(a) and 73.182(a)
0f the rules, Class I “clear channel” stations
&re divided Into two groups, Olass I-A and
Clnas I-B. Class I-B stations are protected
At night to their 0.5 my/m 50 percent nky-
Wave contours, agalnst cochannel interfer-
€nuce, Under the rules as they existed prior
10 1961, the 25 Class I-A stations were gen-
erally the only siations in the continental
Unitod States operating on their channels
(the 25 Cluss I-A channels) at night. U.S,
Slatlons outside the continental United
States were limited to a skywave signal of
RO more than 0,025 mv/m (10 percent) into
lhf continental United States. The present
mes contain the samo general protection
;}-mdud:. except that on 12 channels one
- ditfonal fulitime assignment is provided
Ic;r the western part of the United States {11
-A nsslgnments specified in §78.22, plus n
?hauon on 760 ke/s at San Diego) , protecting
O'tll? 5‘ my/m 50 percent skywave contour
\_. e I-A station at night, Stations in other
-:\'}h" A‘menmn countrios must similarly
{.?L“ US. I-A service at night, under per-
Yo nn‘._ mu-mptlonax fgreements. Under the
Cu;x‘ ';:ned States/Moxican Agreomont there
eaied RO Mexican statfons on U8, I-A
upcﬂnhu At night (and vice versa), with
Amérm exceptions, and under the North
INA Rgan Reglonal Broadeasting Agreoment
tha *A) any such stations must be more

Lin 650 miles from the nearest U.S, bound-

Ay and alo
mentioneq goerest the Fadiation limitation
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in the rules and noted above. Moreover,
they are geographically concentrated in
the east. Finally, the relatively few Class
II's assigned to Class I-A clear channels
makes for lighter channel loading with
correspondingly fewer “cumulative” in-
terference problems. The presunrise ac-
commodations reached on the I-B clear
channels in Docket No. 14419 therefore
do not provide a wholly satisfactory
reference base for deciding the instant
proceedings.

5. Simply stated, we are in these pro-
ceedings dealing with the presunrise
operating status of 56 daytime and
limited-time Class II stations assigned
to the 25 U.S, I-A clear channels. With
respect to the 30 such stations west of
their I-A dominants, the issues revolve
around starting times and powers. For
the 26 stations cast of their dominants,
the Issue is whether presunrise operation
should be permitted at all*

6. Because station ownership Is sub-
ject to change, the temporary nature of
programing decisions by Indlvidual
licensees, and many other factors cited
in our basic presunrise decision (Docket
14419, supra) and the Appendix hereto,™
we adhere to the view that presunrise
operating privileges—including those in-
volved in these proceedings—must be
determined by relatively simple, easily
administered engineering standards, re-
slgned to provide for early morning serv-
ices by secondary stations to the extent
possible without jeopardizing the clear
channel mission of Class I-A stations,

7. Of major importance to these pro-
ceedings Is the recent United States-
Mexican “Pre-sunrise’ ngreement
ratified by the U.S. Senate June 19, 1969,
and currently awaiting ratification by
Mexico, Assuming completion of ratifi-
cation and entry into force, approximate-
ly 50 Mexican Class II stations will be-
come eligible for presunrise operation
with their daytime facilities on U.S, I-A
clear channels, on the basis of 6 a.m. local
time and 0.5 mv/m (50 percent skywave)
protection to cochannel U.S, I-A stations,
Conversely, approximately 250 U.S. Class
II stations assigned to Mexican I-A clear
channeis will, for the first time, be per-
mitted to operate In like manner. The re-
ciprocal benefits thus conferred are
limited to 500 watts, This lmitation
fgrees with the domestic PSA power
celling of 500 watts—5 73,99(b) —and was
determined to be an appropriate inter-
national limitation, owing in part to the
cumulative skywave effects of the many
stations involved, Until ratification pro-

*These figures do not Include Station
KCTA, Corpus Christl, Tex,, whose presunrise
operation s not invoived herein because
ECTA s licensed to sign on at sunrise Bos-
ton, the I-A location, They likewise do not
include eastern Class IT stations WOI, Ames,
Iowa, and WNYC, New York City, whose
operations during other than daytime hours
are the subject of adjudicatory proceedings
(Docketa 11227 and 11280). SBtations KUOM,
Minneapolls, and WCAL, Northfleld, Minn,,
which share time on 770 ko/s, are counted
a5 one station. :

% Filed as part of the original document.
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cedures are completed, U.S, Class IT sta-
tions on Mexican I-A clear channels
continue to be precluded from presuu-
rise operation. Ratification of the
agreement by Mexico may be completed
at an early date.

8. In light of these considerations, and
our detailed analysis of the comments in
these proceedings, as set forth in the Ap-
pendix, we have concluded that the pre-
sunrise usage of U.S. I-A clear channels
by secondary daytime and limited-time
stations in the United States should be
balanced in line with the following
principles:

(a) Presunrise operation by the 28
Class IT daytime and limited-time station
east of their Class I-A cochannel assign-
ments to be prosecribed, as it has been at
least since the 1967 “presunrise” decision
(Docket No. 14419, supra).' See Par. 46,
et seq. of the Appendix.

(b) Presunrise operation by the 30
Class II daytime and limited-time sta-
tlons west of Class I-A cochannel assign-
ments to be allowed to commence at 8
a.m. local time * or sunrise at the domi-
nant station, whichever occurs later,

(c) Power levels for permissible PSA
operations—Par. 8(b), supra—to be de-
termined by the following protection
requirements:

(1) 500 watts (or licensed starting
power, if less than 500 watts), or such
lesser power as may be necessary to pro-
vide Tull treaty protection to foreign
Class IT uniimited time stations (if any)
assigned to the same channel.

(2) Foreign interference to be calcu-
lated in accordance with applicable
treaties. Domestic interference effects re-
sulting from PSA power levels of 500
watts or less to be disregarded, because
the protected contour is in fact collapsing
from the moment of sunrise at the domi-
nant station.

(d) Daytime or critical hours antenna
system to be employed, as appropriate.

(e) PSA requests (if any) by Class
II-A slations, and by other Ciass II full-
timers operating on US. I-A clear chan-
nels (KFMB, San Diego, and other sta-
tions In Hawail, Alaska, and Puerto
Rico), to be judged on 'a case-by-case
basis in line with Par. 39 of the Appendix.

‘With the possible exception of WHO,
Akron, Ohlo, In view of the cochannsl protec-
tion which would be offered to Class I-A,
KFI, Los Angeles, This posaibility will ba
further evalunted after a deciston ia reached
on WOI's application for special pervice au-
thorlzation  for presynrise operation at
Ames, Tows, on 640 keo/s (Docket No. 11200),

*In lieu of “standard” time, as now spech-
fied in the note to § 73.00(b) (1) of the rules,
This adjustment Is consistent with the 6 a.m.
“local” PSA starting hour for Class III sta-
tons, and Class II stations on I-B clear
channels, achieved In the first report and
order in Docket No, 18023, 14 FCC 24 3963
(1868), The need for this adjustment has
become Increasingly apparent since the pass-
ngo of the Uniform Time Aot of 1068, under
which s 1-hour April-October time ad-
vancement ls generally observed throughout
the nation,
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(f) As in the case of other PSA’s, au-
thorizations issued under the Rules
Werein adopted to be subject to suspen-
sion, modification or withdrawal without
prior notice or right to hearing, if nec-
essary to resolve interference conflicts,
to implement agreements with foreign
governments, or in other circumstances
warranting such action, including fur-
ther developments with respect to 770
ke/s presently under consideration in
Docket No., 6741,

9. Under the formula set forth in par-
agraph 8(¢c), above, daytime-only and
limited-time Class II stations west of the
cochannel I-A station will be limited to
500 watts power, or 250 watts if that is
their authorized daytime power. The 250~
watt limit will apply to Stations KIKK,
Pasadena, Tex. (850 ke¢/s), KSEO, Du-
rant, Okla. (750 ke/s), KSPI, Stillwater,
Okla. (780 kc¢/8), KJIM, Fort Worth,
Tex. (870 ke/s), KCLE, Cleburne, Tex,
(1120 ke/s) and WAVI, Dayton, Ohio
Ohlo (1210 ke/s).

10. In the notice of proposed rule mak-
ing which initiated one of the above-
captioned proceedings (Docket No. 17562,
FCC 67-768), as well as in the report and
order in Docket No. 14419, supra, we ex-
pressed the tentative view that Class II
daytime and limited-time stations op-
erating on U S, I-A clear channels should
be subject to the same power limitation
(500 watts) as are PSA holders generally.
The reasons underlying this view were
that it is undesirable to permit one group
of PSA holders to operate at higher
power than others, and that a general
limitation of 500 watts would effectively
control early morning skywave inter-
ference on the US. I-A clear channels.
For the reasons stated in the Appendix
hereto, we feel that the general 500-watt
PSA power ceiling has continuing valid-
ity, particularly in view of the fact that
the United States-Mexican *“Pre-sun-
rise” argeement, when it becomes effec-
tive, will make the 500-watt celling man-
datory across the board. We note in
passing that the settlement reached
herein is more lenient than the inter-
national settlement reached in the Mex-
ican negotiations, since Class IT skywave
effects at PSA power levels of 500 watts
and less are ignored in evaluating domoes-
tic interference, On this basis, we do not
believe that we are jeopardizing the in-
tegrity of the U.S. I-A clear channel
services.

11, Further revision of §73.99 of the
rules will, of course,*become necessary
upon ratification of the United States-
Mexican “Presunrise” agreement and its
entry into force. In the meantime, the
decisions reached in the above-captioned
proceedings may be carried out simply

RULES AND REGULATIONS

by deleting of the present note to
£ 73.99(b) (1),

12. Authority for the adoption of this
report and order is contained in sections
4(1), 303(c), 303(e), 303(r), and 307(b)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, The change concerning 6 a.m.
local time is a relaxation of an existing
restriction on presunrise operation,
which otherwise would affect numerous
stations starting August 1; therefore it
is appropriate to make this change in
the rules effective immediately (see 5
US.C. 553).

13, Accordingly, it is ordered, That
effective August 1, 1969, the note to
§ 73.99(b) (1) of the rules is deleted.

14. It is further ordered, That not-
withstanding the above effective date,
operations currently conducted under
saild note may be continued through
September 14, 1969, but with sign-on
times adjusted to 6 a.m. local time (or
sunrise at the dominant station, which-
ever is later), After September 14, 1969,
presunrise operations shall be conducted
only pursuant to a PSA,

15. It is further ordered, That to expe-
dite the grant of PSA’s to statlons af-
fected by these proceedings, the Com-
mission will accept and act on letter
requests by eligible Class II daytime and
limited-time stations, specifying the
power of 500 watts (or licensed facilities,
if less) without the interference calcu-
lations otherwise required by § 73.99 of
the rules. Such requests shall, however,
contain a description of the method
whereby any proposed power reduction
will be achleved, and should be filed no
later than September 1, 1969.

16. It iz further ordered, That the
waiver request filed August 31, 1967, by
Radio Akron, Inc., licensee of Radlo Sta-
tion WHLO, Akron, Ohilo, is dismissed
without prejudice to possible resubmis-
slon upon conclusion of proceedings in
Dockets Nos. 11290 and 16298.

17. It is jurther ordered, That the peti-
tion for review and final action filed
June 30, 1965, the request for immediate
action on pending complaint or alter-
native relief flled October 26, 1967, and
all supplementary and related complaints
and pleadings filed by Columbia Broad-
casting System, Inc, (WCBS, New York),
in connection with the presunrise oper-
ations of Radio Station WRFD, Worth-
ington-Columbus, Ohio, are dismissed as

moot.

18. It is further ordered, That motions
filed by Storer Broadcasting Co.
(KGBS), Frances Maye Barnett et al.
(KSWS), Cornell University (WHCU),
and Loyola University (WWL) for ac-
ceptance of late or additional comments
in Dockets Nos. 17562 and 18036, are
granted; and the motion to strike filed
February 27, 1968, by Plough Broadcast~

ing Co. (WJJD) is denled to the extient
that additional comments filed on behalf
of Radio Station KSL have been consid-
ered, and in all other respects Is granted,

19. It is further ordered, That pro-
ceedings In Dockets Nos, 17562, 18023,
and 18036 are terminated.

(Secs, 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat, as amended, 1006
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 308, 307)

Froenal. COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] BeN F, WArLE,
Secretary.
|PR., Doc, 60-0150: Filea, Aug. 4, 1060
8:47 am.]

Title 50—WILDLIFE AND
FISHERIES

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

PART 32—HUNTING

Wauvbay National Wildlife
Refuge, S. Dak.

The following special regulation Is is-
sued and Is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FEpERAL REGISTER,

§32.32 Special regulations; hig game:
for individual wildlife refuge sreas

Sovrs DAROTA
WAUBAY NATIONAL WILDLIFPE REFUGE

Public hunting of deer on the Waubay
National Wildlife Refuge, 8. Dak., is per-
mitted from November 29, 1989, through
December 7, 1969, only on the area desig-
nated by signs as open to hunting. This
area, comprising 4,591 acres, is deline-
ated on a map available at refuse
headquarters, Waubay, S. Dak,, and from
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport
Fisheries and Wildlife, Federal Building
Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, Minn, 55111,
Hunting shall be in accordance with al
applicable State regulations covering the
hunting of deer,

The provisions of this special reguls-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge aress
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32
and are effective through December ¥
1969.

RoBERT R. JOHNSON,
Refuge Manager, Waubay Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, Wau-
bay, S. Dak.

JoLy 29, 1969,

[PR. Doc. 69-0121; Filed, Aug. 4, 1969
8:45 am.)
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service
[ 50 CFR Parts 32, 331

HUNTING AND FISHING ON CERTAIN
REFUGES

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
the authority vested in the Secretary of
the Interior by the Migratory Bird Con-
servation Act of February 18, 1929, as
amended (45 Stat. 1222; 16 US.C. 715),
and the Endangered Species Preservation
Act of October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 926, 16
US.C. 668aa), it is proposed to amend
50 CFR 32,11, 32.21, 32.31, and 334 by
the addition of Browns Park National
Wildlife Refuge, Colo,, to the list of areas
open to the hunting of migratory game
birds; Browns Park National Wildlife
Refuge, Colo., and UL Bend National
Wildlife Refuge, Mont., to the list of
areas open to the hunting of upland
game; Holla Bend National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Ark., Bitter Lake National Wildlife
Refuge, N. Mex., and UL Bend National
Wildlife Refuge, Mont., to the list of
areas open to the hunting of big game;
and UL Bend National! Wildlife Refuge,
Mont., to the list of areas open to sport
fishing,

It has been determined that the regu-
Iated hunting of upland game, big game,
and migratory game birds, and sport
fishing may be permitted as deslgnated
on the above refuges without detriment
to the objectives for which the areas were
established,

It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, whenever practicable, to
afford the public an opportunity to par-
ticlpate in the rulemaking process. Ac-
cordingly, interested persons may submit
Written comments, suggestions, or ob-
Jections, with respect to this proposed
imendment, to the Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisherles and Wildlife, Washing-
ton, D.C, 20240, within 30 days of the
date of publication of this notice in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

1. Section 32,11 is amended b the fol-
lowing addition: %

§32.11 Lix of o o
A n areas: mi
gzame hirds, 5 s idan <2
-4 e . » -
Cororano
B

fOWns Park National Wildlife Refuge.
y . . .

2. Section 32.1 is .
lowing addition: amended by the fol

§ 32'2'“?"5" of open areas: upland
- P . . .
Coronano
a’f’."'“ Park Natfonal Wildiife Refuge,
. . . &

MONTANA
UL Bend National Wildlife Refuge,
- - L - -

3. Section 32.31 is amended by the fol-
lowing addition:

§ 32.31 Listof open areas: big game.
- . - » »
ARKANSAS
Holla Bend National Wildlife Refuge.
» . - » -
MONTANA
UL Bend Natlonal Wildlife Refuge,
- - - - »

New Mzexico
Bitter Lake National Wildlife Refuge.”

4. Section 33.4 Is amended by the fol-
lowing addition:

§ 33.4 List of open arcas; sport fishing,
» - . » -
MOoNTANA

UL Bend Natlonal Wildlife Refuge.
. . - » [ D

ApeaM V., TUNISON,
Acting Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife.
Jury 30, 1889,

|[P.R, Doc. 69-8144; Filed, Aug. 4,
8:47na.m.|

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service

[7 CFR Parts 1001, 1002, 1003,
1004, 1015, 10161
[Dogket Nos. AO-14-Ad46 et al.]

MILK IN MASSACHUSETTS-RHODE
ISLAND -NEW HAMPSHIRE AND
CERTAIN OTHER MARKETING
AREAS

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-
tions on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreements
and to Orders

1060;

Marketing aren

T70FR Dockst No.
Part

1001 Massschusetts- Rhode Island-

Now lluxn{nhlm.

AO-14-As5,

1002 New York-Now Jersoy........ AO-71-A88,

1003 Washington, D.C. coe AO-NS-A2
1004 Dolawaro Valley, wee AO-100-A42,
1016 Connectieut........... wee AO-306-A23,
1010 Upper Chesapedks Bay....... AO-312-A10.

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of

marketing agreements and marketing
orders (7T CFR Part 900), notice is hereby
glven of the filing with the Hearing
Clerk of this recommended decision with
respect to proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreements and to
the orders regulating the handling of
milk in each of the marketing areas here-
tofore specified.

Interested parties may file written ex-
ceptions to this decision with the Hear-
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, by the
10th day after publication of this deci-
sion in the FeperaL REGISTER. The excep-
tions should be filed in quadruplicate. All
written submissions made pursuant to
this notice will be made available for
public inspection at the office of the
Hearing Clerk during regular business
hours (7 CFR 1.27 (b) ).

Preliminary Statement. The hearing
on the record of which the proposed
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, to
the tentative marketing agreements and
to the orders, as amended, were formu-
lated, was conducted at New York, N.Y,,
on June 16-17, 1969, pursuant to notice
thereof which was izssued on Maw28 and
June 4, 1969 (34 F.R, 8709; 9035),

The material issues on the record of
the hearing relate to:

1. Modification of the specified Class I
price under each of the respective orders
to continue the existing interregional
price alignment;

2. Modification of the butterfat differ-
entials under the respective orders; and

3. An Increase in the maximum allow-
able rate of payment for expense of
administration under the New York-New
Jersey order.

Findings and conclusions, The follow-
ing findings and conclusions on the
material issues are based on evidence
presented at the hearing and the record
thereof:

1. Modification of the specified Class
I price under each order. The Class I
pricing provisions under the Massachu-
setts-Rhode Island-New Hampshire, New
York-New Jersey, Delaware Valley, and
Connecticut orders should be modified
to provide that the Class I price for the
month shall be the specified price under
each such order plus any amount by
which the average price per hundred-
weight for manufacturing grade milk
f.0.b. plants In Wisconsin and Minnesota,
as reported by the Department for the
preceding month, on & 3.5 percent but-
terfat basls, exceeds $4.33. In addition,
all of the language of the inactivated eco-
nomic formula under each such order
should be deleted.

Because the Class I price under both
the Upper Chesapeake Bay and Wash-
ington, D.C., orders is established by a
specified adjustment of the Delaware
Valley Class I price, no change is needed
in these two orders to accomplish the end
here determined appropriate,
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The New York-New England Coopera-
tive Coordinating Committee, represent-
ing 18 of the principal cooperatives with
membership among producers supplying
the New York-New Jersey and/or New
England Federal order markets, proposed
that the Class I price under each of the
six northeastern Federal orders be
“floored” in its relationship with the ef-
fective Class I price under the Chicago
Reglonal order. The proposal had as Its
purpose to continue the precise inter-
regional Class I price alignment estab-
lished by the Department in general
price actions taken under all orders on
January 1 this year and during the preyi-
ous 3 years in an effort to halt declining
milk production nationally. Pennmarva
Dairymen's Cooperative Federation, Inc.,
the member cooperatives of which repre-
sent producers primarily assoclated with
the Delaware Valley, Upper Chesapeake
Bay and Washington, D.C., markets, pro-
posed further that, for such markets
only, the intent of the Coordinating
Committee's proposal be implemented
through a bracketing scheme whereby
the presently specified Class I prices
would be adjusted in 20-cent increments
to reflect increases in the Minnesota-
Wisconsin pay price above $4.33 (3.5 per-
cent butterfat basis).

Milk production has been declining
throughout the country since early 1965.
In an effort to stabilize production, the

t in the Interim period has
taken a number of price actions on a
national basis both under the Federal
order and price support programs. The
most recent of such actions with respect
to Federal orders were taken Septem-
ber 15, 1968, and January 1, 1969,

Official notice is taken of the decision
of the Acting Secretary issued on Sep-
tember 6, 1968 (33 F.R. 12849) increas-
ing the specified Class I prices under the
northeastern orders by 24 cents, It was
there found “* * * Such action is neces-
gary to effect price increases to producers
under the northeastern orders compa-
rable with price increases effected under
orders in the North Central region gen-
erally on July 1 and thus restore the in-
terregional price alignment which has
been maintained through the several
emergency Class I price actions which
have been initiated on a national basis
during the past several years in an effort
to stem the decline in milk production
nationally.

“Federal milk orders outside the
Northeast employ manufacturing milk
values as a basic price to which a speci-
fied differential is added to arrive at the
Class I price. The differential varies as
between markets to the end that the
variation in price as between markets
generally reflects the difference in trans-
portation costs in moving milk from the
Minnesota-Wisconsin alternative supply
area. The northeastern orders, on the
other hand, have over an extended pe-
riod of years employed economic type
pricing formulas for the purpose of
establishing Class I prices.

*“Milk production in the United States
has been declining since 1965, This de-
cline in production has reflected an ac-
celerated decline in the number of dairy
farmers and dairy cattle and is attribut-

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

able to factors such as high prices for
cull cattle, better retums from alterna~
tive farm enterprises, more attractive off -
farm opportunities for Iabor, increased
costs of farm labor and equipment, and
increased taxes and interest rates,

“In an effort to stem the downward
trend in milk production, the Depart-
ment has taken a series of price actions
during the period 1966, 1967, and 1968,
under both the dairy price support pro-
gram and the Federal milk order pro-
gram. However, the changes in price sup-
port levels, flooring of the basic (manu-
facturing milk) price and/or specified
changes in the differentials over the ba-
sie price, which procedures have been
employed to raise Class I prices generally
under Federal orders outside the North-
east, have not been applicable under the
northeastern orders. In an effort to ex-
tend identical price adjustments to the
northeastern markets, the Department
{nitially “floored"” certain of the factors
in the respective formulas above their
then current levels and in subsequent
acts inactivated the formulas entirely in
favor of specified prices * * *.”

Official notice is also taken of the
termination order issued by the Under
Secretary on December 26, 1968, remov-
ing the "April 1969" termination date of
the applicable Class I pricing provisions
in all Federal orders.

It was there found with respect to
each of the orders that "“The termination
order is necessary to reflect current mar-
keting conditions and to maintain order-
ly marketing conditions in the marketing
area. Dalry farmers need assurance now
that their income will be maintained so
that they ean plan their dfiry opera-
tions, These actions also will assure an
adequate [milk] supply for consumers.

*“The termination order will continue
indefinitely certain Class I pricing pro-
vizsions now due to expire April 30, 1969.”

Official notice is taken of the publica-
tion “Milk Production” issued by the U.S,
Department of Agriculture, Statistical
Reporting Service, for the months of May
and June 1969, Milk production na-
tionally in the first 6 months of 1969 de-
clined 1.2 billion pounds and was 19
percent below the corresponding period
of 1968, This compares with a production
decline of 1.1 billion pounds for the year
1967 and 1.5 billion pounds for the year
1968, 1 and 1.3 percent, respectively.

For the first 8 months of 1869, milk
production in the 12 northeastern States
from Maine through Virginia, which con-
stitute the milkshed for the six north-
eastern markets, totaled 132 billion
pounds, sbout one-half percent below
production of the same period of 1968.
Milk production in these States in 1067
was 1.4 percent below that of 1966, and
1?)6'11“8 was 2.2 percent below that of
1 5

While the decline in milk production
in the Northeast appears to have slowed
in relation to the rate of decline in pro-
duction nationally, it is still too early
to conclude that the critical production
situation in this area has been abated.
The Northeast is a most important area
of milk n. More than 32 percent
of all the milk marketed under Federal

orders is associated with the six markets
here under consideration. Similarly, al-
most 34 percent of all producers whose
milk is priced under Federal regulation
are associated with these markets,

Under the existing fixed prices, pro-
ducers in the northeastern markets haye
recelved none of the Class I price In-
crease which producers in all regulated
markets outside of the Northeast have
realized by virtue of the recent advance-
ment of the Minnesota-Wisconsin pay
price above the $4.33 floor. The increases
in purchase prices for butter and Ched-
dar cheese under the price support pro-
gram made effective April 1 and 2, 1969,
to return the price for milkfat in farm-
separated cream to the required 75 per-
cent level, while not changing the gen-
eral level of the support price for manu-
facturing grade milk, have been a factor
in the increases in manufactured milk
pay prices as reflected in the Minnesota-
Wisconsin pay price series.

In April, the Minnesota-Wisconsin pay
price (3.5 percent butterfat basis) in-
creased to $4.34, 1 cent above the $4.33
floor specified in the basic formula price
provided in all Federal orders outside
the Northeast. This resulted in a 1
cent increase In the May Class I price
for all markets outside the Northesst
Similarly, a further increase of 3 cents
in the Minnesota-Wisconsin pay price in
the month of May increased the June
Class I price in all markets outside ihe
Northeast by 4 cents in their relationship
with northeastern prices. Official notice
is taken of the $4.39 June Minnesota-
Wisconsin pay price as announced by the
Department (6 cents above the $4.33
floor). This increased price has further
deteriorated the previously established
interregional price relationship with the
markets outside the northeast.

It is not clear at this time what further
increases in the Minnesota-Wisconsin
pay price may occur through the remaln-
der of the marketing year. It is not-nee-
essary, however, for purposes of this
decision, to know precisely what level the
Minnesota-Wisconsin pay price might
ultimately reach. Similar price increasts
to those being experienced by producers
in Federal order markets outside the
Northeast for the months of May, Juns
and July would have enhanced produc-
ers’ returns in the six markets by almost
a miltion dollars. Even if there were 10
further increases in manufacturing mik
values, the total loss of income to north-
eastern producers for the remainder of
the marketing year, for any lack of ac-
tion on the basis of this record, would b¢
extremely high. 3

If the general level of milk production
is to be maintained, it is essential that
dairy farmers in the Northeast cm:{:uu‘-’
to have assurance that their price will b
increased to the same extent as that of
dairy farmers outside the Northesst
The continuing spiral in production
costs, the critical labor situation, and the
attractive alternative job opporiunities
available to northeastern dairy farmess
make the proposed price increase appro
priate at this time to maintain the cof-
fidence of northeastern dairymen
dairying.
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To accomplish this, the orders should
be amended to provide that the specified
Class I prices in each order be increased
each month by any amount by which
the Minnesota-Wisconsin pay price, as
reported by the Department on a 3.5
percent butterfat basis, for the preced-
ing month, exceeded $4.33,

While Pennmarva Federation proposed
that any price increases be accomplished
through a bracketing scheme, such a
procedure cannot accommodate the end
here sought, The level of the Minnesota-
Wisconsin pay price eannot at this time
be reliably forecast either with respect
to its ultimate level or on a month-to-
month basis, We know of no method of
bracketing which could achieve the ob-
jective of providing the same increase
each month in the Northeast as applies
in other markets.

The order prices in all markets out-
side the Northeast adjust each month
to reflect the precise change in the
Minnesota-Wisconsin pay price above
$4.33, If Interregional price alignment is
to be maintained, the same procedure
appropriately must apply under the
northeastern orders. The purpose of the
price change in northeastern markets is
not different from that in other regulated
markets over the nation, It is intended
that producers In all markets recelve
similar treatment in consideration of the
overall objective and the method adopted
Is best designed to achieve this objec-
tive. The proposal for the adoption of a
bracketing scheme at this time there-
fore is denied.

The structure of the Class I pricing
provisions as contained in the Massa-
chusetts-Rhode Island-New Hampshire
and Connecticut orders is such that one
not intimately familiar with the details
of the order is required to read through
and assimilate very lengthy provisions
only to find at the end that the several
brovisions of the pricing formula have no
current application and that the effec-
tive price is, in fact, a specified price. It
Is desirable to simplify such provisions
for better public understanding.

In this regard also attention is called
to the June 25, 1968, decision of the
Under Secretary denying a New York-
lgew England Cooperative Coordinating

ommittee request for the adoption of
4 common Class I economic formula and
Providing for a 10-cent upward adjust-
Tent of the specified New York-New

ersey Class I price to provide more ap-
Propriate alignment with the Class I
g:ce In the New England Federal order
s«:’kcw. Among other things, the Under
5 tetary concluded in such decision, of-
. al notice of which is taken: “Clearly
co:fxzum to formula pricing at this time
% Dot serve the interest of either pro-

CErs or consumers to the degree that

! bresent fixed prices afford * * *
tion * Contrary to proponents' posi-
e vb‘:s'-‘ present basis of fixed pricing is
stabin ! way of implementing market
ainty L2 this period of great uncer-
and o Vit respect to future production
the mope mption trends. Appropriately,
reconaer OF & pricing formula should be

ered at a future hearing after
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marketing conditions have stabilized suf-
ficient to permit a longer range decision
than is now possible.” Such formulas
could not appropriately be reactivated
in existing form.

While such decision related to
the Massachusetts-Rhode Island-New
Hampshire, Connecticut, and New York-
New Jersey markets in particular, the ob-
vious need for maintaining price align-
ment throughout the Northeast would
dictate reconsideration of the Delaware
Valley formula in the event any revised
formula were developed for the former
markets. Consequently, the Delaware
Valley economic formula is not necessary
at this time.

In light of the above, the present pro-
visions setting forth the details of a pric-
ing formula in the respective orders serve
no useful purpose and, In fact, impede
clear understanding of the present pric-
ing scheme. Accordingly, the now obso-
lete language of the respective inacti-
vated pricing formulas should be deleted.

2. Modification of Butterfat Differen-
tials. The provisions of the six northeast-
ern orders should be modified to provide
producer and handler (where applicable)
butterfat differentials computed on the
basis of the average daily wholesale sell-
ing price of butter in the New York City
market, as reported by the Department
for the perlod from the 16th day of the
preceding month through the 15th day
of the current month, multiplied by
0.115, and rounded to the nearest even
one-tenth cent.

The two New England orders and the
New York-New Jersey order each pro-
vide only & producer butterfat differen-
tial, Under these orders, differential but-
terfat in Class I or Class II has identical
value and, hence, it s unnecessary to
equalize the value of differential butter-
fat through the pool. Handlers account
to the pool for each hundredweight of
milk received in accordance with its use
as either Class I or Class II at the an-
nounced class prices without adjust-
ment for butterfat content. In making
payment to each producer, the applicable
blended price is adjusted by the butter-
fat differential to reflect the value of
milk at the test received from such pro-
ducer. Under each of these orders, the
butterfat differential is based on the
identical butter price herein proposed for
use under each of the six orders. Such
price, however, currently is multiplied
by 0.120 and rounded to the nearest
even one-tenth cent under Order 2, and
to the nearest one-tenth cent under Or-
ders 1 and 15.

Thus, while the three orders employ
the same butter price for computing a
butterfat differential, the procedure of
rounding the resulting price can and does
result at times in different butterfat dif-
ferentials and, hence, a different cost to
handlers as between the markets for
skim milk and butterfat, respectively,

Because the other three orders (Dela-
ware Valley, Upper Chesapeake Bay and
Washington, D.C.) provide different but-
terfat values for Class I milk as compar-
ed to Class II milk, the value of differ-
ential butterfat must be equalized
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through the pool, Each order provides
for the computation of a Class I butterfat
differential based on the Philadelphia
cream price with provision that the re-
sulting value be not less than the Class
II differential (computed in an identi-
cal manner as the producer butterfat
differential under Orders 1 and 15). The
procedure for such computation varies,
however, to the end that there can be a
difference of more than one-half cent in
the differential as between Delaware
Valley and Upper Chesapeake Bay or
Washington, D.C.

With respect to the producer butterfat
differential, both Upper Chesapeake Bay
and Washington, D.C., provide for a
welghted average of the Class I and Class
II differentials rounded to the nearest
cent, while Delaware Valley uses the
Class I differential rounded to the nearest
cent,

Proponents pointed out that the vary-
ing differentials as among the orders cre-
ate a variety of values for skim milk and
butterfat among the markets despite the
fact that class prices are generally
aligned for milk of 3.5 percent test,
Hence, handler costs as between orders
are different despite the fact that the
basi¢ prices are essentially the same.
They held that true price alignment
could be achieved only if the butterfat
differential as between the orders were
the same,

Proponents further suggested that the
increased mobility of milk and dairy
products makes it necessary that price
alignment be maintained not only as be-
tween markets in the Northeast but also
with markets in other regions. To this
end, they proposed the use of the Chi-
cago butter price as a basis of comput-
ing butterfat differentials, pointing out
that most other markets under regula-
tion use this price in computing their
butterfat differentials.

In further support of their proposal,
proponents pointed out that under the
present differentials, handler costs for
butterfat are, in fact, greater than the
value of the resulting butter which can
be produced. A lowering of the butterfat
differential in the manner proposed
would result in a more equitable pricing
for both butterfat and skim milk.

Notwithstanding proponents’ general
position, it is not possible to fully achieve
the end they seek. In most regulated
markets the Class I butterfat differen-
tials are based on the preceding month's
butter values and the Class IT differen-
tinls are based on the current month's
butter values. This procedure reflects
handlers’ desire to know as early as pos-
sible in the month their cost for Class
I milk, on the one hand, and the need
to have Class II milk priced in relation
to the current milk product values, on
the other. Because Orders 1, 2, and 15
do not equalize differential butterfat
through the pool, it {5 not possible to
fully achieve this end.

Although proponents generally agreed
on the overall proposal, the Order 1
members of the Coordinating Committee
were quite positive in their view that the
applicable butterfat differential under
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Order 1 must be known by the 26th day
of the month In order that advance pay-
ment to producers can be completed on
schedule. To accommodate this end, it
was proposed that, for Order 1 only, the
butterfat differential be computed on the
basis of dally butter prices from the 26th
day of the preceding morth through the
25th day of the current month,

Pennmarva Federation also asked for
a modification of the Coordinating Com-
mittee’s proposal in that they supported
a rounding of the producer butterfat
differential to the nearest even one-tenth
ecent, This, they held, was necessary in
order to accommodate payment through
their present computer equipment.

At the present time, the Chicago but-
ter price is reported by the Department
on a monthly basis, The New York butter
price, on the other hand, is reported for
the period from the 16th day of the pre-
ceding month to the 15th day of the
current month. Because butter prices
normally approximate the announced
support purchase prices, it does not ap-
pear necessary at this time to develop
a new reporting series to accommodate
the calculation of a butterfat differential
under Order 1. The end proponents seek
can be achieved in large measure by the
use of the same butter value now used In
the computation of the present differen-
tials under Orders 1, 2, and 15. A lowering
of the factor from 120 to 115 will provide
more appropriate butterfat and skim
milk values, In addition, the rounding
of the differential to the nearest even
one-tenth cent will accommodate the
problems of checkwriting under Orders,
3, 4 and 16. With these modifications,
proponents' proposal should be adopted
as a means of providing better price
alignment as among the orders here un-
der consideration and with order prices
in other regions.

3. Expense of Administration. The
maximum allowable rate of expense of
administration under Order 2 should be
increased to 4 cents. Such payment
should continue to be applicable to the
total quantity of pool milk received by
the handler from dairy farmers at plants
or from farms in a unit operated by the
handler directly or at the instance of a
cooperative assoclation of producers,

The Act requires that handlers shall
pay the cost of operating an order
through an assessment on milk handled.
The present maximum allowable rate
of payment of 2 cents per hundred-
weight has not provided sufficient funds
in the last several years to cover the
administrative expenses necessarily in-
curred by the market administrator
and, in addition, to maintain a reason-
able operating reserve,

Experience in the operation of Fed-
eral orders generally has-shown the
need for maintaining an operating bal-
ance in the administrative fund suffi-
clent to cover about 8§ months’ normal
expenses. This reflects 6 months' oper-
ating costs which is the approximate
time which would be required to com-
plete audits and close out the office in
the event the order should be withdrawn
or terminated. The remainder of the
balance in such circumstances would

FEDERAL
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be needed for severance pay for the em-
ployees involved.

For each of the years between 1961
and 1967, the operating balance at the
beginning of the year was equivalent to
between 89 and 9.8 months' average
expenditure during the year. In 1968 the
operating balance at the beginning of
the year provided less than 8 months’
cost of operation for the year and at
this time is below 6 months' estimated
costi.

Beginning in 1966, actual expendi-
tures have exceeded income each year.
The estimated expenditures for the cur-
rent year exceed estimated income by
$545,000. This is more than double the
amount by which expenses exceeded in-
come in 1968,

While handlers expressed concern at
the proposal to double the allowable
rate of payment, it must be recognized
that the rate here being established is
a maximum rate only. The actual rate
will be set at such lesser rate as is esti-
mated necessary to cover expenses and
maintain the reserve to an estimated 9
months’ operating cost. It is the policy
of the Department to expend only those
funds prudently necessary to properly
administer the order. If at any time
the reserve fund should exceed that
deemed necessary, the effective rate
would, of course, be reduced.

Other order changes not specifically
discussed in this decision remove obso-
lete language or are conforming changes
necessary to accommodate the an-
nouncement by the market administra-
tor of prices in accordance with the con-
clusions hereinbefore set forth.

RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND
CONCLUSIONS

Briefs and proposed findings and con-
clusions were filed on behalf of certain
interested parties. These briefs, pro-
posed findings and conclusions and the
evidence in the record were carefully
considered in making the findings and
conclusions set forth above. To the ex-
tent that the suggested findings and
conclusions filed by interested parties
were inconsistent with the findings and
conclusions set forth herein, the request
to make such findings or reach such con-
clusions are denied for the reasons pre-
viously stated in this decision.

GENERAL FINDINGS

The findings and determinations here-
inafter set forth are supplementary and
in addition to the findings and determi-
nations previously made in connection
with the issuance of each of the afore-
said orders and of the previously issued
amendments thereto; and all of said
previous findings and determinations
are hereby ratified and affirmed, except
insofar as such findings and determina-
tions may be in conflict with the find-
ings and determinations set forth herein.
The following findings are hereby made
with respect to each of the aforesaid
orders:

(a) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, and all of the terms and

conditions thereof, will tend to effeclunte
the declared policy of the Act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act
are not reasonable In view of the price of
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and
other economic conditions which affect
market supply and demand for milk in
the marketing area, and the minimum
prices specified in the proposed market-
ing agreements and the orders, as hercby
proposed to be amended, are such prices
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in-
sure & sufficient quantity of pure and
wholesome milk, and be in the public
interest; and

(¢) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, will regulate the han-
dling of milk in the same manner as, and
will be applicable only to persons in the
respective classes of industrial and com-
mercial activity specified in, a market-
ing agreement upon which a hearing has
been held.

RECOMMENDED MARKETING AGREEMENT AND
ORDER AMENDING THE ORDENS

The following order amending the or-
ders as amended regulating the handling
of milk in the specified marketing areas
is recommended as the detailed and ap-
propriate means by which the foregoing
conclusions may be carried out, The ree-
ommended marketing agreement is not
included in this decision because the reg-
ulatory provisions thereof would be the
same as those contained in the order, a8
hereby proposed to be amended:

PART 1001—MILK IN  MASSA-
CHUSETTS-RHODE  ISLAND-NEW
HAMPSHIRE MARKETING AREA

1. In §1001.32, paragraph (j) Is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 1001.32 Duties.

(j) He shall publicly announce (by
posting in a conspicuous place in his of-
fice and by such other means as he deems
appropriate) :

(1) By the 5th day of the month:

(1) The Class I price for the current
month;

(ii) The Class IT price for the preceding
month, as computed under § 1001.61:

(2) By the 13th day of each month,
the zone blended prices resulting frod
the adjustment of the basic blended
price for the preceding month, as com-
puted under § 1001.65, by the zone differ-
entials contained in § 1001.62(d) ;

(3) By the 25th day of each month the
butterfat differential computed purs¥
ant to § 1001.71(b) ; and

(4) Whenever required for purpose
assigning receipts from other chcrgl
order plants under § 1001.56(b), his &5
mate of the utilization (to the nears
whole percentage) in each class during
the month of butterfat and siim m:=
respectively, in producer milk of all han
dlers. Such estimate shall be based UP%
the most current available data and
be final for such purpose. sl

2. Section 1001.60 is revised 10
as follows:
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£1001.60 Class I price.

The Class I price per hundredweight
of milk containing 3.5 percent butterfat,
for the month, at plants located in zone
21, shall be $6.91 plus any amount by
which the average price per hundred-
weight for manufacturing grade milk
{.0b. plants in Wisconzin and Minnesota,
as reported by the US. Department of
Agriculture for the preceding month, on
a 35 percent butterfat basis, exceeds
$4.33.

3. Section 1001.66 is revised to read as
follows:

£§1001.66 Faclors used in formulas.

If, for any reason, a price specified in
this part for use in computing class
prices or for other purposes is not re-
ported or published in the manner
described in this part, the market ad-
ministrator shall use one determined by
the Secretary to be equivalent to the
price which Is specified.

4. In §1001.71, paragraph (b) is re-
vised to read as follows:

§1001.71 Buuterfat differential.

(b) Multiply by 0.115 and round to
the nearest even one-tenth cent the
simple average of the daily wholesale
selling prices per pound (using the mid-
point of any price range as one price)
reported during the period between the
16th day of the preceding month and
the 15th day inclusive of the current
month by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture for Grade A (92-score) bulk

Creamery butter in the New York City
market,

PART 1002—MILK IN NEW YORK-
NEW JERSEY MARKETING AREA

L In §1002.22, paragraph (m) is re-
Vised to read as follows:

§1002.22

Duties,
- - » » -
(m) On or before the date specified. or
the next succeeding work day in any
month in which such date Is a Sunday

Or holiday, publicly announce the
Tollowing:
{1) The 5th day of each month:

1) The Class I price for the current
month and the Class IT price for the
;;recef’ung month computed pursuant to
',11000...50, both as applicable at the 201-
2 ‘ -mlle zone and at the 1-10-mile zone;

i) The butterfat differential for the
breceding month computed pursuant to
§1002.81:

Ui The simple average of the dally
:hm‘f-’?““‘ selling price per pound (using
« ﬂe\mldpolm of any price range as one
X glet' 'eported by the US. Depart-
e g{ Agriculture for Grade A or 92-
o ulk creamery butter in New York

{h Or the perlod between the 16th day
15t e se?ond p month and the
wmtfn inclusive of the preceding
oo o et P L

ac g de milk,
Ob, plants in Wisconsin andg{dalnnwota-
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as reported by the US. Department of
Agriculture for the preceding month;

(v) The simple average of the dafly
wholesale selling prices (using the mid-
point of any price range as one price of
Grade A (92-score) bulk creamery butter
per pound at Chicago, as reported by the
US. Department of Agriculture for the
preceding month.

(vi) The weighted nverage of carlot
prices per pound for nonfat dry milk
solids, spray process, for human con-
sumption, f.0.b. manufacturing plants in
the Chicago area, as published by the
U.S. Department of Agriculture for the
period from the 26th day of the second

preceding month through the 25th day -

of the preceding month.

(2) The 15th day of each month, the
uniform price for the preceding month *
pursuant to § 1002.71 applicable at the
201-210-mile zone and at the 1-10-mile
zone pursuant to § 1002.82.

2. In §1002.50, paragraph (b) is re-
voked and the designation “(b)" is re-
served for future assignment; paragraph
(a) is revised; and the remaining para-
graphs are unchanged, Section 1002.50,
as revised, reads as follows:

§ 1002.50 Class prices,

- L - » »

(a) For Class I-A milk the price each
month shall be $6.73 plus any amount by
which the average price per hundred-
weight for manufacturing grade milk
f.ob, plants in Wisconsin and Minne-
sota, as reported by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the preceding
month, on a 3.5 percent butterfat basis,
exceeds $4.33,

(b) [Reserved]

§ 1002.81 [Amended]

3. The provision “0.120" as it appears
in § 1002.81 is revoked and the provision
“0.115" is substituted thereat.

§ 1002.90 [Amended]

4. The provision “2 cents” as it appears
in § 1002.90 is revoked and the provision
4 cents” is substituted thereat.

PART 1003—MILK IN WASHINGTON,
D.C., MARKETING AREA

1. Section 1003.51 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 1003.51

dlers,

For milk containing more or less than
3.6 percent butterfat, the applicable class
price pursuant to § 1003.50 shall be in-
creased or decreased, respectively, for
each one-fenth of 1 percent butterfat
by a butterfat differential computed as
follows: Multiply by 0.115 and round to
the nearest even one-tenth cent the sim-
ple average of the dally wholesale sell-
ing prices per pound (using the midpoint
of any price range as one price) reported
during the period between the 16th day
of the preceding month and the 15th day
inclusive of the current month by the
US. Department of Agriculture for

Bunterfat differential 10 han-
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Grade A (92-score) bulk creamery butter
in the New York City market.

2. Section 1003.81 is revised to read as
follows:

§1003.fl Producer butterfat differen-
tia

In making payments pursuant to
§ 1003.80 (&) or (b) the uniform price
shall be adjusted for each one-tenth of
1 percent of butterfat content in the
milk of each producer sbove or below
3.5 percent, as the case may be, by a
butterfat differential as computed pur-
suant to § 1003.51.

PART 1004—MILK IN DELAWARE
VALLEY MARKETING AREA

1. In § 1004.22, paragraph (J) is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 1004.22 Duties.

(J) On or before the date specified,
publicly announce by posting in a con-
spicuous place in his office and by such
other means as he deems appropriate,
the following:

(1) The 5th day of each month:

(1) The Class I price for the current
month computed pursuant to § 1004.50
a);

(ii) The Class II price computed pur-
suant to § 100450(b) and the handler
butterfat differential computed pursuant
to §1004.51, both for the preceding
month;

(2) The 13th day of each month, the
uniform price(s) computed pursuant to
§§ 1004.71 and 1004.72 and the butter-
fat differential to producers computed
pursuant to § 1004.81, both for the pre-
ceding month,

2. In § 1004.50, paragraph (a) is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 1004.50 Class prices.

(a) Class I milk, The price per hun-
dredwelght of Class I milk shall be $7.17
plus any amount by which the average
price per hundredweight for manufactur-
ing Grade A milk, f.0b. plants in Wis-
consin and Minnesota, as reported by
the Department of Agriculture for the
preceding month on a 3.5 percent but-
terfat basls exceeds $4.33.

3. Bection 1004.51 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 100451

dlers,

For milk containing more or less than
3.5 percent butterfat, the applicable class
price pursuant to § 1004.50 shall be in-
creased or decreased, respectively, for
each one-tenth of a percent butterfat
by a butterfat differential computed as
follows: Multiply by 0.115 and round to
the nearest even one-tenth cent the sim-
ple average of the daily wholesale selling
price per pound (using the midpoint of
any price range as one price) reported
during the period between the 16th day
of the preceding month and the 15th day
inclusive of the current month by the

US. Department of Agriculture for

Butterfat differential to han-
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Grade A (92-score) bulk creamery butter
in the New York City market.

4. Section 1004.81 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 1004.81

ducers.

The uniform price to each producer
shall be increased or decreased for each
one-tenth of 1 percent by which the
average butterfat content of his milk is
above or below 3.5 percent, respectively,
by the butterfat differential computed
pursuant to § 1004.51.

Panr 1015—Mnx 1N CONNECTICUT
MARKETING AREA

1, In §1015.32, paragraph (g) is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 1015.32 Duties.

(g) He shall publicly announce (by

in a conspicuous place in his

office and by such other means as he
deems appropriate) :

(1) By the 5th day of the month:

(i) The Class I price for the current
month;

(ii) The Class II price and butterfat
differential for the preceding month, as
computed under $§ 1015.61 and 1015.71,
respectively:

(2) By the 14th day of each month
the basic uniform price for the preceding
month computed under § 1015.64 and the
zone uniform prices resulting from the
adjustment of the basic uniform price
by the zone price differentials under
§ 1015.62; and

(3) Whenever required for purpose of
assigning receipts from other Federal
order plants pursuant to § 1015.55(¢) (2),
his estimate of the utilization (to the
nearest whole percentage) in each class
during the month of skim milk and but-
terfat, respectively, in producer milk of
all handlers. Such estimate shall be based
upon the most current available data and
shall be final for such purpose.

2. Section 1015.60 is revised to read as
follows: :

§ 1015.60 Class I price.

The Class I price per hundredwelght
of milk containing 3.5 percent butterfat,
for the month, at plants located in the
nearby plant zone under § 10156.62, shall
be $7.31 plus any amount by which the
average price per hundredwelght for
manufacturing grade milk, f.o.b, plants
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture
for the preceding month on a 3.5 percent
butterfat basis, exceeds $4.33,

3. Bection 1015.65 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 1015.65 Fuaclors used in formulas,

If, for any reason, a price specified in
this part for use in computing class prices
or for other purposes is not reported or
published in the manner described in
this part, the market administrator shall
use one determined by the Secretary to

Butterfat differential to pro-
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be equivalent to the price which is
specified

4, Secilon 101571 1s revised to read as
follows:

§ 1015.71 Butterfat differential.

In making the payments to producers
and cooperative associations required
under § 1015.70 or for overages under
§ 1015.63(d), each handler shall add or
subtract for each one-tenth of 1 percent
that the average butterfat content of
milk received from producers or the over-
age is above or below 3.5 percent, respec-
tively, an amount per hundredweight
which shall be computed by the market
administrator as follows: Multiply by
0.115 and round to the nearest even one-
tenth cent the simple average of the daily
wholesale selling prices per pound (using
the midpoint of any price range as one
price) reported during the period be-
tween the 16th day of the preceding
month and the 15th day inclusive of the
current month by the US. Department
of Agriculture for Grade A (92-score)
bulk creamery buiter in the New York
City market.

PART 1016—MILK IN UPPER CHESA-
PEAKE BAY (MARYLAND) MAR-
KETING AREA

1. Section 1016.51 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 1016.51

dlers.

For milk containing more or less than
3.5 percent butterfat, the applicable
class prices pursuant to § 1016,50 shall
be increased or decreased, respectively,
for each one-tenth of 1 percent butter-
fat by a butterfat differential computed
as follows: Multiply by 0.115 and round
to the nearest even one-tenth cent the
simple average of the daily wholesale
selling price per pound (using the mid-
point of any price range as one price),
reported during the period between the
16th day of the preceding month and the
15th day inclusive of the cwrrent month
by the Department of Agriculture for
Grade A (92-score) bulk creamery butter
in the New York City market.

2, Section 101681 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 1016.81

In making payments pursuant to
§1016.80 (&) or (b) the uniform prices
shall be adjusted for each one-tenth of
1 percent of butterfat content in the
milk of each producer above or below
3.5 percent, as the case may be, by a
butterfat differential as computed pur-
suant to § 1016.51.

Signed at Washington,
August 1, 1969.
Joun C, BLum,

Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.

[P.R, Doc, 60-9200; Filed, Aug. 4, 1069;
8:49 am.)
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[7 CFR Part 11031
[Docket No, AO-846-A10]

MILK IN THE MISSISSIPPI
MARKETING AREA

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-
tions on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreement
and to Order

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag-
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601 et seq,),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marketing
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby
given of the filing with the Hearing Clerk
of this recommended decision with re-
spect to proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreement and or-
der regulating the handling of milk In
the Mississippi marketing area. Inter-
ested parties may file written exceptions
to this decision with the Hearing Clerk,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20250, by the 15th day after
publication of this decision in the Feo-
ERAL REGISTER, The exceptions should be
filed in quadruplicate. All written sub-
missions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk
during regular business hours (7 CFR
1.27(b)).

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The hearing on the record of which the
proposed amendments, as hereinafter
set forth, to the tentatlve marketing
agreement and to the order as amended,
were formulated, was conducted at Jack-
son, Miss,, on March 25 and 26, 1989,
pursuant to notice thereof which was Is-
sued March 5, 1969 (34 F.R. 5020).

The material issues on the record of
the hearing relate to:

1. Whether the Mississippi counties
of George, Greene, Hancock, Harrison,
Jackson, Pearl River, and Stone should
be included in the marketing area

2. What location adjustments should
apply to class prices and uniform prices
at plants in the counties proposed to be
added to the marketing area.

3. What conditions should apply fof
diversion of a producer’s milk in the
months of December through August.

4. Conforming changes in order pro-
visions.

Fmpines AND CONCLUSIONS

The following findings and conclusions
on the material issues are based on €vl-
dence presented at the hearing and the
record thereof:

1. Marketing area. The Mississipp!
counties of George, Greene, Hancock
Harrison, Jackson, Pearl River, snd
Stone should be added to the regulated
area.
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The seven Mississippl counties pro-
posed for regulation comprise the area
from the Gulf Coast northward to the
main portion of the area now regulated.
On the Gulf Coast the regulation now
applies only to Keesler Air Force Base In
Harrison County.

The proposal for the new area was
made by Dairymen, Inc., a cooperative
whose members comprise about 85 per-
cent of the producers supplying handlers
in the present Mississippl market. Pro-
ponent cooperative contended that the
area is closely linked to the present mar-
keting area in that it depends on essen-
tlally the same suppliers. The claimed
relationship was based mainly on two
grounds: (1) That the majority of the
milk sold in the seven counties is Mis-
sissipp! order milk, and (2) non-Federal
order handlers with plants located in
Alabama who sell In the proposed area
rely significantly on Order No. 103 milk
for supplemental supplies. It was alleged
that lack of Federal order regulation on
some handlers selling in the area
threatens marketing stability for pro-
ducer milk.

Order No. 103 handlers’ route sales
represent about 58 percent of all milk
consumed in the proposed area (other
than Keesler Alr Force Base, which is
tiready under the regulation). The Bor-
den Co. plant at Biloxi and the Bush
Dalry Co. at Laure] are the two Missis-
sippl order plants with significant sales
In the area, The remainder is supplied
largely by two non-Federal order plants
located at Prichard and Mobile, Ala.,
which together account for 42 percent
of the total. Two percent of the sales in
the proposed area is from New Orleans
order plants.

Estimated milk consumption in the
&rea proposed is computed to be 4.2 mil-
Uon pounds monthly, based on a per
capita consumption of 185 pounds an-
nunn! and 1968 population approximat-
ing 273,000 persons. Handlers not regu-
lated by Federal orders indicated
monthly route sales of 1.75 million
Pounds in the seven counties, This quan-
tity Is the 42 percent of total sales previ-
Ously deseribed as made by non-Federal
order handlers.

. The percentage of sales In each county
b{ Order No. 103 handlers was estimated
% the propanent cooperative to be from
2 1o 95 percent based on a recent sales
“g‘?cy. The average of these percentages,
s 5ghted by population in each county,
X 5 percent, The two estimates of sales

Y prdcr No. 103 handlers agree closely.
muhipmfmts of Mississippl order milk

de to one of the non-Federal order
mcllldlors selling In the seven counties are
m“d@‘l the proportion Increases to 67
) &;n. The latter quantity, about
B 0 pounds monthly, shipped to the
Ko Pure Milk Co, at Mobfle, approxi-

the quantity of fluid sales from

the plant into
{55ue here. the Missiesippi countics at

The extension of T
ation is
o mre that the mwmm of pmneeded
ined under the order’s provisions
Drw.not be mdversely affected by the
nice of milk not subject to the or-
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der in an area where such producers,
and the handlers to whom they deliver,
are the majority suppliers. Order No. 103
handlers have the malority of sales in
each of the counties proposed to be
added, but there are large volumes of
milk sold throughout the proposed coun-
ties by handlers not regulated by any
Federal order. There is, therefore, ex-
tensive competition throughout the area
of milk federally regulated and milk
not so regulated.

In these circumstances the integrity
of the uniform price plan of the order
and its objective of maintaining orderly
marketing for producers cannot be ade-
quately assured unless the order is made
applicable to all milk sold in these coun-
ties. Without inclusion of the seven coun-
ties only Order No. 103 handlers would
be subject to the order’s classified pricing
and accounting system while competing
handlers would remain free to obtain
their supplies on & substantially different
pricing basis with significant advantage
in competing for the market.

The two Alabama plants involved in
the subject counties are affected by a
pricing regulation of the State of Ala-
bama. The State regulation lacks, how-
ever, features contained in the Federal
order which are necessary to assure the
needed uniformity of pricing among han-
dlers competing in such counties.

The Alabama regulation is necessarily
limited in scope because its authority ap-
plies only within the State. The regula-
tion cannot require specific prices to be
paid on milk supplies procured from
dairy farmers or plants beyond the
State's boundaries. Its main concern is
with the prices required to be paid by
Alabama handlers to producers in Ala-
bama. After such milk is accounted for
at State order prices and classification,
the handler is free to purchase other milk
or milk products for Class I use without
minimum price requirement. Prices com-
puted for out-of-State producers are
simply recommended or suggested prices,
Consequently, such regulation does not
require complete accountability and pric-
ing for all milk and milk products han-
dled from whatever source, Further, the
Alabama regulation provides special
prices for sales to military bases or
schools which are lower than the regu-
lar Class I prices.

By contrast, the Federal order pro-
vides, among other things: (1) Complete
accounting for all receipts and disposi-
tion by each handler; (2) a single mini-
mum Ciass I price for fluid disposition
to all outlets, whether civilian or mili-
tary; (3) a specific imit on the quantity
of shrinkage which a handler may claim
at the surplus price; and (4) payments
by the handler on any use of other source
(nonproducer) milk for Class I disposi-
tion.

The Prichard and Mobile plants in par-
ticular do not receive their supplies en-
tirely from Alabama producers. One
receives milk from 40 producers in Mis-
sissippi, Other supplies are at times pro-
cured by both plants from other plant
sources outside the State. No minimum

prices are required under the regulatory
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authority for out-of-State purchases.
Further, it is not required that all of
the plant utilization of milk and milk
products be accounted for. Under these
circumstances, there can be no assur-
ance that these non-Federal order dis-
tributors will not have a purchase advan-
tage in the seven counties over handlers
fully regulated by the Mississippl order
who sell there,

Representatives of the Prichard and
Mobile plants opposed the area exten-
slon. Specifically, they objected that by
imposing the regulation on the 20 per-
cent of their sales in the proposed area,
the other 80 percent not in Federal order
territory also would be regulated. This
circumstance, they said, would compli-
cate their procurement of dairy farm
supplies in Alabama which is an area of
relatively short production. They were
particularly concerned that thelr dairy
farmers would receive lower returns if
such plant were fully regulated and con-
sequently would seek other plant outlets,

The area extension also was opposed
by a cooperative which has members
shipping to one of the Alabama handlers,
The reason given was that lower blend
prices for members would be expected
under the order than are now received
from the Alabama handler, The latter
farmers now receive payments under a
voluntary arrangement negotiated be-
tween the cooperative and such handler.

Under the present terms of the Mis-
sissippi order the two plants at Prichard
and Mobile would become fully regulated
by virtue of the extent of their sales in
the seven countles, One of these handlers
has disposition in the area of 400,000
pounds monthly and the other 1.35 mil-
lon pounds, in each case well in excess of
the minimum in-area sales standard of
7,000 pounds daily for pooling.

An alternative standard in the order
for pooling distributing plants is that
at least 20 percent of the handler’s route
disposition must be in the marketing
area. The two Alabama handlers would
not have qualified for full regulation in
all months on this standard although
thelr disposition in the seven counties
may have reached such percentage level
in some months.

Official notice is taken of the decision
of March 11, 1965, concerning the is-
suance of the Mississippl Federal milk
order No. 103 (30 F.R. 3470) in which it
was found that it is necessary that a
plant fully regulated be required to pay
olass prices for a1l milk handled whether
disposed of inside or outside the market-
ing area. The findings and conclusions of
that decision with respect to the Class I
disposition both inside and outside the
marketing area are applicable to the sit-
uation here considered and are adopted
as if set forth in full herein.

It was provided further in such deci-
sion that handlers with some sales in the
marketing area, but less than the amount
required for pooling, should be subject
to partial regulation. Such provisions as
they apply currently are set forth in
§1103.62 and specify alternatives for
computing the order obligation of a han-
dler operating a partially regulated dis-
tributing plant.
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The obligation to the pool of a par-
tially regulated plant applies only with
respect to his Class I disposition In the
marketing area. The handler also has
the alternative of making payment to
his producers at not less than the use
value of his milk computed at the order’s
minimum class prices, Under elther of
these options, the handler pays the ad-
ministrative expense on his Class I sales
in the marketing area. The handler has
also a further alternative of purchasing
Federal order Class I milk in a quantity
to cover his Class I disposition in the
marketing area, as is currently the case
with the handler at Mobile. Under the
latter option the handler has no money
obligation under the order.

The marketing area definition and
pooling standards work jointly in estab-
lishing the scope of the regulation on
plant operations. As previously indicated,
while each of the Alabama plants has
well in excess of the minimum 7,000
pounds daily of Class I route disposition
in the marketing area as proposed to be
extended, its area route sales approxi-
mate the level of 20 percent of monthly
route sales in the marketing area, which
{s the other minimum standard for
pooling.

By removing the first pooling standard,
Le., 7.000 pounds daily, from the order,
both such handlers would be in a posi-
tion, with only small adjustments in sales
levels in the seven counties, either to
meet or to not meet the 20 percent
standard.

Thus, without substantial change in
operations, either of the handlers not
now under regulation could meet the
conditions for a partially regulated han-
dler while, at the same time, a principal
sales area for fully regulated handlers
would be placed under the uniform
price plan. Under present circumstances,
their partial regulation would be suffi-
cient to assure stable marketing condi-
tions within the revised marketing area,

At the same time the effect of regula- .

tion on the procurement and sales of
these handlers for their Alabama mar-
kets would be minimized. The latter
sales, which represent 80 percent of their
fluld disposition and a volume equal to
more than one-fourth of the Class I
milk now in the Mississippi order pool,
are made outside the customary market
for the Mississippl producers who are
under the order.

It is not expected that the modified
pooling provision would change the
status of any plant which is now fully
regulated.

Concerning the objection of the co-
operative which opposed the proposed
area extension, it may be pointed out
that the voluntary arrangement for pro-
ducer payment higher than the minimum
order requires could continue whether or
not its members' milk becomes fully or
partially regulated under the Mississippi
order.

2. Location differential. The seyen
counties to be added to the marketing
area should comprise a pricing zone in
which the Class I price should be the

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

same as now applies at Gulf Coast
locations.,

Under the present order provisions,
the basing points for Class I prices are
Gulfport and Pascagoula, Miss, At loca-
tions outside the marketing area and
60 miles but not more than 100 miles
from the courthouse in Gulfport or Pas-
cagoula, Miss.,, whichever is nearer,
there is a deduction of 10 cents per
hundredwelght and an additional deduc-
tion of 1'% cents for each 10 miles or
fraction thereof the distance is more
than 100 miles. In the marketing area,
the Class I price at the Keesler Alr
Force Base in Harrison County is the
same as at Gulfport and Pascagoula, and
in the remainder of the marketing area
is 16 cents per hundredwelght less.

The 60-mile distance as measured
from Gulfport or Pascagoula covers all
locations in the seven counties except
part of Greene County. The price zone
as here proposed, therefore, essentially
continues the present Class I price for
any regulated plant located in the seven
countles. The pool plant at Biloxi has
been paying the same Class I price as
would apply in the counties. There is
no milk plant In Greene County.

The plants at Mobile and Prichard,
Ala,, are within the 60 mile distance from
Pascagoula. This decision makes no
change in the Class I price level applica-
ble at these locations. In view of the
similarity of location and in production
conditions it is appropriate that the
same price level should apply as at loca-
tions on the Gulf Coast in Mississippi.

Producer uniform prices are subject to
the same location differential pricing as
applied to Class I prices.

3. Diversion. For the months of
December through August it should be
provided that a producer’s milk may be
diverted to a nonpool plant subject only
to the limitation that the producer’s pro-
duction for 10 days is delivered during
the month to pool plants.

Dairymen, Inc, proposed that the
diversicn of a producer’s milk be freed
from the present order limitations which
require that the producer’s milk either
be delivered to pool plants for 10 days
of production during each of the 2 pre-
ceding months, or that the producer
have producer status during the entire
2 preceding months, These restrictions,
they held, interfere with the economical
handling of milk by the cooperative for
the Mississippl market. Since member-
ship of Dairymen, Inc., comprises about
85 percent of the producers on the mar-
ket, a very large share of the milk of the
market is handled in their operations,

Dairymen, Inc., also has producer
members in the New Orleans Federal
order market. The association’s han-
dling of milk for both markets in a most
efficient manner at times involves shift-
ing of dairy farmers between the two
markets. Present order provisions appli-
cable to the December-August period
(previously described) prevent diversion
of a producer’s milk during the first 2
months he is brought back on the market

after a shift (even for 1 month) of his

deliveries to another market. Under pres-
ent circumstances this provision pre-
vents the cooperative from realizing some
of the economies otherwise possible in
handling milk for both markets.

The proposed revision would base the
diversion privilege in each month of the
December-August perfod on the number
of days of production of the producer
delivered to pool plants during the
month. This will enable a cooperative
association. to divert the milk of a pro-
ducer during the first month in which he
is brought on the market even if in the
prior month his deliveries had been out-
side the market. This change will facili-
tate the efficient handling of supplies
for the market.

4. Conforming changes. It is desirable
that insofar as possible the terms used
in the order conform with standard
terminology of Federal orders. For this
reason the term “advance payment' ap-
pearing in §1103.90(b) of the order
should be changed to “partial payment”
which is the commonly used term. The
term “partial payment” is more descrip-
tive of the type of payment to which
reference is made.

In this provision it should be made
clear that the payment is part of the
handler's obligation for the guantity of
milk delivered during the entire month
although the payment §s calculated by
multiplying the hundredweight of mik
delivered in the first 15 days by the Class
II price of the preceding month.

RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND
CONCLUSIONS

Briefs and proposed findings and con-
clusions were filed on behalf of certain
interested parties. These briefs, proposed
findings and conclusions and the evi-
dence in the record were considered 0
making the findings and conclusions sel
forth above. To the extent that the sug-
gested findings and conclusions filed by
interested parties are inconsistent with
the findings and conclusions set forth
herein, the requests to make such find-
ings or reach such conclusions are denied
for the reasons previously stated in this
decision.

GENERAL FINDINGS

The findings and determinations here:
inafter set forth are supplementary and
in addition to the findings and determi-
nations previously made in connection
with the issuance of the aforesaid ordef
and of the previously issued amm;imcnts
thereto; and all of said previous finding®
and determinations are hereby ratified
and affirmed, except insofar as such find-
ings and determinations may be in co%”
flict with the findings and determina
tions set forth herein.

(a) The tentative marketing 8gT¢€
ment and the order, as hereby propos‘g
to be amended, and all of the terms 0
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuat
the declared policy of the Act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of ¢
Act are not reasonable in view of ¢
price of feeds, available supplies of feed*
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and other economic conditions which af-
{ect market supply and demand for milk
in the marketing area, and the minimum
prices specified In the proposed market-
ing agreement and the order, as hereby
proposed to be amended, are such prices
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in-
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and
wholesome milk, and be in the public
interest; and

(c) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, will regulate the handling
of milk in the same manner as, and will
be applicable only to persons in the re-
spective classes of industrial and com-
mercinl activity specified in, a marketing
agreement upon which a hearing has
been held.

RECOMMENDED MARKETING AGREEMENT
AND ORDER AMENDING THE ORDER

The following order amending the
order, as amended, regulating the han-
dling of milk in the Mississippi market-
ing area is recommended as the detailed
and appropriate means by which the
foregoing conclusions may be carried out.
The recommended marketing agreement
5 not included in this decision because
the regulatory provisions thereof would
be the same as those contained in the
order as hereby proposed to be amended:

1. Revise § 1103.6 to read as follows:

§1103.6 Mississippi marketing area.

The “Mississippi marketing area"
hereinafter called the “marketing area”,
means all of the territory geographically
within the places listed below, all water-
front facllities connected therewith and
all territory wholly or partially therein
occupied by government (municipal,
State, or Federal) reservations, installa-
tions, institutions, or other similar es-

tablishments all in the State of Mis-
sissippi:

Counrins
:d:.m;, Lowndes,
ttaln Madison.
Bolivar, Marion.
Calhoun (Beats 1 Montgomery.
and 4 only), Neshoba,
Carroll, Newton.
Choctaw, Noxubes.
g:mbuma. Oktibbeha,
c;:rhkt-. Pourl River.
oma (Beats 4 Porry,
e and § only), Quitman (Beats 2, 8,
cop.np. 4, and 5 and the
‘on'tuglon. village of Crowder
h:::lc. including that
3 in, portion in Panola
G"O'm;é . County).
ne, Rankin
Grenada, Scott 3
Hancoek, Shuk'l!
ggm.m. sunpao%.
. ds, Smith,
olmes, Stone
gfg&h:eys. Sunflowor,
3 n, Tallahatohie,
EDer, Walthall
:g“ﬂon- Warren,
Brsol
:oneg 0 Dayis, gi;x:::gton.
-‘ R
ém&uaerdu Wﬁt)»m (oxcept Beat
wrey v
Ll:::-)m. \Ymnston.
e,
Uincoty, Yalobusha (Beats 1,

4, and 5 only).
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2. In § 1103.11 Pool plant, revise para-
graphs (a) and (b) to read as follows:

§ 1103.11 Pool plant.

(a) A distributing plant, other than
that of a producer-handler or one de-
scribed in § 1103.61, from which during
the month route disposition of fluid milk
products is not less than 50 percent of
its total receipts of Grade A milk and the
volume 50 disposed of in the marketing
arca is at least 20 percent of the total
route disposition of fluid milk products;

(b) A supply plant from which a vol-
ume of fluid milk products not less than
50 percent of the Grade A milk received
at such plant from dairy farmers is
transferred during the month to a dis-
tributing plant(s) from which a volume
of Class I milk not less than 50 percent
of its receipts of Grade A milk from
dairy farmers and from other plants is
disposed of as route disposition during
the month and the volume go disposed of
in the marketing area is at least 20 per-
cent of its total Class I route disposition:
Provided, That any plant which was a
pool plant pursuant to this paragraph in
each of the months of September
through January shall be & pool plant
in each of the following months of Feb-
ruary through August in which it does
not meet the shipping requirements un-
less written request is filed with the mar-
ket administrator prior to the beginning

of any such month for nonpool status.

for the remaining months through
August;

- . - . -

3. In § 1103.15 Producer, revise para-
graph (b) to read as follows:

§ 110315 Producer.

(b) Diverted to a nonpool plant(s) by
the operator of a pool plant or by a coop-
erative association as a handler pursuant
to § 1103.13(c) during any of the months
of December through August: Provided,
That this diversion privilege shall be ap-
plicable only to the milk of a producer
whose milk is delivered for 10 days of
production to pool plants during the
month and that diversion to an other
order plant shall be limited to Class II
use.

- L - - -
4. In § 1103.53(a) subparagraph (1) is
revised to read as follows:

§ 1103.53 Location differential to han-
dlers.

(3) L
(1) For milk recelved at a pool plant

located in the Mississippl marketing

aroa except that part In George,
QGreene, Hancook, Harrison, Jackson,
Pear] River, and Stons Counties.....

5. In § 1103.90 paragraph (b) is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 1103.90 Time and method of pay-
ment.
- - - L .
(b) On or before the last day of each
month to each producer (1) for whom

12713

payment is not received from the handler
by a cooperative association pursuant to
paragraph (¢) of this section, and (2)
who had not discontinued shipping milk
to such handler before the 18th day of
the month, a partial payment equal to
the Class II price for the preceding
month for milk testing 3.5 percent but-
terfat multiplied by the hundredweight
of milk received from such producer dur-
ing the first 15 days of the current
month,

Signed at Washington D.C., on July
30, 1969,
Jonx C. Brum,
Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.
[FR. Doc. 60-0133; Piled, Aug, 4, 1069;
8:46 am.|

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[ 14 CFR Parts 61, 63, 91, 121, 123,
127, 1351
[Docket No. 9741; Notice 69-32]

CARRIAGE OF NARCOTIC DRUGS,
MARIHUANA, AND DEPRESSANT
AND STIMULANT DRUGS BY AIR-
CRAFT

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

In order to prevent the hazardous op-
eration of aircraft that can result from
the aerial carriage of narcotic drugs,
marihuana, and depressant and stimu-
lant drugs under certain conditions, the
Federal Aviation Administration is con-
sidering amending the Federal Aviation
Regulations to prohibit the use of air-
craft to carry narcotic drugs, marthuana,
and depressant and stimulant drugs
under those limited conditions. Because
of the unusually severe safety consid-
erations involved, violation of this pro-
hibition would, under these proposals, be
prescribed as the basis for denying appli-
cations for certain airman certificates. In
addition, these safety considerations and
equally severe public interest considera-
tions would be the basis for suspending
or revoking these airman certificates and
also for suspending or revoking certifi-
cates issued under Part 121 (Afr Carriers
and Commercial Operators of Large
Aircraft), Part 123 (Air Travel Clubs
Using Large Airplanes) , Part 127 (Sched-
uled Air Carriers with Helicopters), and
Part 135(Air Taxi Operators and Com-
mercial Operators of Small Aircraft).
Denial, suspension, and revocation of
certain airman certificates is also pro-
posed for conviction of violation of spec-
ified statutory provisions concerning
narcotic drugs, marihuana, and depres-
sant and stimulant drugs. Finally, flight
plan, position reporting, and related re-
quirements are proposed to assist in the
prevention of the carriage of these items

under conditions that are expected to
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become increasingly hazardous to air
commerce.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the meking of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be submitted in duplicate to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
General Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket GC-24, 800 Independence Ave-
nue SW., Washington, D.C. 20590, All
communications received on or before
August 18, 1969, will be considered by the
Administrator before taking action on
the proposed rules. The proposals con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received. All com-
ments submitted will be available, both
before and after the closing date for
comments, in the Rules Docket for ex-
amination by interested persons.

The President, as stated in his message
dated July 14, 1969, to the Congress con-
cerning the Control of Narcotics and
Dangerous Drugs, has directed the ini-
tiation of a major new effort to guard
the Nation’s borders and ports against
the growing volume of narcotics from

abroad. A major portion of this fllegal”

traflic has, for some time, been accom-
plished by aircraft flying from Mexico
to the United States. As a result, neces-
sary State, local, and Federal enforce-
ment pressures have been increasing
against such aircraft operators. While
the Federal Aviation Administration
does not enforce the antismuggling and
related statutes, it has become aware of
the growth of hazards to alr commerce
arising in connection with the increasing
use of alreraft to escape detection at the
Mexican border. These hazards have in-
creased along with the increasing de-
mand for narcotic drugs, marihuana,
and depressant or stimulant drugs in the
United States because this increased de-
mand, despite actions by governments on
both sides of the border, has increased
the number of pilots who are willing to
risk the carriage of these illegal goods
under severe enforcement pressures. As
suggested above, these pressures may be
expected to increase drastically under
the new Federal enforcement efforts, as
indeed they must if the importation of
narcotic drugs, marfhuana, and depres-
sant or stimulant drugs is to be con-
trolled In the public interest.

The means for the detection of alr-
craft at the Mexican border now include
low altitude radar, pursuit alreraft, and
advanced police techniques, and are be-
ing supplemented. Any pilot committed
to escaping these devices in order to
avold severe penalties may be expected
to engage in extremely dangerous
fiight techniques such as violent maneu-
vering to avoid pursuit aireraft; very low
flight to avold radar; landing and taking
off from unprepared landing areas; and
operation in weather conditions beyond
the capability of the aircraft or pilot.
The pressures on the pilot In such an
environment are far more severe than,
for example, the fatigue factors that

.
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the FAA has recognized for years in pre-
seribing flight time limitations for pilots.

In short, although other agencies are
responsible for controlling the trafiic in
narcotic drugs, marihuana, and depres-
sant or stimulant drugs, and although
the mere carriage of these items under
normal conditions is not dangerous,
nevertheless the factors of necessarily
increased enforcement efforts and in-
creased demand for these items have
combined to pose a direct threat to air
commerce, at least with respect to the
aerial smuggling of those items from
Mexico into the United States.

In order to meet this threat directly,
new § 01.12¢a) would provide that, un-
less otherwise authorized by the Admin-
istrator, no person may operate a civil
aircraft, on a flight between Mexico
and the United States, while carrying
narcotic drugs, marihuana, and depres-
sant or stimulant drugs.

Because of the large volume of air
traffic between Mexico and the United
States, effective enforcement of proposed
§ 81.12(a) will be extremely difficult, and
in some cases impossible, unless ade-
quate flight plan and position reporting
requirements are also prescribed, so that
radar and other detection devices may be
used to identify possible violators of pro-
posed § 91.12(a), Experience has Indi-
cated that the provisions of Subpart A
of Part 99 provide a necessary basis for
early identification and flight-following
of aircraft entering the United States.

While safety in air commerce, rather
than national security, Is the basis for
proposed § 981.12(a), it is believed that
the flight plan, position reporting, and
related provisions of Part 99 would assist
in detecting possible violators of § 91.12
(a). It is therefore proposed, for the same
safety reasons that support proposed
§ 91.12(a), to incorporate Subpart A of
Part 99 directly into Part 91 to cover
flights between Mexico and the United
States. However, since § 99.1(b) (1) ex-
cepts certain operations at a true air-
speed of less than 180 knots, and § 99.1
(b) (3) excepts outbound operations
through the Southern Border ADIZ, it is
necessary to eliminate these exceptions
if all potential violators of proposed
§91.12(a) are to be covered. Therefore,
proposed § 981.12(b), based on safety in
air commerce (not national security),
would incorporate the substantive flight
plan, position reporting, and related re-
quirements of Subpart A of Part 99, and
apply these provisions to all operations of
civil aircraft, between Mexico and the
United States, “notwithstanding the ex-
ceptions in § 99.1(b) (1) and (3) of Part
99.” An additional problem exists if two-
way radio is not available, since the posi-
tion reporting provisions of Part 99 could
not be applied. However, it is not deemed
reasonable to prevent all operations
without two-way radio, Therefore, pro-
posed § 91.12(b) would require each per-
son operating an alrcraft without two-
way radio to land at the designated air-
port of entry nearest the point of entry
into the United States, and to file an ar-
rival or completion notice.

In addition to the above, the willing-
ness of a person to engage In the smug-
gling of narcotic drugs, marihuana, and
depressant or stimulant drugs or to usw
alreraft under the conditions mentioned
above, raises serious questions of charsac-
ter and qualification, directly related to
safety, that must be regarded as render-
ing that person ineligible for certain nir-
man certificates, It is not belleved neces-
sary to extend the broad “good moral
character” provision of § 61.141(b) to sll
alrmen at this time, Rather, it is belicyed
adequate to prescribe specific statutory
violations, and actions, the commission
of which is directly related to the safoty
considerations mentioned above and in-
dicates character defeets, related to atti-
tudes necessary for safety, so severe as to
require the FAA to determine that any
applicant who has committed those vio-
lations or actions does not possess proper
qualifications for certain certificates

More specifically, the FAA believes that
a demonstrated willingness to violate any
one of 11 listed statutory provisions
concerning the ilegal trafficking in nar-
cotic drugs, marthuana, and depressant
or stimulant drugs, or a demonstrated
willingness to violate §91.12(a) clearly
demonstrates a tendency to act without
inhibition In an unstable manner and
without regard to the rights of others
Such conduct also clearly demonstrates
that the applicant would not be compli-
ance-minded regarding the many re-
quirements necessary for safety in air
commerce or air transportation. For
these reasons, new §§ 61.2 and 632
paragraphs (a) and (b), would provide
that conviction of violation of specified
statutory provisions and violation of pro-
posed § 91.12(a) render an applicant in-
eligible for certificates issued under those
Parts 61 and 63. Because of the appli-
cant’s right to review by the Natlonal
Transportation Safety Board 1 year af-
ter denial, the proposed rules would limit
the Ineligibility to 1 year. As proposed,
this ineligibility would be limited to cer-
tificates granting airman privileges that
directly involve the flight of aircraft and
that would therefore be directly and im-
mediately vulnerable to the applicant’s
demonstrated propensity to place him-
self in an environment where he may
have to choose between safety and severe
statutory penalties. These certificates in-
clude those issued to pilots and flight
Instructors (Part 61) and those issued to
flight crewmembers other than pilots
(Part 63),

The FAA further belleves that the
same safety considerations that should
disqualify an applicant for these alrmill
certificates are also of sufficient impor-
tance to justify the conclusion that safety
in alr commerce or air transportatiod
requires revocation or suspension
these airman certificates. Such revocas
tion or suspension is proposed in pars
graph (¢) of proposed §§ 61.2 and 632

Because of similar safety consider”
tions, suspension or revocation is i0
proposed in the case of operating certif-
cates issued under Parts 121, 123, 177
and 135, The privileges inherent in thest
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sperating certificates can directly sup-
port, or even be essential to, the use of
sxpensive modern aircraft to smuggle
narcotic drugs, marthuana, and depres-
ant or stimulant drugs in the unsafe
conditions along the Mexican border,
This is true regardless of whether the
aireraft is being operated under the cer-
tificate at the time, since the corporate
financial and management strength nec-
essary to operate such airceraft largely
flows from the operating privileges
granted under these operating certifi-
cates. Thus, like the alrman certificates,
operating certificates can have the effect
of providing a condition necessary to the
use of the alrcraft, by any person, in the
hazardous business of smuggling. In ad-
ditlon, for reasons identical to those that
support actions against airman certifi-
cates, the risk-taking willingness of the
corporate or individual management of
the holders of these operating certifi-
cates would clearly negate their ability
to adhere to the conditions necessary for
safety in air commerce or air transporta-
tion, This is true regardless of whether
that risk-taking occurs by leasing the
aireraft to other persons who smuggle the
lllegal items or by operating the aireraft
themselves in that business.

In addition to the above mentioned
reasons for concluding that safety in
alr commerce or alr transportation re-
quires the suspension or revocation of
these nirman certificates and operating
tertificates, there are also equally severe
public Interest factors that are directly
opposed to the continued use of those
certificates to support the aerial smug-
gling of narcotic drugs, marihuana, and
depressant or stimulant drugs. A clear
and recent definition of that public in-
terest is expressed as follows in the
President’s July 14, 1969, message to the
Congress:

Within the Iast decade, the nbuse of
drugs has grown from essentially a local po-
lice problem Into a serlous national threat
b the personal henlth and safety of mil-
lons of Amerfeans * * *, However far the
Mdict himself may fall, his offenses against
~ If and soclety do not compare with
2 ¢ inhumanity of those who make a Uving
‘;P‘ﬂ‘mz the weakness and desperation of
o;h: fellow men, Soclety has few judgments
mm‘::c”' few penalties too harsh for the
Soties ho make their livellhood in the nar-
vy trafio * * * Most of the {llicit nar-
P and high-potency marihuana con-
e %l In the United States Is produced

T08d and clandestinely imported.
rmI: summary, the Federal Aviation Ad-
: tlr»trnuon believes that there are ur-
&n gubIXc Interest factors, in addition to
x ¢y factors, that require the suspen-
llﬂcaor fevocation of any airman cer-
"o ' or operating certificate that in
mm;ﬁ” assists in the importation of
”mtorc drugs, marihuana, and depres-
Mexiey mulant drugs, by aircraft, from
WI“ Consideration of the foregoing, it is
G of On to amend subchapters D, F, and
Federa) “g;egrul of Title 14 of the Code of
forth: latlons as hereinafter set

A
by s oL and 63 would be amended

respectively, i
mz'w’m%louo:g new £§ 61.2 and
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| eSS .2 Carriage of narcotic drugs,
marihuana, and depressant or stim-
ulant drugs.

(a) No person who is convicted of vio-
lating any of the following statutory pro-
visions is eligible for any certificate issued
under this part for a period of one year
after the date of conviction:

(1) 21US.C. 174

(2) 21 US.C.176a.

(3) 21 US.C.184a. '

(4) 21 US.C. 331,

(6) 21 US.C. 360a.

(6) 26 US.C, 4704,

(7) 26 US.C. 4705.

(8) 26 US.C, 4742.

(9) 26 US.C. 4744.

(10) 26 US.C. 4755,

(11) 18 U.8.C. 545, where the convic-
tion involves the smuggling of any “de-
pressant or stimulant drug” as defined in
21 US.C. 321(v).

(b) No person who commits an act
prohibited by § 81.12(a) of this chapter
is eligible for any certificate issued under
this part for a period of one year after
the date of that act,

(¢) Convictions specified in paragraph
(a) of this section, and the commission
of the act specified in paragraph (b) of
this section, are grounds for suspending
or revoking any certificate issued under
this part.

B. Part 91 would be amended by add-
ing the following new § 91.12:

£91.12 Flights between Mexico and the
United States,

(a) Unless authorized by the Adminis-
trator, no person may operate a civil
aircraft, on a flight between Mexico and
the United States, while carrying any of
the following:

(1) “Narcotic drugs” as defined in 26
US.C. 4731(a).

(2) “Marihuana” as defined in 26
US.C. 4761(2),

(3) “Depressant or stimulant drug"
as defined in 21 US.C. 321(v).

(b) In addition to the other applicable
regulations of this part, and notwith-
standing §99.1(b) (1) and (3) of this
chapter, each person operating a civil
aircraft, on a flight between Mexico and
the United States, shall comply with the
requirements of Subpart A of Part 99
of this chapter. If operation without two-
way radio is involved, that person shall,
in addition fo complying with § 99.1(c),
land at the designated airport of entry
nearest the point of entry into the United
States, and flle an arrival or completion
notice,

C. Parts 121, 123, 127, and 135 would
be amended by adding new §§ 121.2,
123.2, 127.2, and 135.2, to read as follows:

P e .2 Carriage of narcotic drugs,
marihuana, and depressant or stim-
ulant drogs.

If any alreraft, that Is owned or leased
by the holder of a certificate issued un-
der this part, is operated in violation of
§91.12(a) of this chapter by any per-
son, such operation is a basis for sus-
pending or revoking that certificate,
whether or not the operation is con-
ducted under that certificate,
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These amendments are proposed un-
der the authority of sections 307(e),
313(a), 601, 602, 603, and 604 of the Fed~
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354,
1421, 1422, 1423, and 1424), and section
B8{c) of the Department of Transporta~
tion Act (49 US.C. 1655(¢)), and §1.4
(b) (2) of Part 1 of the regulations of the
Office of the Secretary of Transportation.

Issued in Washington, D.C.,, on Au-
gust 1, 1969.
J. H. SHAFPFER,
Administrator.
[FR. Doc. 60-0108; Filed, Aug. 4, 1069;
8:40 am.]

[ 14 CFR Part 711
[Alrspace Docket No, 69-SW-51]

TRANSITION AREAS

Proposed Designation and Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to alter
controlled airspace in the Monticello,
Ark., terminal area,

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views, or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air
Traffic Division, Southwest Region, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Post Office
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101, All
communications received within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
Feoerar Recister will be considered be-
fore action is taken on the proposed
amendment. No public hearing is con-
templated at this time, but arrange-
ments for informal conferences with
Federal Aviation Administration officials
may be made by contacting the Chief,
Alr Trafiic Division. Any data, views, or
arguments presented during such con-
ferences must also be submitted in writ-
ing in accordance with this notice in or-
der to become part of the record for con-
sideration. The proposal contained in
this notice may be changed in the light
of comments received.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of the Regional Counsel, South-
west Reglon, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Fort Worth, Tex. An informal
docket will also be available for exami-
nation at the Office of the Chief, Alr
Traffic Division.

It is proposed to amend Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations as herein-
aflter set forth,

(1) In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the fol-
lowing transition area is added:

MONTICELLO, ARK,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of Monticello Municipal Alrport (lat.
83°38'10'" N., long. 01°45’10"" W.), and with-
in 2 miles each side of the Monticello VOR
TAC 336° radial extending from the 5-mlile
radius area to the VORTAC.

(2) In §71.181 (34 P.R. 4670), the
Crossett, Ark., transition area 1,200-foot
portion is amended in part by deleting
“e & *1at. 33°33’43’° N., long. 91°42'56'*
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W. * * *" and substituting “* * * Iat.
23*37°00°" N., long. 91°34’00"" W. * * *»
therefor,

A new public use instrument approach
procedure has been developed for the
Monticello, Ark., Municipal Airport us-
ing the Monticello VORTAC as the navi-
gational aid. Accordingly, it is necessary
to designate the Monticello, Ark., transi-
tion area and alter the Crossett, Ark,,
transition area 1,200-foot portion to pro-
vide controlled airspace protection for
gireraft executing instrument approach/
departure procedures proposed at the
Monticello Municipal Airport. The pro-
posed designation and alteration would
provide this airspace.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348)
and of section 6(c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢)).

96nmued in Fort Worth, Tex., on July 28,
1969.
A.L.CouLTER,
Acting Director, Southwest Region.
[FP.R. Doc. 69-90124; Filed, Aug, 4, 1009;
8:45 am.)

[ 14 CFR Part 711
[Afrspace Docket No. 69-SW-52]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to desig-
nate a transition area at Vivian, La.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views, or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air
Traffc Division, Southwest Region, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Post Of-
fice Box 1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101.
All communications received within 30
days after publication of this notice In
the Froerar Recister will be considered
before action is taken on the proposed
amendment, No public hearing is con-
templated at this time, but arrangements
for informal conferences with Federal
Aviation Administration officials may be
made by contacting the Chief, Afr Traf-
fic Division. Any data, views, or argu-
ments presented during such conferences
must. also be submitted in writing in ac-
cordance with this notice in order to be-
come part of the record for consideration.
The proposal contained In this notice
may be changed in the light of comments
recelved.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of the Regional Counsel, South-
west Region, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Fort Worth, Tex. An informal
docket will also be available for exami-
nation at the Office of the Chief, Air
Traffic Division.

It is proposed to amend Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations as herein-
after set forth.

In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the follow-
ing transition area is added:

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

Viviax, La,

That airspace upward from 700
feet above the surface within & 5-mile radius
of Vivian Municipal Alrport (lat, 32°51°556"
N., long. 04*00°30" W.), and within 2 miles
oach side of the Shreveport VORTAC 200°
radial extending from the 5-mile radius area
to 5.5 miles northwest of the VORTAC.

The proposed transition area will pro-
vide airspace protection for alrcraft
executing approach/departure proce-
dures proposed at Vivian Municipal
Airport.

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

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on July 28,
1969,
A, L. CouvrtER,

Acting Director, Southwest Region.

[F.R, Doc, 60-0125: Piled, Aug. 4, 1969;
8:45 am.}

[ 14 CFR Part 1271
[Docket No. 9545; Notlce 68-31)

ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR
PERFORMING ONE-ENGINE INOP-
ERATIVE PROFICIENCY LANDINGS
AT 90-DAY INTERVALS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 127 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to elimi-
nate the requirement that helicopter air
carrier pilots make two one-engine in-
operative proficlency landings in each
90-day period, and to provide that the
autorotative proficiency landings be
made In the type helicopter in which
each pilot is to serve.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate In the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be submitted in duplicate to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock-
et GC-24, 800 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. All com-
munications received on or before
October 6, 1969, will be considered by
the Administrator before taking on the
proposed rule. The proposal contained
In this notice may be changed In the light
of comments received. All comments sub-
mitted will be avallable, both before and
after the closing date for comments in
the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons.

When multiengine helicopters were in-
troduced into alr carrier service over 6
years ago, the FAA placed a require-
ment on those alr carrlers to give their
pilots training in one-engine-inoperative
approaches at 90-day intervals, Prior to
that time, only single-engine helicopters
had been In use, and practice in auto-
rotative approaches was considered Im-
perative because of the unfavorable

flight characteristics with the engine In.
tive.

The FAA felt that the one-engine-
inoperative practice approaches in mulii-
engine helicopters would serve as safety
training in view of the limited experi-
ence of the carrlers with multiengine
helicopters, and the serfousness of =ingle-
engine-inoperative experience,

However, multiengine experlence has
been good. Occurrences of one engine be-
coming inoperative have been very few,
and the dangers from one engine out
have been shown to be negligible, Emer-
gency procedures with one engine inop-
erative are not difficult, and there is
little or no change in controllability or
flight characteristics. The “stay-up”
capability, even when the helicopter Is
fully loaded, is excellent,

After more than 6 years experience in
the operation of multiengine helicopters
in air carrier service, we believe the re-
quirement unnecessary for proficlency
demonstrations of one-engine-inopera-
tive approaches at 90-day intervals. This
maneuver is required during the pilot's
6-month proficlency check, and we be-
lieve this to be sufficient.,

In addition, it is proposed to amend
§ 127.175 to require that an alr carrie
pilot engaged in scheduled air trans-
portation make his proficiency takeofls
and Iandings in each type of helicopter
in which he is to serve, There is sufiicient
variety in the emergency procedures o7
each type that proficiency and specific
safety techniques is essential. Genersl
proficiency may be attained in a varlely
of ways, but the public interest s best
served by having each pilot proficient
and current as to the safety technlques
applicable to the particular type helicop-
ter in which he regularly serves he
public. .

In consideration of the foregoing, it &
proposed to amend § 127.175 of Part 131
of the Federal Aviation Regulations W
read as follows:

§ 127.175 Pilot Qualification: recenl £

perience.

No air carrier may use a pilot in sched-
uled air transportation unless, within the
preceding 90 days, he has made at Ieu;
three takeofl's and three landings in eac
type of helicopter in which he is W0 scr\f-
At least two of the landings must bave
been from an approach in autorotation
in each type single engine helicopter
which he is to serve, In addition, f the
pilot is scheduled to serve in air fran®
portation at night, at least one of the
autorotative landings must have
made at night, %

This amendment is proposed under( :
authority of sections 313(a) and 601':9
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958@_
US.C. 1354(a) and 1421(a), and Of §
tion 6(¢) of the Department of
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c) ).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on July %

1969,
R, 5. SLIFF,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
[FR. Doc. 60-9126; Piled, Aug. & %
8:46 am.]
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Federal Highway Administration

[ 49 CFR Part 3711
[Docket No, 2-0]

FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY
STANDARDS

Withdrawal of ANPRM Glazing
Materials—Trailers

On October 14, 1967, the Federal High-
way Administration published in the
PeoeranL REGISTER (32 F.R. 14278) an
advance notice of proposed rule making
(Notice 67-5) announcing 47 separate
items which were being considered as
amendments to the Federal Motor Ve-
hicle Safety Standards and requesting
comments on these items.

Among the items considered for future
rulemaking was a proposal to extend the
applicabllity of the Glazing Material
Standard (No. 205) to trailers. This pro-
posal was designated Docket No, 2-9—
Glazing Materials—Trallers.

Based on an evaluation of the com-
ments recelved, a technical meeting with
Interested persons held on May 1, 1968,
and research performed by the National
Highway Safety Bureau, no further rule-
making action is contemplated at this
time, and that portion of the advance
notice of proposed rule making desig-
nated as Docket No. 2-9 Glazing Mate-
ral—Traflers is withdrawn. This does
not preclude the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration from Issuing another notice
in the future on the same or a similar
subject should conditions warrant such
action,

This action is taken under the author-
Ity of sections 103 and 112 of the National
Trafc and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of
1966 (15 US.C. 1392, 1497) and the dele-
Eation of authority contained in section
14(c) of Part I of the regulations of the
Office of the Secretary (49 CFR 14(c)),

Issued on July 31, 1969,

F, C. TurNER,
Federal Highway Administrator.

[PR. Doc. 69-0167: Filed, Aug. 4, 1969;
8:48 am.)

[ 49 CFR Part 3711
|Docket No. 68-5; Notice 3]

MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY
STANDARDS

Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No.
05; Glazing Materials; Notice of
Extension of Time To File Comments

‘th April 22, 1069, the Federal High-
W Administration published in the

\ THAL REGISTER (34 F.R. 6739) a no-
. no( cxtension of time to file comments
o2 S'S")?IN to the proposed amendment
wud_u.dnrd No. 205 dealing with for-
bin, facing windows of eampers, pickup
o l;)l(fkuy covers and pickup canopies
i 3699). Three glazing manufac-
'-Efngn ‘ave asked for an additional ex-
o of time to file comments beyond
for Ugust 1, 1069, date so that they can
. ;«;c- & series of tests pertaining to

nmmbst_y of acrylics which were un-
*0ly delayed due to problems in ob-

No, 148—py, I—0
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taining test equipment and in perfecting
testing technigues,

In view of the foregoing, additional
time to file comments in response to the
notice of proposed rule making which
would amend Standard No. 205 is being
allowed, and the time to file comments in
response to the proposed amendment is
extended from August 1, 1969, until Oc-
tober 1, 1969,

This notice of extension of time to file
comments is Issued under the authority
of sections 103 and 119 of the National
Traflic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of
1966 (15 US.C, 1392, 1407) and the dele-
gation of authority contained in §1.4
f¢c) of Part 1 of the regulations of the
Office of the Secretary (49 CFR 14(¢)).

Issued on: July 31, 1969.

F. C. TurNER,
Federal Highway Administrator.

[F.R. Doc. 60-0168; Filed, Aug. 4. 1069;
8:49 am.)

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[ 21 CFR Part 11

QUANTITY OF CONTENTS DECLARA-
TIONS ON MULTIUNIT CONTAIN-
ERS

Extension of Time for Filing Comments

In the matter of amending the regu-
lations for the enforcement of the Fair
Packaging and Labeling Act (21 CFR
Part 1) to require a declaration of quan-
tity of contents on multiunit containers
in terms of the number of individual
units, the quantity of each individual
unit, and the total quantity of the con-
tents of the multiunit package:

The notice of proposed rulemaking in
the above-identified matter published in
the FroeraL RecisTer of June 26, 1969 (34
FR. 9874), provided that comments
could be filed regarding the proposal
within 30 days following its date of pub-
lication.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
has received requests for an extension
of time for filing comments and, good
reason therefor appearing, the time for
filing comments in this matter is ex-
tended to August 25, 1969.

This action is taken pursuant to the
provisions of the Fair Packaging and
Labeling Act (secs. 5(b), 6(a), 80 Stat.
1298, 1209; 15 U.S.C. 1453, 1455) and the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec, 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as amended: 21
US.C, 371) and under authority dele-

gated to the Commissioner (21 CFR
2.120).
Dated: July 28, 1669.
R. E. Duccan,

Acting Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

PR, Doc. 60-0119; Piled, Aug. 4, 1009;
8:45 am,)
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[ 47 CFR Part 431
[Docket No, 18611; FCC 69-822)

TELEPHONE COMPANIES

Annual Report Form M and Monthly
Report Form 901

1, Notice Is hereby given of proposed
rule making in the above-entitled matter.

2. On June 18, 1969, the Commission,
in Docket No. 18477, amended Part 31,
Uniform System of Accounts for Class A
and Class B Telephone Companles, of
the rules and regulations by revising the
income accounts in order to reflect
therein extraordinary and nonrecurring
items of the companies which were
previously included in the surplus ac-
counts. That amendment also provided
for charging to separate accounts the
Federal income taxes relating to operat-
ing income, “below-the-line” income,
extraordinary and delayed income and
retained earnings entries, These amend-
ments will become effective January 1,
1970.

3. In view of the foregoing, it Is be-
lieved necessary to amend certain sched-
ulés in Annual Report Form M and also
to revise certain data reported in
Monthly Report Form 901 to bring the
1970 report forms in accord with the
accounting to be effective in 1970, It is
also belleved appropriate to add two new
schedules in Form M to obtain data with
respect to the revised accounting that
will then become effective.

4. Because of the allocation of income
taxes among several accounts as pre-
scribed in Docket No. 18477, It is neces-
sary to revise the presently prescribed
schedule In Annual Report Form M for
operating taxes, It is proposed to delete
data with respect to Federal income
taxes from Schedule 36A, Operating
Taxes, change the title of that schedule
to "Other Operating Taxes" and to pre-
scribe a new schedule to be designated
as Schedule 36C, Federal Income Taxes,
for reporting the Federal Income taxes
that are charged, and the income tax
effect of entries that are credited, to the
various accounts. At the same time, it is
proposed to rearrange the order of the
other tax schedules because of space
considerations in the Report Form, by
redesignating Schedule 36B, Exclse
Taxes Collected from Users of Respond-
ent’s Services, as Schedule 36D and to
redesignate Schedule 36C, Prepald Taxes
and Tax Accruals (Accounts 130 and
166) , as Schedule 368,

5. The other new schedule proposed to
be included in Annual Report Form M
is Schedule 45, Analysis of Extraordinary
and Delayed Items (Accounts 360, 365,
370, 375 and 380), This schedule is de-
signed to obtain details with respect to
the items included in the newly pre-
scribed extraordinary and delayed items
accounts. At the same time, it is proposed
to change the title of Schedule 44, De-
layed Items, to read “Nondistortive De-
layed Items” in order to be more
descriptive of the contents.
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6. An existing schedule in Form M that
is proposed for substantial revision is
Schedule 11, Income and Earned Surplus
Statement. It Is proposed to amend the
title to read “Income and Retained Earm-
ings Statement” and to provide therein
for the revised income and retained
earnings accounts adopted in Docket No.
18477 together with appropriate revisions
in the group and total captions in the
schedule.

7. Minor changes in captions, accounts
and references are also proposed in cer-
tain other schedules in accordance with
the revised accounting prescribed in
Docket No. 18477,

8. Two minor unrelated changes are
also proposed in Form M. These pro-
posals relate to the Generanl Instructions
appearing on page 1 for completing the
report form. Instruction 4 is proposed to
be revised to permit indicating negative
amounts by the use of a minus symbol
following the amount in leu of enclosing
such amounts in parentheses. This is to
provide for schedules which are prepared
with the use of computers, General In-
struction 6 currently permits reference
to a full page of data submitted in the
1961 or 1971 Report Forms in lieu of
completing an exact duplicate of such
data as the reply to a single query in
subsequent years, Due to limitations in
filing space, the Commission now retains
report forms on its premises for only 5
years and then sends them to Archives,
Furthermore, it has been determined that
the only significant use that is being
made of this permissive provision is with
respect to maps of respondents’ terri-
tories required by query 3 of Schedule 7.
It is therefore proposed to delete the per-
mission from the General Instructions
and to include the provision in query 3
of Schedule 7 as permission to refer to
the last previous year ending in zero or
five with respect to furnishing maps
only,

9, Minor changes are also proposed in
Form 901, Monthly Report of Revenues,
Expenses, and Other Items—Telephone
Companies, to coordinate that report
form with accounting changes made in
Docket No. 18477,

10, If the foregoing proposals are
adopted, the Table of Contents and the
Index for Annual Report Form M will be
amended accordingly.

11, Since the amendments proposed
herein pertain to accounting effective
January 1, 1970, it is proposed that any
amendments made as a result of this
proceeding will be effective in the An-
nual! Report Form M for the year 1970,
and in Monthly Report 801 for January
19870.

12, In view of the foregoing, it is pro-
posed to amend Annual Report Form M
and Form 901, Monthly Report of Reve-
nues, Expenses, and Other Items—Tele-~
phone Companies, as set forth in the
attached Appendix.

13. This notice of proposed rule mak-
ing is issued under authority of sections
4(1) and 219 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended.

! Filed a3 part of originial document,

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

14. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in § 1.415 of the Commission’s
rules, interested persons may file com-
ments on or before September 2, 1869,
and reply comments on or before Septem-
ber 16, 1969. All relevant and timely
comments and reply comments will be
considered by the Commission before
final action is taken in this proceeding,
In reaching its decision in this proceed-
ing, the Commssion may also take into
account other relgvant information be-
fore it, in addition to the specific com-
ments invited by this notice.

15. In accordance with the provisions
of §1.419 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations, an original and 14 copies
of all statements or briefs shall be fur-

nished to the Commission.
FrpErAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
[sEaL) Bex F, WarLe,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc, 60-9151; Filed, Aug. 4, 1969;
B8:47 am.|
[ 47 CFR Part 631
| Docket No, 18500]
TELEPHONE COMPANIES
Certificates for Channel Facilities

Furnished to Affiliated €ommunity
Antenna Television Systems

1. The Commission has before it a
motion filed by G.T. & E. Service Corp, on
July 20, 1969, requesting that the time
for filing reply comments in the above-
captioned matter be extended to Septem-
ber 2, 1069. Reply comments are pres-
ently due on August 1, 1969.

2. In support, it is stated that exten-
sive initial comments of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice filed on July 18, 1969,
were accepted by our order herein re-
leased on July 23, 1969. (Mimeo No. 35676
C). In said order, we stated that the De-
partment's suggestion that all interested
parties be afforded additional time to file
replies was moot since the time for filing
replies hud previously been extended for
all parties to August 1, 1969. G.T. & E.
Service Corp. states that the additional
time previously granted is not sufficient
to permit the preparation of an adequate
reply to the comments of the Justice De-
partment in addition to those of the
other parties filing comments herein;
that it had no knowledge of the existence
of the Justice Department filing until
after the release of our order on July 23,
1969; that the actual text of the Justice
Department comments was not available
to its counsel until late afternocon of
July 24, 1969; that such comments in-
cluded serious charges affecting the tele-
phone industry in general, and the Gen-
eral System in particular, and Included
recommendations beyond anything here-
tofore contemplated.

3. We have previously stated our desire
to conclude this matter as quickly as pos-
sible because of the important public
interest issues involved. However, we be-
lieve that full consideration should be
given to the recommendations of the

Justice Department, We believe that the
public interest will be served by affording
all interested parties additional time un-
til August 19, 1869 to file reply comments
herein.

4. In view of the foregoing, GTLE
Service Corp.'s request for an extension
of the filling date for reply comments to
September 2, 1969, will be denled to the
extent that it requests an extension be-
yond August 19, 1969.

5. Accordingly, it is ordered, Pursuant
to authority delegated by § 0.303(0) of
the Commission’s rules, that the time for
filing reply comments in the above-cap-
tioned proceedings is hereby extended to
and including August 19, 1969; and that
GT&E Service Corp.'s motion is hereby
denied inzofar as it requests an extension
beyond August 19, 1969,

Adopted: July 30, 1969.
Released: July 30, 1969.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BERNARD STRASSBURG,
Chiej,
Comimon Carrier Bureau.
[P.R. Doc. 69-9152; Filed, Aug. 4, 1980
8:47 an.|

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[18 CFR Parts 2, 41
[Docket No, R-365]

PROTECTION AND ENHANCEMENT
OF NATURAL, HISTORIC, AND
SCENIC VALUES IN THE DESIGN,
LOCATION, CONSTRUCTION, AND
OPERATION OF PROJECT WORKS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making
JuLy 29, 1069.

1. Notice is given pursuant to section
553 of the Administrative Procedure Act
(5 US.C. 553) that the Commission is
proposing to include & new § 2.12 of the
rules of practice and procedure and
amend Part 4 of the regulations under
the Federal Power Act relating to the
implementation of procedures for the
preservation of aesthetic and related
values in the design, location, construc-
tion, and operation of project works.

2. There has been an ever increasing
concern in the preservation and enpancc-
ment of the Nation’s natural, hmorlf.
and scenic values. The court in Sceni
Hudson Preservation Conf. v, F.P.C. 3%
F. 2d 608 (C.A. 2 1965), cert, den., sub
nom. Consolidated Edison y. Scenic, 384
U.S, 941, interpreted the Commission’s
power to condition a license pursuant tc:
section 10(a) of the Federal Power Ar
{41 Stat. 1068, 16 U.S.C. 803) as encom*
passing “the conservation of patural tv;
sources, the maintenance of natural
beauty and the preservation of historie
sites.” Following the passage of the N&-
tional Historic Presarvation Act of 196?
(80 Stat, 915) the Commission has 1‘"‘
cluded articles in permits and ucelre:
designed to affect the poligies of that: fo
On May 2, 1969, by Executive Order 3) x
11472, President Nixon established
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Environmental Quality Council and the
Citizens Advisory Committee on Environ-
mental Quality to assist in the preserva-
tion and enhancement of scenic, natural,
and recreational values.

The design, location, construction, and
operation of a project can affect aes-
thetie, recreational, and other beneficial
public considerations in determining
whether the project is best adapted to
s comprehensive plan for improving or
developing a waterway.

The form and appearance of project
works can be Improved If creatively de-
signed and constructed. Rights-of-way
can be planned to utllize the features of
the landscape in order to make trans-
mission lines less conspicuous and mini-
mize their effect on the Nation's natural
environment. The Commission, by the
proposed rulemaking, intends that future
applications for licenses and certain ap-
plications for amendments to licenses
contain exhibits showing the efforts
taken toward the preservation and en-
hancement of aesthetics In the project
plans,

3. The Commission proposes to amend
Part 2, general policy and interpreta-
tions, by adding & new § 2.12 to include
& policy statement with the provision
that the Commission will neither author-

. 1ze the disposition of any interest in
project lands, nor agree to the amend-
ment of any license, for the construc-
tion of any facilities without a showing
that the facilities will be constructed to
preserve gesthetics values.

4. The Commission proposes to amend
§4.4]1 to prescribe a new Exhibit V for
inclusion in applications for license. This
exhibit, the text of which is hereinafter
set forth, provides for a showing by the
applicant of its efforts to prescrve and
enhance aesthetic values in its plans for
the project.

5. The Commmission proposes to amend
§4.50 to prescribe a new Exhibit V for
Inclusion in applications for license for
constructed projects. This exhibit, the
text which is hereinafter set forth, con-
Sists of a map showing the location of
transmission facilities and other proj-
el works in relation to recreational
areas,

6. The Commission proposes to amend
1471 Exhibits J and K by deleting the
next to last sentence thereof which will
then require the applicant to submit &
detailed Exhibit K covering the entire
transmission line.,

7. The Commission proposes to amend
1471 to preseribe a new Exhibit V for
inclusion in applications for license. This
exhibit is to be the same as Exhibit V
of §441,

8. The Commission proposes to amend
1482 Exhibit H with reference to an
application for a preliminary permit by
fhanghm the wording of lines 10 and 11

0 Include rather than exclude transmis-
Sion lines,

m9: Concurrently with the issuance of
% ¥ rule the Commission intends to issue
Pros 20Tt entitled “Guidelines for the
olection of Natural, Historle, Scenic
She Recreational Values in the Design

‘0 Location of Rights-of-Way and
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Transmission Facllities,” This report
containg the guidelines developed by the
Working Committee on Utllities of the
President’s Councl on Recreation and
Natural Beauty.

10. These amendments to the Com-
mission’s general policy and Interpreta-
tions and to the regulations under the
Federal Power Act are proposed to be
issued under the authority granted to
the Federal Power Commission by the
Federal Power Act, as amended, particu-
larly sections 4(e), 6, 9, 10, and 309
thereof (41 Stat. 1065, 1067, 1088: 49
Stat. 858; 16 US.C. 797(e). T99, 802,
803, 825h). Accordingly, it is proposed
to amend:

(1) Part 2, Subchapter (A), Chapter
I, Title 18, Code of Federal Regulations
by adding a new §2.12 to read as
follows:

§212 Acrthetic desipn and  consteue-
tion.

The Commission has issued a report
entitled “Guidelines for the Protection of
Natural, Historie, Scenic and Recrea-
tional Values in the Design and Location
of Rights-of-Way and Transmission
Facilities.” It is contemplated that li-
censee will make maximum utilization of
these guidelines in planning transmission
facilites as to enhance those values or
minimize the adverse effect upon them.
Similar consideration should be given to

the preservation and enhancement of

these environmental values in the plan-
ning of other project works. In further-
ance of this policy the Commission will
not (1) permit the amendment of any
license for the purpose of construction of
additional facilities or (2) authorize the
disposition of any interest in project
iands for construction of any type, unless
a showing is made that the construction
will be designed to avoid conflict with the
aesthetics of the area.

(2) Part 4, Subchapter (B), Chapter 1,
Title 18, of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions by adding Exhibit V to §4.41 as
follows:

§ 441 Required Exhibits.

Exhibit V. A map, together with text,
photographs, or drawings as may be
needed to describe the location of, and
architectural design, landscaping, and
other reasonable treatment to be glven
to project works, including transmission
lines, in the interest of protecting and
developing the natural, historle, and
scenic values and resources of the project
area, The exhibit shall include measures
to be taken during construction and
operation of the project works including
temporary facilities such as roads, bor-
row and fill areas, and clearing of the
reservoir area to prevent damage to the
environment and to preserve and en-
hance the project’s scenic values, to-
gether with estimated costs of such
treatments, location, and design. Appli-
cant shall prepare this exhibit on the
basis of studies made after consultation
with Federal, State, and local agencies
or organizations and individuals having
an interest in the natural, historic, and
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scenic values of Lhe project area, and
shall set forth herein the nature and ex-
tent of this consultation. To the extent
that these requirements have been ful-
filled in other exhibits, a specific refer-
ence Lo the applicable parts of those ex-
hibits will suffice,

(3) Part 4, Subchapter B, Chapter I,
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions by adding Exhibit V to §4.50 as
follows:

£ 4.50 Contents.

Exhibit V. A map showing the location
of the project's transmission lines, in
relation to natural, historie, scenic, and
recreational areas, and areas set aside
for future recreational development. Ap-
propriate detalls should be shown to al-
low for an adequate assessment of the
effect of the lines on the areas of pub-
lic interest, If the information desired
herein can be shown with sufficient de-
tall on Exhibit K or R this exhibit may
be omitted.

(4) Part 4, Subchapter B, Chapter I,
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions by revising Exhibits J and K and
adding Exhibit V to § 4.71 as follows:

§ 471 Required Exhibits.

Exhibits J and K. Maps conforming to
the requirements of §§ 4.40 to 4.42, in-
clusive, for applications for proposed
major projects insofar as said require-
ments are applicable to transmission
lines. If the application covers only part
of a transmission system, Exhibit J ghall
show the connection to the nearest sub-
stations or main transmission lines
through which the project line obtains
and delivers its energy and either the
general map or a small key map shall
show the relation of the project to the
main transmission system of the appli-
cant in that region and to any previously
licensed portions of sald system, For
short lines Exhibits J and K may be com-~
bined in one map.

Exhibit V. As prescribed by §§ 4.40 to
4.42 Inclusive for applications for pro-
posed major projects insofar as sald re-
quirements are applicable to transmis-
sion lines.

(6) Part 4, Subchapter B, Chapter I,
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions by amending Exhibit H of § 482 to
read as follows:

§ 4.82 Contents of application.

Ezxhibit H, A general map showing the
nature of the proposed project, its prin-
cipal features and their location, and the
location of the project as a whole with
reference to some well-known town or
stream. On this map shall be placed a
line indicating the approximate profect
boundary of the area to be occupled by
the principal project works, such as,
dams, reservolrs, forebays, walerways,
powerhouses, and transmission lines, and
where necessary in order to determine
the location of such structures on the
ground, there shall be shown on the map
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their relative positions with respect to
permanent monuments or objects that
can be readily recognized from descrip-
tions thereof noted on the map. (See
specifications for drawings, § 4.42.)

10. Any interested person may sub-
mit to the Federal Power Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, on or before
September 15, 1969, data, views, and
comments in writing concermming the
amendments proposed herein, An orig-
inal and fourteen (14) copies of any such

submittals should be filed. The Commis-
sion will consider any such submittals be-
fore acting on the proposed amend-
ments.
By direction of the Commission. Com-
missioner Carver not participating,
GorpoN M. GRANT,
Secretary,

[F.R. Doc, 69-0136; Flled, Aug. 4, 1069;
B8:46 am,)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Internal Revenue Service
ELBERT L. BROWN

Notice of Granting of Relief

Notice is hereby given that Elbert L.
Brown, 710 Missouri, Muskogee, Okla.,
has applied for relief from disabilities
imposed by Federal laws with respect
to the acquisition, receipt, transfer,
shipment, or possession of firearms in-
curred by reason of his conviction on
April 29, 1840, in the U.S. District Court
for the Eastern District of Oklahoma,
of an offense punishable by imprison-
ment foresa term exceeding 1 year, as
defined in 18 U.S.C. 925(a) (20). Unless
relief is granted, it will be unlawful for
Elbert L. Brown, because of such con-
viotion, to ship, transport, or receive in
interstate or foreign commerce any fire-
arm or ammunition, and he would be
prevented under chapter 44, title 18,
United States Code, from obtaining a
license under that Chapter as a fire-
arms or ammunition importer, manu-
facturer, dealer, or collector. In addi-
tlon, under title VII of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 (82 Stat. 236; 18 U.S.C. Appendix)
it would be unlawful for Mr. Brown to
Tecelve, possess, or transport in com-
merce or affecting commerce a firearm.
Notice is hereby further given that I
have considered Elbert L. Brown's ap-
plication and have found:

(1) The conviction was made upon a
tharge which did not involve the use of
a firearm or other weapon or a violation
of chapter 44, title 18, United States
S:go. or of the National Firearms Act;
: (2) Tt has been established to my satis-
action that the circumstances regard-
ing the conviction, and the applicant’s
record and reputation, are such that the
applicant will not be likely to act in a
manner dangerous to public safety, and
b I-(:l:)hee granting of the requested relief
s 't L. Brown from disabilities in-
noir\—ﬂ by reason of his conviction would

be contrary to the public interest.

It is ordered, pursuant to the authority
;v)ested in the Secretary of the Treasury
Si' section 925(c), of title 18, United
: ates Code, and delegated to me by the
o(I‘s:ul‘moms in title 26, Part 178, Code
B Federal Regulations, that Elbert L.
& T0%n be, and he hereby is. granted re-
;d from any and an disabilities imposed
¥ Federal laws with respect to the acqui-
SHon, receipt, transfer, shipment, or
mcmon of firearms incurred by reason
the conviction hereinabove described.

Notices

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 29th
day of July, 1969.

[sEAL) Raxporra W. THROWER,
Commissioner of Internal Revenue,

[PR, Doc. 69-0150; Filed, Aug. 4, 1960;
8:48am.)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Geological Survey
| No. 18]

WYOMING
Phosphate Land Classification Order

Pursuant to authority under the Act of
March 8, 1878 (20 Stat. 394; 43 US.C.
31), and as delegated to me by Depart-
mental Order 2563, May 2, 1950, under
authority of Reorganization Plan No. 3
of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), the following
described lands, insofar as title thereto
remains in the United States, are hereby
classified as shown:

S1xTH PRINCIFAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING
NONPMOSPUATE LANDS

T.40N.,.R. 03 W.,
Sec. 32, NE SW,, SI.SEY.
T.41N,R. B3 W,
Sec. 4,10t 3;
Sec. 5, lots 1 to 4, inclusive:
SBec. §, lots 1 to 7, Inclusive, SIENEY,, SEY
NWi, EX%NSWIL NWSE:
Sec. 7,10t 1, NEISANWI.
T.42N_. R.O3 W,
Sec. 28, WL 8Wig:
Sec. 29, 81, 8B
Sec. 31, 1ot 4, SISNET,, NIGSEL,, SEYSE,:
Sec, 32, NEY,, BLUNWIL, NELSWI, 8%
8SWi4, SEN:
Sec, 33, NWILNW, SKUNWY, SWi5, N%
SE%.
T.41N,.R. 04 W,
Sec.1,lots 1,3, and 4, SN, 814;
Sec. 2, SWILNWI, SWY, NELSEY,K S4%
8By
Sec. 3;
Sec. 0, 10ts 1 to 4, Inclusive, NEI{ . EV,NW14,
SESWi;
Bec, 10, N NEG, SWIKNEY, NWi, EY
8Wi,SEY:
Sec. 11, NEY4, EM, Wi, NILSEY . SEYSEY:
Sec, 12, N NEY, NEUNWI,, SWILNW,
N%LSWig:
Sec. 14, NUUNW . SWILNWIY,,
Bec. 15, N5, SWi{, NWI(SEY;
Sec., 16, lots 1 and 2, NEY, NEYUNWI,
N SEY , SELSEY.
T 42N R MW,
Sec. 20, lot 4;
Sec. 21, 1ot 4;
Sec. 27, NWSWi:
Sec. 28, lota 1, 2, and 3, SWNEY, SEY
NW4,NEYLSW, , NLBE,
Sec, 20,1o0ts 1,3, 4, and 5;
Bec. 33, lots 1,2, and 3, WY NE , ELNWY,
NEYSWi;
Sec. 34, SEXNEY,, ELSWI,, BKLSEY:
Bec. 36, WL, SWiL.

12721

T.42N,.R. 94 W,,
Sec. 10, 1o0ts 2,3, and 4, SIUNEL, SEUNWIL,
E%SWI,SE;
Sec. 20, SWIUNW,8%:
Sec. 21,8%;
, 22, 8L, SWiL, SWYSEY:
. 25;
. 26, lota 1 to 5, Inclusive, NWIENW4;
. 27 to 30, Inclusive,
T.43N,R.O5W.,
lots 2 and 3, B} SW,;
SEYLNE . EXSEY;
85N, 8145
BWYNWIL, SW, SWKSEY;
WLSWi:
NWILNEY, SUNEY ., NWi4, N
UBEY;
NEW . N%NWiK:
5, NIgN%;
, NWINWI4.
T.42N_ . R.O6W,,
. SWiL, SWILSEY;
.14, SE}SEY;;
.23, NE14 , EYXSWi,,SEY;
A and 25;
. 26, lots 4 and 5, N}ANEW , NELUNWK.
T. 43N, R.O6W.,
s ;

EEE
88285

EEEEL

3

§5%
suy>
&

1T
pBEE

8

Sec. 11, NEY, , NEI(SE,;
Sec. 12, NWILNWY,  SI. NW . SWiL, NWi4
SBY,SY%LSEY:
Sec. 13, NEY  NEIGNW I, NE{( SEY.
T.43N, . R. 100 W,
Sec. 19, 1ot 1, SEILSEY;
Sec. 23, NEY, 8W1; , 81.8Wi,, WL SEY:
Sec, 25, lots 2, 3, and 4;
Sec.26,10t5 1,2, and 3, NN
Sec. 28,1015 3 and 4, SWILNWI:
Sec. 29,10t 1, NILNWIL . NWILSEY,:
Sec. 30, NEY.
T.42N_ R 101 W,
Sec. 2, SW SW,:
Sec. 3, 814.
T.43N. R. 101 W,
Sec. 13, 8 SWI, . SWILSES:
Sec, 16, NWILNW1L;:
Sec, 17, N NEW, NISSEY;
Sec. 24, NUNEY, , SE(NEY,, NEI NW!,,

Winp RivEr Mrrimian, WrYoMING

T.6N,R.1E,
Sec. 1, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, SWYUNEY,
SENWI:
Sec. 2,10t 1.
T.TN,R.1E,
Sec, 14, BWIKSE;
Sec. 10,lots 1 and 2, SE},NWI,, NEY,SW;
Sec. 20, N1, 8WiL, SBEY,SW, , Si.SE:
Sec. 23, NWYNEY, S%NEY, NELNWY,
SE:
Sec. 24, SWLSW.:
Sec, 25, W4 , NWILBEL, B SEL:
See. 26, NEL , NEY,SE;:
Sec. 27, NWI,SWi,, 81,8W,, SWI,SEY:
Sec. 28, SWI,NEY, NWY,NW, SI,NWI4,
NELSWY, , NILSEY:
Sec. 20, NE NEY:
Sec. 34, NUNEY,;
Bec. 35, NWINWI,, SILNWIY,, NELSW,
NWILSEY , S SEY;
Sec. 30, E%, NEY,, BE1.
T.8N,.R.1E,
Sec, 12, SE,NEY, NELSEY,, SILSEY;
Sec, 13, NIUNEY;
Sec. 19, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, W4 NEX%,
EXLWL,SEY:
Bec. 22, SBEY SEY:
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23, 8148%:;
24, S%81%; "
27, NS N:
28, N%:
20, NN,
. 30,10t 1, NISNEK , NEYNW.
WwR.SE,
3, S NELY,,Sl;
4, NWILSWIE, S1481: !
5, 10ts 2 and 3, S NEY, NEYSEY;
6, lots 2,3, and 4;
9, NILNEY:
10, NWIENWi§,
T.TNLR.2E,
Bec. 2, lot 4, SW{NW Y, NWSW4:
Sec. 3,]lots 1 and 2
Bee, 30, 1ot 4;
Sec. 31, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, BV, WL, SWi;
SE'4:
Sec, 32, NW 8W1I4, SW%SWL.
T.8NL.R.2E.
Sec. 7, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, EVLNW4,
SEYSEY:
Sec. 8, NEYSWI, S%SWY, NWYLSEY,
51 SBY;
Sec. 9, SW,SWi4:
Secc. 15, SWY  NWILSEY, S SEY,;
Sec. 16, SWIZ NEY, . Wi, SE1;
Sec. 17. NEY, N4 NWi,, SEYNWY, Bl
SWILSEW;
Sec. 18, NEGNEY:
Sec. 10,10t 4, SE SW4:
Sec. 21, N4 NEY;
Sec. 22, NN
Seo. 23, NWILNEY, SLNEY, NULNWI,
SWILNWi, N1, SWY, SEi;
Sec. 20, NE;, NEYUNWY, S1/uNWY, NY
SWiL . BELSWI, WLSEY;
Seo. 20, BWYNWY, NLSWi, SESWY,
S1L,SEY;
Sec. 30, NWIANE!,. S} ANEY, NEYUNWY;
Sec. 32, NEY,NEY,:
Sec. 33, NWIYNEY, SUNEY, NUNWIY,
NESE%:
Sec. 34. NWILSW, §%SWY,, SWILSEY;
Sec, 35, NW g, N14SWi,.
T.6N,R.8E,,
Sec. 3,10ts 2,3, and 4;
Bec. 4,lots 1 and 2,
T.0N.R.BE,
Sec. 2, NWL SW,,.8LSWY;
Sec. 3, lot 2, SILNEY,, B4 8B
Sec. 11, NWILNEY, SKNEY,
SELNWIL, B SEY:
Sec. 12, NWYSWY, 81.8WY,, NEYSEY,
S148EY%:
Sec. 13, NEY,, NIUNW Y, NILSELY;
Sec. 20, BV, SEY;
Sec. 21, SW,SW4:
Sec. 25, S4LBWY,; NEI;SEY, SKLSEY,;
Sec. 26, SEI(SE):
Sec, 28, NWNWY,, S NWY, NLSWY;
SELSW1i,, SWI,SEY:
Sec. 33, NILNEY;, SEYNEY,, NEYSEY:
Sec. 34, SN, NS4
Sec. 35, NUNEY, SWYNEY . NELNWY,
SENWIL
Sec. 86, NIANW,.
T.TN.R.3E.,
Sece. 28, SEV,SEY:
Sec. 23, BILNEY,:
Sec. 34, SWINWIY, NI,SWY;, SEYSWY.
T.6N.R.4E,
Secs, 1 to 5, Incluslve;
Sec. 8, 1ot 7, 8\, NEL . E.8W1L, SEN:
Secs. 7 to 12, Incluxive;
Sec. 13, N, N%SWY, SWYSWY, N%
SEY;,SE}SEY:
Secs, 14 to 17, Inclusive;
Sec. 18, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, NEY,  EIL W4,
ELSEY;
Sec, 19, NEY NEY;,, N1, SEY,, SELSEY:
Sec. 20, N4, NEY SEY;
Sec, 21;
Sec. 22, N%, SW1,, N4SEY,, SWILSEY;
Sec. 23, NWINE,, NI NW, SW,LNWIL,
NW I SWi4;
Sec. 24, ELNEY:
Bec. 28, SI14NEY,, ELSEY;

¢EFEEECREREES

z

NILNW,

NOTICES

Sec. 80, lots 2 and 3, NEY,, SEYUNWY,
NELSWI, , NWISEL.
T.TN.R.4E,
Sec. 13, lots 3 and 4:
Sec. 24, NI NEY;, SEUNEY, NEUSBEY.
T.CN.R.SE,

Secs. 1 to 12, Inclusive;

Sec. 13, N1, SW14, N1, SEN;, SWILSELY;

Secs, 14 Lo 17, Inclusive;

Sec, 18, lota 1 to 4, inclusive, NELL, EIL W15,
N4 SE, . SWBE:

Sec. 19, lots 1 and 2, NWYNEY, NEY
NWL:

Sec. 20, NICNE, , SEYUNEY . NEYENWY;

Scc. 21, NEY, NUUNWI,, NYUSEY, SEI}
SEG;

Sec, 22, N, NLSWI. SWKSWY, N
SEY;

Sec. 23, W14 NE1;, Wi, SEY:

Sec. 24, WIZNEW , NW;

Seo., 25, NWILSWi:

Sec. 26, NWIUNEY, NEUNWI, NELSEY:

Sec. 28, NE'YNEY,

T.TN.R.6E,

Secs. 13 to 18, inclusive;

Sec. 19, lots 1, 2, and 3, B, B, Wis:

Secs. 20 to 29, Inclusive;

Sec. 30, EX; . NEYUNWI:

Sec. 32, N4 NEL, SEYNE),, NE};SE1:

Secs. 33 to 36, Inclusive,

T.5N,.R.GE..
Sec. 21, NEYNEY:
Sec. 22 lot, 1.
T.6N.R.GE,

Sec.3,lots 1,2, and 3;

Sec. 4, NYNEY, SEYNEY, NEUNWY,
ELLSELY, In part unsurveyed:

Sec. 5, WILNEL,, NWi§, NYUSWIY,, SWi§
SWi . NWSEY , unsurveyed;

Sec. 6;

Bee. 7, Jots 1 to 4, Incluslve, NILNEY,
SWILNEY, EANWIL, NEKLSWI, NWig
SE,, 814 8EY:

Sec. 17, EILNEN;

Sec. 18, lota 1 to 4, Inclusive, NWI NEY;,
SYUNEY, BLWiL, WILSEY,:

Sec. 19, lots 1 and 2, BV, NWI,,

T.TN,.R.8E,

Secs. 15 to 22, inclusive;

Secs, 27 and 28;

Sec. 20, N3, NG SR, SEYSEY;

Sec. 30, lot 2, that part lying In the Wi,
lots 3, 4, 6, 8, and 9, NEYNEY, SEY
NWiL, ELL8WI, SWKSEY:

Sec, 31, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, NWI NEY,
S NEY.EXLWL, SER:

Sec. 32, NWILNWIL, BUUNWY, SWiL, Wi
SEY:

Sec. 33, NEY,, EI{NW, NEYSW1L, SE;

Seo. 34,

TIN.R.I1W,

Seo. 5, SWILNWIL, SWI, 81 SE;

Seo. 6, 1015 4 and 5, SI,NE, SEI,NW;, N4
SEY, SEY{SEY,;

Sec. 7, lot 4, ELNEY,, SEYSW., NEY
SE:

Sec. 8, NIUNEY, , Wi, NWKLSEL:

Sec. 0, SWYUNE\,, NWYUNWLY, SKUNWY,
NE,BW14, SE!S;

Sec, 10, SWILNEY , SIENW, 814;

Sec, 11, NEY . SEIANW,, 814;

Sec. 12, NWI,8W1,, 81.8Wi4.:

Sec. 13, NWIUNEY, S, NEY, NEYUNW!,
E4SEY:

Sec. 14, NIUNW L

Sec. 15, NEYUNEY:

Sec. 18, lot 1, NWIUNEY, SIUNEY, NEY
NwWi.

T.8N,.R.1W.,

Sec. 13, lots 1 and 2;

Sec. 15,10t 2;

Seo. 21, lot 1, EY,SEY;

Sec. 22, lot 1, NEYUNWY, SWILNWLY, Wi
8Wi4:

Sec. 24, NEl§ , NEX NW;, NEY SEY;

Sec. 25, NNy

Bec. 26, NEUNE, . NWYLNWL;

Sec, 27, NEYUNE , NILNWY.

T.TN.R2W,

Sec. 1, lots 1 to 4, incluslve, SN, Nwiy
BW1,,818W%:

Sec. 2, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, SN, NEY
SWi;.8E1;:

Sec. 3, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, SENE!,
SIENWI;

Seo. 4, lots 1 and 3, BIUNEY;, N SwW,
SWILSWIL, NG SES:

Sec. 5, SEN:

Sec. 6. Jot 7, SENSW:

Sec. 7. lot ), NWINE)N, SBISNEY. EY

NWi;, SElL:

Scc. 8, NEYW,, B} NW, Si4;

Sec. 9, 514:

Sec, 11, NLUNEW . SEUNEY,, NE',SE;

Sec. 12, SWILNEL , Wi, SEL;

Sec. 13, NIANEY:

See, 14, 81,8W1;

See. 15, 81484

Sec. 16, NEYENEL , WiL8WiL:

Seo. 1T, N NEY, , SEYNE;, BIL8BY;

Sce. 19, 10ts 3 and 4, EI48W 1, BE1,:

Sec, 20, NEY,, NENWI,, SBINWY, Bl

Bec. 21, N4, SWi§ NG SE:

Sec. 22, N4, N16SY4:

Sec. 23, N4, NWYSWIL NILSEL:

Sec. 24, NWYUNWLY, SUNWI, SWi, W4
Bl
Sec. 25, NE);  NEILNWI,.
T.8N.R.2W,

Sec. 34,1015 1,2, and 3;
35,1o0ts 1,3, and 4, S, SEY;
36, loL 4, BI,8WL SWILSEL,.

The area described aggregates 90,063
acres, more or less, all of which are cias-
sified as nonphosphate lands.

Dated: July 29, 1969.

ARTHUR A, BAKER,
Acting Director.

[(F.R. Doc. 60-0145; Filed, Aug 4. 106%
8:47 .|

Z0m

Sec.

National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC
PLACES

By notice in the Feoenrar Recisten of
February 25, 1969, at page 2582, thqre
was published a list of the properties
included in the National Register of
Historic Places. This list has been
amended by notices in the FrorrAb
ReGISTER on April 2 (pp. 6018-19),
May 6 (p. 7338), June 3 (pp. 8713-14),
and June 28 (pp. 10007-8).

Further notice is hereby given that
certain amendments or revisions, in the
nature of additions, deletions, or corree
tions to the previously published list ar
adopted as set out below.

It is the responsibility of all Federal
agencies to take cognizance of the prop”
erties Included in the National Registes
as herein amended and revised In &¢-
cordance with section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 8
Stat. 915, 16 U.S.C. 470. I

The following properties have bcd:
added to the National Register sin&
June 28, 1969:

GEORGIA
Muscogee County .
Columbus, Columbus Historic D““""g
ggundc% by Nlnthhsueetm o8 ;gﬁc ;‘;"v‘t_'
urth Street on the south,

nue on the east, and the Chattahoochtt

River on the west. Front
Columbus, Columbus Iron Works, 901

Avenue,
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Columbus, Goetchius-Wellborn House, 405
Broadway.

Columbus, Joseph House, 828 Broadway.

Columbus, Octagon House, 527 First Avenue.

Columbus, Walker-Peters-Langdon House,
716 Brosdway,

Columbus, Wells-Bagley House, 22 Sixth
Streot.
KENTUCKY
Fayette County

Lexington, West High Street Historic District,
North side of the 100, 200, and 300 blocks
of West High Street.

MISSOURI
Chariton County

Keytesyllle, Hill Homestead, 100 West North
Street.
Gasconade County

Bem vicinity, Peenie Archeological Petro-
giyph Site, Center NE, SEY, sec. 36, T.
41N, REW.

Missizaippt County

Wolf Island vicinity, Beokwith's Fort Arche-
ological Site, SE1}, sec. 20, T. 24, N, R.
17 E,

Moniteau County

Sandy Hook vicinity, Geiger Archeological

Site NWig, sec, 11, T. 46 N, R, 14 W.

Montgomery County

Big Spring vicinity, Pinnaele Lake Rock-
thelter, NEI, SEN, sec. 24, T. 47 N, R.
5w,

New Madrid County

New Madrid vicinity, Lilbourn Fortified Vil-
lage Archeological Site, SEY;, Survey 28,
Wi, Survey 712, SWY, SWI, Survey
T, T.22N. R 4 E

Pemiscot County

Steele vicinity, Denfon Mound and Village
g'rhrolaglml Site, BW4. sec. 20, T. 17 N,
- 11 E,

FPhelps County
Yancy Mills vieinity, Gourd Creek Cave

drcheological Site, SEY,, NW4, sec. 19,
T.36N. . RBW.

St. Charles County

St;:‘(‘}:‘trltﬁ. Stone Row, 314-330 South Main
Street,
Ste. Genevieve County

8te. Genevieve vicinity, Common Field

Archeological Site. N4, SW 5
N.R.O.E, e IR

Warren County

Marthosville violnity, Callaway (Flanders)

House, 1 m)
Mo, 8¢ lo south of Marthasville on

NEW YORK
Sufolk County
“‘,’:3;“":} vicinity, Montauk Point Light-

REMODE ISLAND

Newport County

Miantonomi Memoriai Park,
on the south by Admiral Kalbe
g, on the west by Girard Avenue,
B north by property of the Newport

ousing Ay
Hillside Aver"xhu:m' S hndl it

Newport,
Bounded
fuss

BOUTH CAROLINA
Charleston County
Chas
SQI:::?n, Fireproof Buflding, 100 Meeting

NOTICES

Clarendon County
Summerton vicinity, Santee Indian Mound
and Fort Watson, south of SBummerton off
U.S, 301,
Kershaw County

Camden, Fort Camden, southern area of
Camden, De Ealb Township,
VIRGINIA
Loudoun County
Leesburg vicinity, Waterford Historic Dis-
trict, Va. 665, 7 miles northwest of Lees-
burg. A pentagonal-shaped area following
topographicnal features; measuring, from
the Intersection of Maln Street and Sec-
ond Street, 09 mile to the northeast, 1.4
miles to the southeast, 1.2 miles to the
southwest, 1.2 miles 10 the west, and 0.9
mile to the northwest,

ERNEST ALLEN CONNALLY,
Chief, Office of Archeology
and Historic Preservation,

|F.R. Doc. 66-9122; Filed, Aug. 4, 1000;
§:45am.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Commodity Credit Corporation
SALES OF CERTAIN COMMODITIES

August 1969 CCC Monthly Sales
List

Notice to buyers. Pursuant to the policy
of Commodity Credit Corporation Issued
October 12, 1954 (19 F.R. 6669), and sub-
Jject to the conditions stated therein as
well as herein, the commodities listed
below are available for sale and, where
noted, for redemption of payment-in-
kind certificates on the price basis set
forth.

1. The U.S. Department of Agriculture
announced the minimum prices at which
Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC)
commodity holdings are avatlable for
sale, beginning at 3 p.m,, e.d.t., on July 31,
1969, and, subject to amendment, con-
tinuing until superseded by the Septem-
ber Monthly Sales List.

The following commodities are avall-
able: Cotton (upland and extra long
staple), wheat, corn, oats, barley, flax-
seed, rye, rice, grain sorghum, peanuts,
tung oil, cottonseed meal, butter, and
nonfat dry milk.

With the 1969 crop marketing year be-
ginning August 1 for rice and cotton, the
August list includes formula minimum
pricing for these commodities based on
1969 price-support loan rates.

Information on the avallability of
commodities stored in CCC bin sites may
be obtained from Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service State
offices shown at the end of the sales list;
and for commeodities stored at other loca-
tions, the information may be attained
from ASCS commodity and grain offices
also shown at the end of the list.

Corn, oats, barley, or grain sorghum,
as determined by CCC, will be sold for
unrestricted use for “Dealers’ Certifi-
cates" issued under the emergency live-
stock feed program. Grain delivered
against such certificates will be sold at
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the applicable current market price, de-
termined by CCC.

2. In the following listing of Commodi-
ties and sales prices or method of sales,
“unrestricted use” applies to sales which
permit either domestic or export use and
“export" applies to sales which require
export only. CCC reserves the right to
determine the class, grade, quality, and
avallable quantity of commodities listed
for sale.

The CCC Monthly Sales List, which
varies from month to month as addi-
tional commodities become avallable or
commodities formerly avallable are
dropped, is designed to ald in moving
CCC's inventories into domestic or ex-
port use through regular commercial
channels,

If it becomes necessary during the
month to amend this list in any material
way--such as by the removal or addition
of a commodity in which there is general
interest or by a significant change in
price or method of sale—an announce-
ment of the change will be sent to all
persons currently receiving the list by
malil from Washington. To be put on this
mailing list, address: Director, Grain
Division, Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250.

3. Interest rates per annum under the
CCC Export Credit Sales Program (An-
nouncement GSM-4) for August 1969
are 634 percent for U.S, bank obligations
and 73§ percent for foreign bank obli-
gations. Commodities now eligible for fi-
nancing under the Export Credit Sales
Program include oats, wheat, wheat flour,
barley, bulgur, corn, cornmeal, grain
sorghum, upland and extra long staple
cotton, milled and brown rice, tobacco,
cottonseed oil, raisins, soybean oil, dairy
products, tallow, lard, breeding cattle,
rye, and cottonseed meal, Commodities
purchased from CCC may be financed
for export as private stocks under An-
nouncement GSM-4.

Information on the CCC Export Credit
Sales Program and on commodities avail-
able under Title I, Public Law 480, private
trade agreements, and current informa-
tion on interest rates and other phases
of these programs may be obtained from
the Office of the General Sales Manager,
Export Marketing Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250,

4. The following commodities are cur-
rently avaflable for new and existing
barter contracts: Upland cotton and to-
bacco. In addition, private stocks of corn,
grain sorghum, barley (other than mait-
ing barley), oats, wheat, and wheat
flour, and milled and brown rice, un-
der Announcement PS-1, as amended;
tobacco under Announcement PS-3;
cottonseed oil and soybean oll under
Announcement PS-2; and upland and
extra long staple cotton under An-
nouncement PS-4; and inedible tallow
and grease under Announcement PS-5;
are eligible for programing in connection
with barter contracts covering procure-
ment for Federal agencies that will reim-

burse CCC. (However, Hard Red Winter
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13 percent protein or higher, Hard Red
Spring 14 percent protein or higher,
Durum wheats, and flour produced from
these wheats may not be exported under
barter through west coast ports.) Further
information on private-stock commodi-
ties may be obtained from the Office of
the Assistant Sales Manager, Barter, Ex~
port Marketing Service, USDA, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20250.

5. The CCC will entertain offers from
responsible buyers for the purchase of
any commodity on the current list. Of-
fers accepted by CCC will be subject to
the terms and conditions prescribed by
the Corporation. These terms include
payment by cash or irrevocable letter of
credit before delivery of the commodity
and the conditions require removal of
the commodity from CCC stocks within
a reasonable period of time. Where sales
are for export, proof of exportation is
also required, and the buyer is respon-
sible for obtaining any required US.
Government export permit or license.
Purchase from CCC shall not constitute
any assurance that any such permit or
license will be granted by the issuing
authority.

Applicable announcements containing
all terms and conditions of sale will be
furnished upon request. For easy refer-
ence & number of these announcements
are identified by code number in follow-
ing list, The New Orleans ASCS Com-
modity Office has withdrawn Announce-
ment NO-C-32 (Sale of Upland Cotton
for Unrestricted Use). Upland Cotton is
available for sale for umrestricted use
under other CCC announcements.

6, Commodity Credit Corporation re-
serves the right to amend from time to
time, any of its announcements. Such
amendments shall be applicable to and
be made a part of the sale contracts
thereafter entered Into.

CCC reserves the right to reject any
or all offers placed with it for the pur-
chase of commodities pursuant to such
announcements.

CCC reserves the right to refuse to
consider an offer, if CCC does not have
adequate Information of financial re-
sponsibility of the offerer to meet
contract obligations of the type con-
templated in this announcement. If &
prospective offerer is in doubt as to
whether CCC has adequate information
with respect to his financial responsibil-
ity, he should either submit a financial
statement to the office named in the invi-
tation prior to making an offer, or com-
municate with such office to determine
whether such a statement Is desired in his
case. When satisfactory financial re-
sponsibility has not been established,
CCC reserves the right to consider an
offer only upon submission by offerer of
a certified or cashier's check, a bid bond,
or other security, acceptable to CCC,
assuring that Iif the offer is accepted,
the offerer will comply with any pro-
visions of the contract with respect to
payment for the commodity and the
furnishing of performance bond or other
security acceptable to CCC.

Disposals and other handling of in-
ventory items often result In small
quantities at given locations or in qual-
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ities not up to specifications. These lots
are offered by the approprinte ASCS
office promptly upon appearance and
therefore, generally, they do not appear
in the Monthly Sales List.

7. On sales for which the buyer is re-
quired to submit proof to CCC of expor-
tation, the buyer shall be regularly
engaged In the business of buying or
selling commodities and for this purpose
shall maintain a bona fide business office
in the United States, its territories or
possessions and have a person, prineipal,
or resident agent upon whom service of
Judicial process may be had.

Prospective buyers for export should
note that generally, sales to US. Gov-
ernment  agencies, with only minor
exceptions, will constitute domestic un-
restricted use of the commodity,

Commodity Credit Corporation re-
serves the right, before making any sales,
to define or limit export areas,

Exports to certain countries are regu-
lated under the Export Control Act of
1949. These restrictions also apply to any
commodities purchased from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation whether sold
for restricted or unrestricted use. Coun-
tries and commodities are specifically
listed In the U.S. Department of Com-~
merce Comprehensive Export Schedule.
Additional information is available from
the Bureau of International Commerce
or from the fleld offices of the Depart-
ment of Commerce.

Savres Price or METHOD oF SaLe
WHEAT, BULK

Unrestricted use,

A. Storable. Market price, as determined
by CCC, but not less than 115 percent of the
applicable 1969 price-support loan rate* for
the class, grade, and protein of the wheat
plus the markup shown in C below applicable
to the type of carrier involved.

B. Nonstorable, At not less than market
price, as determined by CCC.

C. Markups and cxamples (dollars per
bushel {in-store) *

Markap
inwtore
received biy—
Examples
Truck | Ratior
barge
£0,054] 8063 | Minneapolis—No. 1 DNS ($1.57) 115

peroent 4-80, 03; §1.84.
Portland—No. 1 8W (§1.45) 115 per-
cent -+80.03; §1.70.
l Kansas City—No, 'l 7IJ.RW {8143 118

nt +$0.03; §1,
(‘glcuo—h'o. 1 RW ($1.46) 115 por-
cont +8§0.03; $1.7L

Ezxport,

A. CCC will sell limited quantities of Hard
Red Winter, Durum, and Hard Red Spring
wheat ot west coast ports at domestic market
price levels for export under Announcement
GR-345 (Revision IV, Oct, 30, 1087, as
amended) ss follows:

(1) Offers will be accepted subject to the
purchasers’ furnishing the Portland ASCS
Branch Office with a Notlce of Sale contaln-
ing the same Information (excluding the
payment or certificate acceptance number) as
required by exporters who wish to receive an
export payment under GR-345. The Notice
of Sale must be furnished to the Commaodity
Office within 5 calendar days after the date of
purchase,

(2) Sales will be made only to fll dollar
market sales abroad and exporter must show
export from the weat const to a destination
wesat of the 170th meridian, west longitude,
and east of the 60th meridian, enst longitude,
and to ports on the west coast of Central
and South America. Dollar salea shall mean
sales for dollars and sales financed with CCC
credit,

Available. Chicago, Kansas City, Minne-
apolis, and Portiand ASCS offices,

RICE, ROUGN

Unrestricted use,

Market price but not Jess than 1060 joan
rate plus 5 percent, plus 13 cents per hun-
dredwelght, basls in-store.

Avatlable. Prices, quantities, and varieties
of rough rice available from Kansas City
ASCS Commodity Office.

CORN, BULK

Unrestricted use.

A. Redemption of domestio payment-in-
kind certificates. Market price as determined
by CCC, but not less than 115 percent of the
applicable 1968 price-support loan rate’ foe
the clnss, grade, and quality of the corn plus
the markup shown in C of this unrestricted
use section.

B. General sales.

1. Storable. Market price, as determined by
CCC, but not less than the Agricultural Act
of 1040 formula minimum price for such siles
which {s 105 percent of the applicable 1963
price-support rate # (published loan rate plus
19 centa per bushel) for the class, grade, and
quality of the corn, plus the markup shown
in C of this unrestricted use section,

2. Nonstorable. At not less than market
price as determined by CCC.

C. Markups and examples (dollars per
bushel in-store! basis No. 2 yellow corn 14
percent M.T. 2 percent F.M.).

Markup In-
store

Exnmples

i
£0.17%5) Feed graln pe domestle PIK
certificate minimurms v
MeLean Cotu u‘wlll'l (tl'.;ﬂ‘;xhv 9
115 percont +80.1714; $1.4814
Agrieultural Act of 164w siaatey
minimums:

McLean County, 11l (#1.06+80.085
+80.19); 108 percent 31T
$L54

Available. Chiocsgo, Kansas Clity, Minne-
npolls, and Portland ASCS grain offices,

ORAIN SORGH UM, DULK

Unrestricted use.

A. Redemption of domestic paymcnt-fﬁ-
kind ocertificates. Market price, as de-
termined by CCC, but not less than 115
percent of the applicable 1088 price-support
loan rate® for the cinss, grade, and quality
of the grain sorghum, plus the markup
shown in C of this unrestricted use soctiol
applicable to the type of carrler invoived.

B. General sales, "

1. Storable. Market price, ns determined b¥
COC, but not less than the Agricultursl e
of 1949 formuls minimum price for "“‘X
sales which is 105 percent of the spplcabl®
196 price-support rate * (published loan "':
plus 34 cents per hundredweight) for @
class, grade, and quality of the grain *0(C
ghum, plus the markup shown in C of * 8
unrestricted use section applicable 10
type of carrier involved, t

2. Nonmstoradle. At not less than marke
price aa determined by CCC. b

C. Markups and ezamples (dollars per hun
dredweight in-storet No. 2 or better).
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Markup inatore
eoelved by—

Truck | Rall o
barge

10297 90,2834 Food grain ugmuue PIK
Inle County, Tex. ($1.63) 115 per
cent +30.20%(; $2.173¢,
Kansas Oity. Mo, ($1.51) 115 per-
ceat +80.350(; $2.343{.
ursl Act of 1949; statutory
minfmums:
Hale County, Tex. ($1.63-440.34);
108 percent +$0.208 $2.363(.
Kanzss Clty, Mo. (5151 )
105 percent 80250 $2.5134.

Avctladle, Eansas City, Chicago, Minne-
spolis, and Portland ASCS grain offices,

BARLEY, BULK

Unrestricted use.

A. Redemption of domestic poyment-in-
kind certificates. Market price, ns determined
by CCC, but not less than 115 percent of the
applicable 1969 price-support loan rate*® for
the class, grade, and quality of the bariey plus
the markup shown in C of this unrestricted
Use section,

B. General sales.

1. Storable. Market price, as determined by
COC, but not less than the Agricultural Act
of 1949 formula minimum price for such
tales which is 105 percent of the applicable
1960 price-support rate® (published loan
rile plus 13 cents per bushel) for the class,
grade, and quality of the barley, plus the
markup shown in C of this unrestricted use
section,

2. Nonstorable, At not less than market
price az determined by CCC.

C. Markups omd examples (dollars per
dushel tn-store ' No, 2 or better).

Msrkup tn-store)

received by— % A
A _ xamples
Radl or |
harge ]

Truck

S5 $0.00 | Feod graln p domentic PIK
certificate minimums:

Cam County, N. Dak. ($0.7%) 115
porcent +80.0014: $0.9514.

Minneapalis, Minn. ($1.04) 115 percent
+$0.00; $1.23,

Agricultural Act of 1040 statutory
mintmums:
Cass County, N. Dak. ($0.784-80.13);
105 peccoat +-80.0046; $1.0146,
Minneapolks, Minn. (§1.04 - £0.13); 108
percent --$0.03; $1.29,

Am!fablc? Kansas City, Chlcago, Minne-
#polls, and Portland ASCS grain offices.

OATS, BULR

Unreatrioted use,
C(:“(} Storable, Market price, as determined by
900, but not less than 116 percent of the
cvl’:;;l.:\ble 1968 price-support rates? for the
Moy, Frode, and quality of the oats plus the

;’rkup thown tn B below,

: Markup and example re
duakel {n-store* Basis No.,; xﬂgggl:? ol

——

Mark
oy o Example

Redwood County, Minn, ($0,00430.03
it .
33&' d.lgmunl) 115 percent

Ko, 148—p¢. I~—10
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C. Nonstoragble. At not less than the market
price as determined by CCC,

Aveilable, Eansas City, Chlcago, Minne-
apolls, and Portland ASCS grain offices.

ATE, DULK

Unrestricted use,

A. Storable. Market price, as determined
by OCC, but not less than the Agricultural
Act of 1949 formula price which is 115 per-
cent® of the applicable 1969 price-support
rate for the ciass, grade, and quality of the
grain plus the markup shown in B below
applicable to the type of carrier involved.

B, Markups and eramples (doliars per
bushel in-store* No, 2 or better),

Markup
in-store

roceived by— Exsmples

all or
barge

mal'n
?

$0. 0534 $0.03 | Agriculture Act of 194%; statutory

minhnums
Rollets County, N. Dak, ($0.£6); 115
percent +8§0.0554; $1.0434.
Minnespolis, Minn, ($1.22). 115 per-
| oant 4-30,00; $1.44.

C. Nonstorable. At not less than market
price as determined by CCC.

Avatlable. Chicago, Kansas City, Portland,
and Minneapolls ASCS grain offices.

COTTON, UFLAND

Unrestricted use.

Competitive offers under the terms and
conditions of Announcement NO-C-31 (Re-
vised), (Disposition of Upland Cotton—In
Liquidation of Rights In a Certificate Pool,
Against the “Shortfall” and Under Barter
Transactions), Cotton may be acquired at
the highest price offered, but not less than
the higher of (1) the market price as deter-
mined by CCC, or (2) a minimum price doter-
mined by CCC which will be based on 110
percont of the price support loan rate for
Middling 1 inch cotton at average location
at the time of delivery, plus reasonable
carrying charges for the month in which the
salo is made. Carrying charges for August
are 90 points per pound. In no event will the
price for any cotton be less than 120 points
(1.2 cents) per pound above the loan rate for
such cotton at the time of delivery.

Export.

CCC disposals for barter, Competitive offers
under the terms and conditions of Announce-
ments CN-EX-~28 (Acquisition of Upland Cot-
ton for Export Under the Barter Program)
and NO-C-31, as amended, at the prices de-
scribed in the preceding paragraph B.

COTTON, EXTRA LONG STAFLE

Unrestricted use,

Competitive offera under the terms and
conditions of Aanouncement NO-C-86 (Re-
vision 2) and Announcement NO-C-10 (Re-
vised). Under these announcements extra
long staple cotton will be sold at the highest
price offered but In no event at less than the
higher of (a) 115 percent of the current loan
rate for such cotton plus reasonable carrying
charges, or (b) tho market price as deter-
mined by CCC. Notwithstanding the fore-
going, If and when a “shortfall” for extra
long staple cotton is announced by CCC,
cotton will be avallable under Announce-
ments NO-C-8 and NO-C-10 In an amount
not to exceed the shortfall at the market
price, as determined by CCC.

COTTON, UFLAND OR EXTIA LONO STAFLE

Unrestricted use,
Competitive offers under the terms and
conditions of Announcement NO-C-20 (Sale
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of Special Condition Cotton). Any such cot-
ton (Below Grade, Sample Loose,

Plckings, etc.) owned by CCC will be offered
for sale periodically on the basis of samples
representing the cotton according to sched-
ules issued from time to time by CCC.

Availability tnformation,

Sale of cotton will be made by the New
Orieans ASCS Commodity Office, Sales an-
nouncements, related forma and catalogs for
upland cotton and extra long staple cotton
showing quantities, qualities, and location
may be obtained for a nominal fee from that
office.

COTTONSEED MEAL, BULK

Unrestricted use.

Competitive offers for meal located In Texas
and Oklahoma under the terms and condi-
tions of Announcement NO-CS-8, Delvery
periods will commence in September,

Small quantities may be sold on competi-
tive offers in any area if necessary to avold
deterioration or If storage cannot be obtained
on a basls satisfactory to OCO,

rt:

Export:

Competitive offers, but not less than $43
per ton 1.0.b. origin location under the terms
and conditions of Announcement NO-CS-7,
Sales will be made only for export to Far East
countries having ports on the Pacific Ocean
or on a sea tributary thereto (Including Aus-
tralia and New Zealand).

Available, New Orleans ASCS Commodity

PEANUTS, SHELLED OR FARMERS STOCK

Restricted use sales.

When atocks are avallable In thelr area of
responsibility, the quantity, type, and grade
offered are announced in weekly lot lists
or invitations to bid lssued by the following:

GPA Peanut Association, Camilla, Ga,

Peanut Growers Cooperative Marketing As-
sociation, Pranklin, Va,

Southwestern Peanut Growers’ Association,
Gorman, Tex.

Terms and conditions of sale are set forth
In Announcement PR-1 of July 1, 1066, as
amended, and the applicable lot lst,

1. Shelled peanuts of less than US, No, 1
grade may be purchased for foreign or do-
mestic crushing.

2. Farmers stock: Segregation 1 may be
purchased and milled to produce US, No, 1
or better grade shelled peanuts which may
be exported, The balance of the kernels in-
cluding any graded peanuts not exported
must be crushed domestically,

Sales are made on the basia of competitive
blds each Wednesday by the Ollsceds and
Special Crops Division, Agricultural Stabili-
zation and Conservation Service, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20250, to which all blds must be
sent,

TUNG OIL

Unrestrioted use,

Sales are made perlodically on s competl-
tive bid basis. Bids are submitted to the
Ollsceds and Special Crops Division, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Conservation Service,
Washington, D.C. 20250,

The quantity offered and the date bids are
to be recelved are announced to the trades
in notices of Invitations to Bid, lssued by the
National Tung Ofl Marketing Cooperative,
Inoc., Poplarville, Misa, 30470,

Terms and conditions of sale are as set
forth in Announcement NTOM-PR-4 of
April 6, 1967, ns amended, and the applica-
ble Invitation to Bld.

Blds will include, and be evaluated on the
basis of, price offered per pound f.0.b, storage
location. For certaln destinstions, CCC will
68 provided ino the Announcement, as
smended, refund to the buyer a “freight
equalization™ allowance,
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Coples of the Announcement or the Invi-
tation may be obtalned from the Cooperative
or Ollseed and Special Crops Division, ASCS,
Telephone Washington, D.C,, area code 202,
DU 8-3901.

FLAXSEED, SULK

Unrestrioted use,

A. Storable, Market price, as determined by
CCC, but not less than 105 percent of the
applicable 1080 price-support rate® for the
grade and gquality of the flaxseed plus the ap-
plicable markup,

B. Markup: and example (dollars per
bushel in-store No. 1, 9.1-9.5 percent mois-
ture).

Markup per
e:’lm s% b". E Jo of mind rices
v y— AT o -
Ynmﬂnnl ond [wigo
Truck | Rall or
barge
$0. 0734 80.033¢) Minnes, Minn, (83.01); 108
cent + £0,0834; $3,10%¢. el

©. Nomnstorable. At not less than domestic
market price as determined by CCOC.

Availadble. Through the Minneapolls ASCS
Branch Omce,

Damy FProovcTs

Sales are in cerlots only In-store at stor-
age location of products.

Submission of offers.

Submit offers to the Minneapolls ASCS
Commodity Office,

NONFAT DAY MILK

Unrestricted use.

Announced prices, under MP-14: Spray
process, U.S. Extra Grade, 2540 cents per
pound packed in 100-pound bags and 25.65
cents per pound packed in 50-pound bags.

Export.

Announced prices, under MP-23, pursuant
to invitations lssued by Minneapolls ASCS
Commodity OMce. Invitations will Indicate
the type of export sales authorized, the an-
nounced price and the period of time such
price will be in effect,

BUTTER

Unrestrioted use.

Announced prices, under MP-14: 7528
cents per pound—New York, Pennsylvania,
New Jersey, New England, and other States
bordering the Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of
Mexico, 7456 conts per pound—Washington,
Oregon, and California. All other States 7425
cents per pound.

FOOTNOTES

: The formula price dellvery basls for bin-
site sales will be f.ob,
* Round product up to the nearest cent.

USDA AORICULTURAL STARILIZATION AND CoN-
SERVATION Seavicx Orrices

GHAIN OXFICES

Kansas Clty ASCS Commodity Office, 8930
Ward Parkway (Post Office Box 205),
Eansas City, Mo, 64141, Telephone:
Area Code 818, Emerson 1-0860,

Alabama, Alnska, Arizona, Arkansas, Colo-
rado, Florida, Georgia, Hawall, Kansas,
Loulsiana, Misstssippl, Missouri, Ne-
braskns, Nevada, New Mexico, North Caro-
lina, Oklabhoma, South Carollns, Ten-
nessee, Texas, and Wyoming (domestic
and export). California (domestic only),
Connecticut, Delawnare, Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Mas-
sachusetts, Michigan, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, Ohlo, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Virginia, Vermont,
and West Virginla (export only),

- NOTICES

Branch Office—Chlcago ASCS Branch Office,
220 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
111, 60606, Telephone: Area Code 312,
358-6581.

Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indlana,
Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Mas-
sachusetts, Michigan, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, Ohlo, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Virginia, Vermont,
and West Virginia (domestic only).

Branch OMce—Minneapolls ASCS Branch
Office, 310 Grain Exchange Bullding,
Minneapolis, Minn. 55415, Telephone:
Area Code 612, 725-2061.

Minnesota, Montana, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin (domestic and
export).

Branch Office—Portland ASOS Branch Office,
1218 Southwest Washington Street,
Portland, Oreg. 07205. Telephone: Area
Code 503, 226-3361.

Idaho, Oregon, Utah, and Washingron
(domestic and export sales), California
(export sales only).

PROCESSED COMMODITIES OFFICE (ALL STATES)

Minneapolis ASCS Commodity Office, 6400
France Avenue South, Minneapolis, Minn,
55436, Telephone: Area Code 612, 725-3200.

COTTON OFFICE (ALL STATES)

New Orleans ASCS Commodity Office, Wirth
Bullding, 120 Marais Street, New Orleans,
La. 70112, Telephone: Area Code 004,
527-7766.

GENERAL SALES MANACER OFFICES

Reproséntative of General Sales Manager,
New York Area: Joseph Reldinger, Federal
Bullding, Room 1759, 26 Federal Plaza,
New York, N.Y. 10007. Telephone: Area
Code 212, 264-8439, 8440, 8441,

ASCS Stare Orrices

Iilinols, Room 232, U.S. Post Office and Court-
house, Springfield, Ill. 62701. Telephone:
Area Code 217, 525-4180.

Indians, Room 110, 311 West Washington
Street, Indianapolls, Ind. 46204, Telephone:
Area Code 317, 633-8521.

Iows, Room 037, Federal Bullding, 210 Wal-
nut Street, Des Moines, Towa 50309, Tele-
phone: Area Code 515, 284-4213.

Kansas, 2601 Anderson Avenue, Manhattan,
Kans, 66502, Telephone: Area Code 013,
JE 8-3531.

Michigan, 1405 South Harrison Road, East
Lansing, Mich, 48823, Telephone: Area
Code 517, 372-1010.

Missour!, 1.O.OF. Bullding, 10th and Wal-
nut Streets, Columbia, Mo. 65201, Tele-
phone: Area Codo 314, 442-3111.

Minnesota, Room 230, Federal Bullding and
U.8. Courthouse, 316 Robert Street, St.
Paul, Minn, 55101, Telephone: Area Code
612, 726-7651.

Montana, Post Office Box 670, US.P.O. and
Federal Office Building, Bozeman, Mont.
59715, Telophone: Area Code 400, 587-4511,
Ext, 3271,

Nobraska, Post Office Box 763, 5801 O Street,
Lincoln, Nebr, 68501, Telephone: Aren Code
402, 475-3361,

North Dakota, Post Office Box 2017, 156 South
21st Street, Fargo, N. Dak. 58103. Tele-
phone: Area Code 701, 237-5205,

Ohlo, Room 116, Old Federal Bullding, Co-
lumbus, Ohlo 43215, Telephone: Area Code
G614, 460-6814.

South Dakota, Post Office Box 843, 280 Wis«
consin Street 8W., Huron, 8. Dak. 57350,
Telephone: Area Code 605, 352-8651, Ext,
821 or 310.

Wisconsin, Post Office Box 4248, 4601 Ham-
mersley Road, Madison, Wis. 53711, Tele-
phone: Area Code 608, 254-4441, Ext. 7635.

Avtnoriry: Issued under sec. 4, 62 Stat.
1070, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 714b, Interpret

or apply sec. 407, 63 Stat. 1006; sec, 105, 63
Stat, 1061, as amended by 70 Stat. 612; secs,
303, 306, 307, 76 Stat, 614-617; 7T US.C. 1441
(note).

Signed at Washington,
July 30, 1969.
Kennere E. Frick,
Executive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation
[FR, Dogo. 60-0163: Filed, Aug. 4, 1960;
8:48 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
CIBA PHARMACEUTICAL CO.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for
Food Additive Metoserpate Hydro-
chloride

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)),
the following notice is issued:

In accordance with §12152 With-
drawal of petitions without prejudice of
the procedural food additive regulations
(21 CFR 12152), E. R. Squibb & Sons,
Inc., Three Bridges, N.J. 08887, has with-
drawn its petition (32-738V), notice of
which was published in the FenEriL
RecisTer of March 6, 1969 (34 F.R. 4808),
proposing that § 121324 Metoserpale
hydrochloride (21 CFR 121.324) W
amended to provide for the safe use of
metoserpate hydrochloride at a level of
0.03 percent in the drinking water of re-
placement chickens with the limitation
that treated birds not be slaughtered
within 96 hours of treatment.

The petition was filed by the Gland-
O-Lac Co, Division of CIBA Corp.
Omaha, Nebr, 68101, and the rights W
the petition were subsequently trans:
ferred to E. R. Squibb & Sons, Inc.

Dated: July 29, 1969.

R. E. DucGan,
Acting Associate Commissioner
for Compliance

[FR. Doc. 60-9117; Filed, Aug. 4, 1960
8:45 am.|

DC., on

MERCK AND CO., INC.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for
Food Additives Thiabendazole
Penicillin, and Streptomycin

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug,'and Cosmetic Act ’-5f'f
409(b), 12 Stat. 1786; 21 UscC. 348(b) ),
the following notice Is issued: ik

In accordance with §12152 W
drawal of petitions without prejudict &
the procedural food additive rcs_m.'atw':;“
(21 CFR 12152), Merck Shnm.j n
Dohme Research Laboratories, Dt‘L“,"J
of Merck and Co. Inc, Rahway. hPC
07065, has withdrawn its petition hed
38-222V) , notice of which was publisiy
in the FEoERAL REGISTER Of Decembxil mf
1967 (32 F.R. 20670), proposing
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1121.260 Thiabendazole be amended to
provide for the safe use in swine feed
of thinbendazole in combination with
penicillin and streptomycin added for
growth promotion and feed efliciency.

Dated: July 29, 1969.

R. E, Duccax,
Acting Assoclate Commdissioner
Jor Compliance.

Doe. 60-5118; Filed, Aug. 4. 19060:
8:45 am. )

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

FLIGHT STANDARDS DISTRICT OFFICE
AT HARRISBURG-YORK STATE AIR-
PORT, NEW CUMBERLAND, PA.

Notice of Redesignation

Notice is hereby given that the Gen-
eral Aviation District Office at the
Harrisburg-York State Airport, New
Cumberland, Pa., has been redesignated
a5 a Flight Standards District Office on
July 1, 1969, While continuing to provide
services to general aviation, this office,
In addition, has assumed responsibilities
for services to air carrfers. Communica-
tions to the Flight Standards District
Office should be addressed as follows:
Flight Standards District Office No. 61,

Department of Transportation, Federal

Aviation  Administration, Harrisburg-

York State Alrport, Administration Bulld-

Ing, New Cumberiand, Pa. 17070.

(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stat. 752; 40 U.S.C. 1354)
lgg;sucd in New York, N.Y., on July 25,

(PR

WaxyNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR. Doc, 60-9127; Plled, Aug., 4. 1069;
8:46 am |

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
CESIUM-137
Pricing
e AR o
omment, notice of Intent to increase

s prices for cestum-137. The present
&nd proposed prices were as follows:

Prezent Proposed
0-10,000 curios— 0-50,000 curies—
to g0/ $3.00/C

001-50,000—04 45 50,001~ 000-—
S{mz.,zfx),ooo_o;,l, aogo 400
Over 200,000—0.125 Over 200,000—0.85

mTh?_Commlsslon has now completed
c(jh'r:jﬂew of the public comment re-
2 19 - Also, a5 a result of certain proc-
o mprovements and efciencies which
Yot :‘*"“ developed and adopted, cur-
Guctis EC full costs for cestum-137 pro-
dueedn and distribution have been re-
A Substantially from the costs which

“rlay the proposed increased price in

NOTICES

the June 5, 1968, FrorrAL REGISTER NO-
tice. Based on the foregoing considera-
tions, as well as, current investments
and efforts of industry to develop sizable
markets for ceslum-137, as evidenced by
a rapldly increasing market demand, and
the fact that the cesium-137 production
capacity achievable In existing AEC fa-
cilities could result in costs approaching
the present price, the Commission has
now determined to retain its present
cesium-~137 prices as set forth above,
subject to reexamination in about 2 years.

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 048; 42 US.C. 2201)
Dated at Washington, D.C., this 30th
day of July 1969,

W. B. McCoor,
Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 62-0134; Filed, Aug. 4. 1060;
8:40a.m.)

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

| Docket No. 18650; Order 60-7-124)
INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT

ASSOCIATION
Order Regarding Specific Commodity
Rates
Issued under delegated authority

July 24, 1969,

An agreement has been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board's economic
regulations, between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers,
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint
Conferences of the International Air
Transport Association (IATA), and
adopted pursuant to the provisions of
Resolution 590 dealing with specific
commodity rates,

The agreement, adopted pursuant to
unprotested notices to the carriers and
promulgated in an IATA letter dated
July 10, 1969, names additional specific
commodity rates, as set forth in the at-
tachment hereto, which reflect signifi-
cant reductions from the general cargo
rates. In addition, rates for a new com-
modity description, “Incense and/or In-
cense Products,” have been specified.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board In the Board’s regulations,
14 CFR 385.14, it tentatively is not found
that the subject agreement is adverse to
the public interest or in violation of the
Act, provided that tentative approval
thereof is conditioned as hereinafter
ordered.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

Action on Agreement CAB 20745, R-
86 through R-88, be and hereby is de-
ferred with a view toward eventual ap-
proval: Provided, That approval shall
not constitute approval of the specific
commodity descriptions contained there-
in for purposes of tariff publication.

Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order, pursuant to the
Board's regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may,

f Filed as part of original document.
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within 10 days after the date of service
of this order, flle such petitions in sup-
port of or in opposition to our proposed
action hereln.

This order will be published in the Fen-
ERAL REGISTER,

[szarl HArOLD R, SANDERSON,
Secretary.
{F.R. Doc, 69-0160; Filed, Aug. 4. 1969;

8:48 am.)

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

|Docket No. 18414; PCC 60-823]

RICHARD JOHNSON AND SOUTH-
WESTERN BELL TELEPHONE CO.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Instituting a Hearing

1. The Commission has before it a
formal complaint filed December 30,
19838, by Richard Johnson (complainant)
pursuant to section 208 of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, as amended, against
the Southwestern Bell Telephone Co.
(Southwestern) requesting compensatory
and punitive damages In the amount of
$5,000 for alleged violations of sections
201(a) and 202(a) of the Act. It is al-
leged that Southwestern failed to fur-
nish telephone service to complainant
upon reasonable request therefor and il-
legally terminated complainant's tele-
phone service. We also have before us an
answer to the complaint and a motion
to dismiss filed by Southwestern on Feb-
ruary 3, 1869, and a number of written
statements submitted by both complain-
ant and Southwestern subsequent to Feb-
ruary 3, 1969, in response to letters from
the Commission.

2. The pertinent facts sppear to be
about as follows: On October 25, 1967,
Southwestern, at complainant’s request,
installed telephone service at complain-
ant’s residence, in Pittsburg, Kans. Com-
plainant wanted the service in contem-
plation that it would be used for both
interstate and intrastate calls. At this
time a deposit was not requested of com-
plainant. Southwestern’s records indi-
cated that complainant was a single, em-
ployed male. A short time after this in-
stallation Southwestern learned that
complainant was a minor, living with his
mother, Mrs. Ruth Johnson Cooper, Mrs.
Cooper had been a former subscriber
with whom Southwestern alleges that it
had had credit and payment problems.'
On October 27, 1967, Southwestern oral-
ly notified complainant that the com-
pany would require a deposit in an

! Mrs, Cooper’s past Indebtedness for serv-
fces rendered by Southwestern was alleged-
ly In an amount In excess of $100 and
Southwestern states that It could not collect
this amouft despite repeatod attempts to
do =0, It appears that these services were
provided more than 3 years ago, and any
sction for the amount owed to the telephone
company ntly was barred by the Kan-
sas Statute of Limitations,
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amount of $100 as & condition to the con-
tinuation of telephone service. South-
western states that “it was these subse-
quently acquired facts which precipitated
the deposit request”. On the same day,
October 27, 1967, complainant was orally
notified by Southwestern that the tele-
phone service would be terminated if
stuch a deposit was not made. No written
notice of intent to terminate was given
to complainant by Southwestern. South-
western states that it arrived at the fig-
ure of $100 as the amount of deposit to
demand of complainant by allocating
$11,30 plus taxes to telephone exchange
service and the rest of the $100 to esti-
mated toll charges. No attempt was made
to distinguish between estimated Inter-
state tolls and estimated intrastate tolls.
Upon complainant’s inability or refusal
to make the $100 deposit the telephone
service was terminated on November 3,
1967. Thereafter complainant filed in-
formal complaints with us which were
not satisfied by Southwestern and the
formal complaint herein followed on De-
cember 30, 1968. After the filing of the
formal complaint Southwestern in-
stalled service for complainant’s mother,
Mrs. Cooper, without a deposit on Febru-
ary 28, 1969, and, by letter dated March
27, 1969, Southwestern states that it will
“consider” reestablishing complainant's
service without a deposit if requested.
Complainant states by letter of April 14,
1969, that he will request it.

3. Southwestern contends that (@)
the complaint fails to allege that the
matters complained of involve interstate
service, but rather shows on its face that
it is intrastate telephone exchange serv-
ice over which this Commission has no
jurisdiction; (b) documents filed with
the District Court of Crawford County,
Kans., relative to a complaint brought
by complainant against Southwestern
demonstrates that the complainant is an
unemancipated minor who has no stand-
ing to pursue this complaint in his own
name without benefit of Next Friend or
‘Guardian; and (c) that the Commission
has no power to grant the requested pu-
nitive damages and, as to compensatory
damages, the allegations of damages are
not stated with the certainty required by
section 1.723 of the Commission’s rules,
Accordingly, Southwestern moves the
Commission to dismiss the complaint
pursuant to § 1.731(a) of the rules.

4, We shall first rule on Southwest-
ern’s contention that we lack jurisdiction
over the subject matter of this complaint,
We agree that, insofar as complainant
was denied “telephone exchange service,"
we have no jurisdiction. (See section 221
(b) of the Act.) However, we believe that
more than “telephone exchange service"
is involved here. Complainant was denied
facilities that would enable him to make
and receive interstate toll calls. He was
not denied merely “telephone exchange
service.”” During the period pertinent to
the complaint Southwestern offered in-
terstate telephone toll service through
Tarilf FCC No, 263 of American Tele-
phone and Telegraph Co. This was a
service offering of interstate telephone
service whereby the telephone furnished
for “telephone exchange service” was

NOTICES

also furnished for interstate toll service.
We think it beyond dispute that com-
plainant desired facilities that could be
used for both interstate toll service and
telephone exchange service and that he
was denied such Interstate service by
Southwestern, Southwestern as much as
concedes this when it states that an un-
specified portion of the $100 deposit re-
quest was to cover anticipated interstate
toll usage by complainant, We therefore
conclude that we have jurisdiction over
the subject matter of this complaint to
the extent that it involves the denial of
interstate telephone toll service.

5. We turn next to Southwestern's con-
tention that the complaint must be dis-
missed because complainant is an
unemancipated minor. This argument is
untenable, Section 208 of the Act permits
“any person” to file a complaint. Section
3() states that the word “person” in-
cludes “an individual,” among others. We
find no support for the position that com-
plainant is not a “person” within the
meaning of the Communications Act. In
any event, if any damages were to be
awarded to complainant for violation of
the Act, the Commission has ample au-
thority to condition any such order, if
necessary, upon payment to a duly ap-
pointed Guardian or Next Friend.

6. Southwestern’s contention that the
Commission has no power to grant puni-
tive damages for violation of the Act
raises a novel question. Section 206 of
the Act states that when a carrier vio-
lates any provision of the Act “such com-
mon carrier shall be Hable to the person
or person injured thereby for the full
amount of damages sustained in conse-
quence of any such violation." There ap-
pears to be no provision in the Act"that
prohibits us from awarding punitive
damages where justified by the evidence
unless the above-quoted language in
section 206 is to be so construed. Punitive
damages are generally recognizable un-
der common law and section 414 of the
Act provides that “nothing in this Act
shall in any way abridge or alter the
remedies now existing at common law.”
Moreover, punitive damages have been
awarded by a Federal trial court upon a
finding that a railroad had violated sec-
tion 3(1) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, which prohibits undue prejudice, by
refusing to furnish certain passenger
transportation to plaintiffs because of
their race or color, Wright v. Chicago,
B. & OR, DC. Ill. 223 F. Supp. 660
(1963). Section 202(a) of our Act outlaw-
ing undue discrimination is based upon
the aforementioned section 3(1) of the
Interstate Commerce Act and the above-
cited case, which was not appealed, ap-
pears to be a precedent on the question
before us, Section 207 of our Act provides
that an aggrieved person may file a com-
plaint for damages for violation of the
Act by a carrier before either the Com-
mission or a Federal court, It would thus
appear that the Commission has the
same powers as the courts have in award-
ing damages for violation of the Com-
munications Act. For the foregoing
reasons, we are not prepared to rule at
this time that we cannot award punitive

damages In cases where such award may

be warranted by the facts. We belfeve
that we should defer ruling on this ques-
tion until after completion of the evi-
dentiary record in this case and submis-
sion of briefs thereon by the parties,

7. Finally, we believe that the com-
plaint Is not legally defective for fallure
to be more specific as to the compensa-
tory damages claimed. Under § 1.731(b)
of our rules, Southwestern could have
filed a motion that the allegations in the
complaint be made more definite and
certain as to the claim for damages.
Southwestern elected not to do 0. More-
over, complainant has the burden of
proof as to damages and If Southwestern
can make a proper showing that it is
entitled to greater specificity as to com-
plainant’s damages claim in advance of
the hearing, our prehearing procedures
are available for this purpose.

8. In view of the foregoing, the Com-
mission belleves that an evidentiary
hearing is warranted to determine
whether Southwestern has falled or re-
fused to furnish interstate communica-
tion service to complainant upon reason-
able request therefor, or has subjected
complainant to any undue or unreason-
able prejudice or disadvantage, or both,
and if so, what damages, if any, should
be awarded to complainant. Also, the
undisputed facts reveal a violation of
ATE&T's Tarift FCC No. 263 in that para-
graph 2.4.3 of that tariff obligated South-
western to give complainant a notice in
writing before terminating his service.
This was not done and Southwesterns
fallure to comply with the tariff const-
tuted a violation of section 203(c) of the
Act. Complainant does not raise tis
point, bat we believe that we should do
s0 on our own motion. Accordingly, the
issues herein will include the question
of what action, if any, should be taken
regarding this violation of the Act

9, Accordingly, it is ordered, That pur-
suant to sections 201, 202, 203, 206, 207,
208, and 403 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, a hearing shall be
held in this proceeding at the Commis-
sion’s Offices in Washington, D.C., al 8
time to be specified, and that an exam-
iner to be designated to preside at the
hearing shall upon the closing of the
record prepare an initial decision which
shall be subject to the submittal of &
ceptions and requests for oral argument
as provided in 47 CFR 1.276 and 1.27%,
after which the Commission shall Iss®
its decision as provided in 47 CFR.I.J&-

10, It s jurther ordered, That without
in anyway limiting the scope of the pro-
ceeding, it shall include inquiry into the
following:

(1) Whether the refusal by South
western to continue to provide intcrsta“l
communications service to complainal
except on the condition that the lul’i;
furnish the telephone company 8 $ 1is
deposit to cover, in part, interstate {0 .
was a violation of section 201(al ©
202(a) of the Act or both; 1ed

(2) Whether complainant Is entit ;
to any compensatory or punitive dar-
ages as & result of any violation of 860
tion 201() or 202(a) of the Act L'
may be found under the foregoing IsU®
and, if so, the amounts thereof.
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(3) What action, if any, should be
taken by the Commission for Southwest~
em'’s failure to provide complainant
with written notice of termination of
service in violation of the company’s ap-
plicable tariff and section 203(¢c) of the
Act?

11. It is further ordered, That South-
western's motion to dismiss is denied,
without prejudice.

12, It is further ordered, That Richard
Johnson, Southwestern Bell Telephone
Co, and the Chief, Common Carrier
Bureau, are made parties to the
proceeding,

13. It is further ordered, That the
Secretary of the Commission shall send
copies of this order by certified mail, re-
turn receipt requested, to Richard John-
son and Southwestern Bell Telephone
Co., and shall cause a copy to be pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER,

Adopted: July 29, 1969,
Released: July 31, 1969,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
Commission,'

Bex F. WarLe,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 08-9153; Piled, Aug. 4,
B:47 am.)

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

|H.C. £30]

IMPERIAL CORPORATION OF
AMERICA

Notice of Receipt of Application for
Approval of Acquisition of Control

of Summit Savings and Loan Asso-
ciation

[sEAL]

1069;

Jury 31, 1968,
Notice is hereby given that the Fed-
eral Savings and Loan Insurance Corpo-
nation has received an application from
the Imperial Corporation of America,
Diego, Calif,, for approval of acqui-
sition of control of the Summit Savings
ind Loan Association, Santa Rosa, Calif,,
an h_vsu:w-d Institution, under the provi-
;0“5401 section 408(e) of the National
”%t(l)s’mu Act, as amended (12 US.C.
fo. a)), and § 584.4 of the regulations
T Savings and Loan Holding Companies
efleccted by the exchange of at least
8 percent of the guarantee stock of
:mmn Savings and Loan Association
r S}ock of Imperial Corporation of
qu:[:.lca. Comments on the proposed ac~
i on should be submitted to the Di-
vitk, r, Office of Examinations and Super-
Wa g Federal Home Loan Bank Board,
Sington, D.C. 20552, within 30 days
Mt‘ date this notice appears in the
WAL RycisTen,

Ise
SEAL] JACK Carten,

: Secretary,
cderal Home Loan Bank Board.

PR
E Doc. 09-0106; Whea, Aug. 4, 1060;
So==EET 8:48 am.)

* Commissioner Robert E, Lee absent.

NOTICES

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

DOMINION BANKSHARES CORP.

Notice of Application for Approval of
Acquisition of Shares of Bank

Notice is hereby given that application
has been made to the Board of Gover-
nors of the Federal Reserve System pur-
suant to section 3(a) of the Bank Hold-
ing Company Act of 1856 (12 US.C. 1842
(a)), by Dominion Bankshares Corp.,
which is a bank holding company located
in Roanoke, Va,, for the prior approval
of the Board of the acquisition by Ap-
plicant of more than 80 percent of the
voting shares of Southampton County
Bank, Courtland, Va.

Section 3(c) of the Act provides that
the Board shall not approve (1) any ac-
quisition or merger or consolidation un-
der this section which would result in a
monopoly, or which would be in further-
ance of any combination or conspiracy
to monopolize or to atltempt to monop-
olize the business of banking in any
part of the United States, or (2) any
other proposed acquisition or merger or
consolidation under this section whose
effect in any section of the country may
be substantially to lessen competition, or
to tend to create a monopoly, or which
in any other manner would be in re-
straint of trade, unless it finds that the
anticompetitive effects of the proposed
transaction are clearly outweighed in
the public Interest by the probable effect
of the transaction in meeting the con-
venience and needs of the community to
be served.

Section 3(c) further provides that, in
every case, the Board shall take into
consideration the financial and man-
agerial resources and future prospects of
the company or companies and the banks
concerned, and the convenience and
needs of the community Lo be served,

Not later than thirty (30) days after
the publication of this notice in the
FeperAL REGISTER, comments and views
regarding the proposed acquisition may
be filed with the Board. Communications
should be addressed to the Secretary,
Board of Governors 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 Richmond.

Dated at Washington, D.C,, this 298th
day of July 1969.
By order of the Board of Governors.
[seAL] Evmzaseri L. CARMICHAEL,
Assistant Secretary.

|PR. Doc. 89-0141; Filed, Aug. 4, 1069;
8:47 am.)

HAWKEYE BANCORPORATION

Notice of Application for Approval of
Acquisition of Shares of Bank
Notice is hereby given that application

has been made to the Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System, pursuant
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to section 3(a) of the Bank Holding
Company Act of 19566 (12 U.S.C. 1842
(a)), by Hawkeye Bancorporation, which
is a bank holding company located in
Red Oak, Iowa, for the prior approval
of the Board of the acquisition by Appli-
cant of 87.6 percent of the voling shares
of Mills County State Bank, Glenwood,
Iowa.

Section 3(c) of the Act provides that
the Board shall not approve (1) any
acquisition or merger or consolidation
under this section which would result in
a monopoly, or which would be in fur-
therance of any combination or conspir-
acy to monopolize or to attempt to
monopolize the business of banking in
any part of the United States, or (2)
any other proposed acquisition or merger
or consolidation under this section whose
effect In any section of the country may
be substantially to lessen competition, or
to tend to create a monopoly, or which in
any other manner would be in restraint
of trade, unless it finds that the anti-
competitive effects of the proposed trans-
actlon are clearly outwelghed in the
public interest by the probable effect of
the transaction in meeting the conven-
ience and needs of the community to be
served.

Section 3(c) further provides that, in
every case, the Board shall take into
consideration the financlal and man-
agerial 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 Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, comments and views re-
garding the proposed acquisition may be
filed with the Board. Communications
should be addressed to the Secretary,
Board of Governors 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 Chicago.

Dated at Washington, D.C,, this 29th
day of July 1969,

By order of the Board of Governors.

[sEAL] EvmzaserH L. CARMICHAEL,
Assistant Secretary.

[PR. Doc. 60-0142; Piled, Aug. 4, 1960;
8:47 am.|

MAIN STATE BANK OF CHICAGO

Order Approving Acquisition of
Bank's Assets
In the matter of the application of

Main State Bank of Chicago for approval
of acquisition of assets of Main State
Bank

There has come before the Board of
Governors, pursuant to the Bank Merger
Act (12 US.C. 1828(¢c)), an application
by Main State Bank of Chicago, Chicago,
I, which is to be a State member bank
of the Federal Reserve System, for the
Board’s prior approval of its acquisition
of assets and assumption of deposit lia-
bilities of Main State Bank, Chicago, I
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Notice of the proposed acquisition of as-
sets and asumption of deposit liabili-
ties, in form approved by the Board, has
been published pursuant to sald Act.

Upon consideration of all relevant ma-
terial In the light of the factors set
forth in said Act, including reports fur-
nished by the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency, the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation, and the Attorne; General
on the competitive factors invelved in the
propesed transaction,

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons
set forth in the Board's statement® of
this date, that said application be and
hereby is approved, provided that said
acquisition of assets and assumption of
deposit liabilities shall not be consum-
mated (a) before the 30th calendar day
following the date of this order or (b)
later than 3 months after the date of
this order unless such period is extended
for good cause by the Board or by the
Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago pur-
suant to delegated authority.

Dated at Washington, D.C,, this 30th
day of July 1969.

By order of the Board of Governors*

[sEAL) KexnerH A, KENYON,
Deputy Secretary.
[PR. Doc. §0-0143; Piled, Aug. 4, 1989;
8:47 am.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Flle No. 1-8421 ]

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

Jury 30, 1969,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 10 cents par value of Continental
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per-
cent convertible subordinated debentures
due September 1, 1976, being traded
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange is required in the public inter-
est and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(¢) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading In such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period

1 Flled as part of the original document.
Coples avallable upon request to the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve Syatem,
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal
Reserve Bank of Chicago.

:Voting for this action: Vice Chalrman
Robertson and Governors Mitchell, Maisel,
Brimmer, and Sherrill. Absent and not
voting: Chalrman Martin and Governor
Daane.

NOTICES

July 31, 1959, through August 9, 19869,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

{sEaL] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
|F.R. Doc. 00-9147; Filed, Aug. 4, 1969;
B:47 am.)
1812-2571)

INVESTORS COUNSEL, INC,, AND
CAPITAL SPONSORS, INC.

Notice of Filing and Order for Hearing
of the Act, and Order of Temporary

Exemption
Jury 28, 1969,

Notice is hereby given that Investors
Counsel, Inc. (“Counsel”) and Capital
Sponsors, Inc. (“Sponsors'), 2727 Allen
Parkway, Houston, Tex., the investment
adviser and underwriter respectively of
Capital Shares Inc, Capital Investors
Growth Fund Inc., and Capital Income
Fund Inc,, all open-end investment com-
panies registered under the Investment
Company Act of 1940 (the “Act”) (col-
lectively the “Funds”) have filed an ap-
plication under sections 6(c) and 9(b)
of the Act for an order exempting Coun-
sel and Sponsors (“applicants”) from the
application of section 9(a) of the Act
insofar as that section may be applicable
to preclude Counsel from serving as in-
vestment adviser, and Sponsors from
serving as underwriter of the Funds, by
reason of the fact that International
Systems and Controls Corp. (“ISC™),
which owns all the voting securities, and
43 percent of the equity of Counsel,
which, in turn, owns all the voting secu-
rities of Sponsors, has been convicted of
four counts of an indictment relating to
violations of Regulation T under section 7
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
All interested persons are referred to the
application on file with the Commission
for a statement of the representations
therein which are summarized below.

On July 23, 1969, an indictment was
returned in the U.S. District Court for
the Southern District of New York charg-
ing violations of Regulation T by ISC
and by Pirst Hanover Corp. (“First
Hanover”) (a member of the New York
Stock Exchange), its president, Alfred
Lerner, and American Securities Co.
(“Amsec™) of Uruguay, and its presi-
dent, Horacio Raggio. Two directors
of ISC, Austin Wilson and J. T. Ken-
neally, were named as coconspirators
but not as defendants. It was charged
that, in 1966, ISC loaned money to
Amsec with which It purchased shares
of Holly Sugar Corp. (“Holly Sugar”™)
through First Hanover on credit terms
available to a forelgn customer that were
more liberal than would have been avail-
able to ISC as a domestic customer under
Regulation T. Applicants state that the
theory of the Indictment was that Amsec
was acting as agent for ISC (then known

ns Houston OIll Field Materials Coimp,)
in acquiring the Holly Sugar shares and
that the arrangement was a device to
avoid the requirements of Regulation T.
ISC pleaded guilty to four out of nine
counts of the indictment and the balance
were dismissed as to it. Applicants state
that the transactions forming the basis
of the indictment occurred in 1066, prior
to the acquisition of control by ISC of
Counsel and of Sponsors; that no individ-
ual holding any office in or serving as &
director of or employed by Counsel or by
Sponsors or by ISC was indicted and
that the two directors of ISC who were
named as coconspirators hold no office in
and are not involved in the operations ot
Counsel or Sponsors or the Funds; that
ISC acted on advice of counsel in the
transaction and that the case marked
the first time that an alleged customer
had been charged with a violation of
Regulation T. ISC was convicted on July
24, 1969, and fined $10,000.

Section 9(a)(3) of the Act provides
that any company affillated with a per-
son who has been convicted of a felony
or misdemeanor involving the purchase
or sale of any security is Ineligible to
serve or act in various capacitics includ-
ing that of investment adviser or under-
writer of a registered open-end invest-
ment company. Accordingly section 9(a)
prohibits Counsel and Sponsors [rom
serving the funds as investment adviser
or underwriter respectively, Applicants
do not concede such section Is applicable
to this situation.

Section 9(b) of the Act provides that
the Commission shall by order grant an
exemption from the provisions of sub-
section (a) either unconditionally or on
an appropriate temporary or other con-
ditional basis if it is established that the
prohibitions of subsection (a) are unduly
or disproportionately severe or that the
conduct of such person has been such
as not to make it against the public In-
terest or protection of investors to grant
the exemption.

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, In
part, that the Commission may condi-
tionally or unconditionally exempt an¥
person, security or transaction, or any
class or classes of persons, securities, of
transactions from any provision or pro-
visions of the Act or of any rule or Té§*
ulation under the Act, if and to the &
tent that such exemption is necessary of
appropriate in the public interest and
consistent with the protection of in-
vestors and the purposes fairly intended
by the policy and provisions of the Aclx-

Applicants request: (1) A determ™
nation that section 9(a) does not gtglil’)f
to the circumstances of this case; (2) 3
(1) is not granted that, after notice at
an opportunity for hearing, a final order
be entered exempting applicants ’”;’,‘
the provisions of section 9(a); and @/
that an order be entered forthwith wme
porarily exempting applicants from 31;!
provisions of section 9¢a) until the f
determination of the application.
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It appears to the Commission that it
is appropriate in the public interest and
in the interest of investors that a hear-
ing be held with respect to the said
application,

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 40(a)
of the Act, that & public hearing on the
nforesald application under the applica-
ble provisions of the Act and the rules
of the Commission thereunder be held
at o time and place to be fixed and before
a hearing examiner to be designated by
further order as provided by Rule 7 of
the Commission’s rules of practice (17
CFR 201.6). Any person desiring to be
heard or otherwise wishing to participate
In the proceeding is directed to file with
the Secretary of the Commission, on or
before the 29th day of August 1969, his
application pursuant to Rule 9(e) of the
Commission’s rules of practice. 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) upor appli-
cants at the address noted above, and
proof of service (by affidavit, or, in the
case of an attorney at law by certificate)
shall be filed contemporancously with
the request. Persons filing an application
to participate or be heard will receive
notice of the date and place of the
hearing,

It {5 further ordered, That any officer
or officers of the Commission to be deslg-
hated by it for that purpose shall pre-
side at said hearing. The officer so desig-
nated is hereby authorized to exercise all
the powers granted to the Commission
under sections 41 and 42(b) of the Act,
and to a hearing officer under the Com-
mission’s rules of practice.

The Division of Corporate Regulation
has advised the Commission that it has
made a preliminary examination of the
application, and that upon the basis
thereof the following matters are pre-
sented for consideration without prei-
udice to its specifying additional mat-
ters upon further examination:

(1) Whether, under the circumstances
of this matter, the provisions of section
9a) of the Act prohibit Counsel and
Sponsors from serving or acting as In-

NOTICES

vestment adviser and underwriter re-
spectively for the Funds.

(2) If the Commission determines (1)
in the affirmative, whether an order ex-
empting Counsel and Sponsors from the
prohibitions of section 9¢a) should be en-
tered conditionally or unconditionally.

(3) Whether the requested exemption
is necessary or appropriate in the public
interest and consistent with the protec-
tion of investors and the purposes fairly
intended by the policy and provisions of
the Act,

It is jurther ordered, That at said
hearing attention be given to the fore-
going matters.

The Commission having considered the
matier, and deeming it consistent with

the public interest and the interest of in-

vestors to grant an interim and tempo-
rary exemption;

It is jurther ordered, That Counsel
and Sponsors, be and they hereby are
exempted forthwith, pursuant to section
9(b) of the Act, from the provisions of
section 9(a) of the Act to the extent that
such section may preclude them from
serving or acting as investment adviser
and underwriter respectively of Capital
Shares, Inc., Capital Investors Growth
Fund, Inc., and Capital Income Fund,
Inc., open-end investment companies
registered under the Act until the final
determination of this application and
any review thereof concluding the same:
Provided, That this interim and tempo-
rary exemption is subject to the follow-
ing conditions and limitations to which
applicants have consented:

1, The right of Counsel and Sponsors
50 to serve and act for the Funds during
such interim period shall be subject to
the approval of the boards of directors
(including a majority of the directors
who have no afliliation with the Funds
other than as directors) of the Funds
respectively.

2. Any addition, as determined upon
independent audit, by Counsel and Spon-
sors to their retained earnings during
the period of effectiveness of the interim
order shall be retained by Counsel and
Sponsors as a surplus reserve until the
final determination of this proceeding.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket Nos, RI70-47 ete. |
TEXACO, INC., ET AL.
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If, upon such final determination, an
exemption is denied and it is determined
that the prohibition of section 9(a) of
the Act applies to Counsel and Sponsors,
then the question of how much, if any,
of said reserve is to be retained by Coun-
sel and Sponsors respectively and how
much is to be paid to each Fund, in
proportion to the contribution of each
Fund to the reserve, shall be determined
by the directors (including a majority of
the unafiiliated directors) of the Funds
respectively, subject to the approval of
the shareholders of the Funds at the
next annual or special meeting of share-
holders of each of the Funds, which
approval shall be forthcoming prior to
the making of any such payment to the
respective Funds. For the purpose of the
reserve no effect is to be given to ex-
penses of Counsel and Sponsors in excess
of their average monthly expenses dur-
ing the 12-month period ending June 30,
1969, except by reason of payments by
Counsel to any of the Funds on account
of its guaranty of expense limits to the
Funds.

3. Neither Counsel nor Sponsors will
make any distribution of funds to ISC
except as reimbursement for future ad-
vances which might be made by ISC to
Counsel or Sponsors for the purpose of
either operating the Funds, or maintain-
ing required capital ratios or minimums,
or reimbursement of any Fund to meet
Counsel's expense guaranty to the Funds.

It is further ordered, That jurisdiction
is hereby reserved to make any further
order that the Commission may deem
appropriate concerning any of the issues
herein at any time before the final deter-
mination of this proceeding.

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary of the Commission shall give notice
of the aforesald hearing by publication
of this order in the Feperal REGISTER;
and that a general release of the Com-
mission in respect of this order be dis-
tributed to the press and mailed to the
mailing list for releases.

By the Commission.
IsEAL] OrvaL L. DuBo1s,
: Secretary.
[F.R. Doo. 69-0148; Piled, Aug. 4. 1069;

8:47 am.|

Order Accepting Contract Amendments, Providing for Hearings on and Suspension of Proposed Changes in Rates®

JoLy 24, 1969.

of M'l'the above-named Respondents have tendered for filing proposed changes in presently effective rate schedules for sales

tharges, are designated as follows:
oo .

ural gas subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission,

*Does not consolidate for hearing or dispose of the several matters hereln.

The proposed changes, which constitute Increased rates

and
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Eflective Rate in
Dock: Rospond sohed-  plo- Purel d produeing Am:‘m % '{Me m:u e o oo M!'m
o eat VBSOT W u nrea Oling ey e subject
No, ule meal s annual ten- sus- until-—~ Rate In Proposed In- o relund
No. No. intrease  dersd  pended offect cressod rate  in vt-ch-!n
Nos
RI7047.. Texsco, Inc., Post OF 183 111 ¥l Paso Natural Oas Co. (Aneth  §7,400 02300 37-7-88 1227-% 17.7 “Qnao
fice Hox 2100, Den- ¥iold Juan Qounty, Utah).
ver, Colo.
Texaco, Ine., Post OF 126 5 o In te Cns Co. oo, 63000 T 7-33-80 (ACOOPROY) .. ceocecncssnsasnonanans T -
nnlioxum. 120 9 (()roonwood Field, Morton - A G-30-00 73100 12-31- ou wuils 0 LS A )
Tulsa, Okla, 74102, County, Kana.).
L TR RPN N 1 Colunda Interstate Gas Co. .......... G300 T7-21-00 (Acceplod) . .oeneerrvrnarrroeacacsnauancan
125 12 (Keyes Fiold, Chmnarron and 3243 3000 7300 7 3!-0) 'nuu.o
Texas Countles, Okls) (Pan- A R Rt e PSR e S B et LR L)
bandle Ares).
RIVO48_. Unlon Texss Petro- 12 12 E! Paso Natural Gas Co, (Perkins 110,978 7~ 160 8- -0 1- 150 18,2430 €0 19.2505 RO0-185
Team, & division of Plant, Coke County, Tex,) (KRR,
éllhd (%Mmioul) m::’m No. 7C) (Permian Basin
2orp. (Operstor), o
Post Ofice Box
2120, Houston, Tex:
RI100-40.. Unjou Texss Potro- 13 18 El Paso Natural Gas Oo. (Jack 503 -1 5-1-8 1- 1-00 16, 6554 00 17,0080 RIMM 457,
Jeam, s division of Herbert Field, Upton County,
Alliod Chomical Tex.) (RR. District No, ¥ )
Carp, ot al, (FPormian Basin Area). s
e TR o 29 11 Bl Paso Notuml Gos Co. (Bamont 2000 7-100 25-1-® 1- 170 W 16, 8306 0T, 030 RIG-457.
Fiold, Lea County, N. Mex.)
El"ormlm Basin Area).
RI70-%0.. Unlon Texns Potro- L1l 13 FEl Puso Naturnl Gma Co. (Jack ©2 7-1490 8 1-89 - 1-70 16 2025 18 2100 RIGH-44
lonm, n division of Herbert and Amncher Tiwu
Alllod Chemicsl l"lr!dl Upton County, Tex.)
Corp. " R hlmm No. 7C) (Fermian
R te e o 19 El l’m \'ulmll Gaa (‘o (ﬂono- 73,0980 7-1-00 3100 1- -0 18 2430 4 915.2505 Rlge-150
dum FPlant, Up l()‘ 5
Tex.) (RR, xmum No, 7C)
(Permian Bastn Area).
REANT . IO R RA N, 2 Traswestern Pipeline Co. 42713 08 17229 BL® 13.48 YHTS
(Hamon  Elenbutger  Fiold,
Reoves County, Tex.) (RR.
xb\?d No. %) (Permian Basin
rea).
do.. " r AN A do.. . ML 024 T25an 122540 1B ™7a O
RIT0-51.. Alvln Hopo((.o)g i 7 West Lake Natural Gasoline Co. W 20 vS 10 1- 17 0o " o0s RI65-351
Y ot al, ) (Lako Trammell Canyon Fiold, snd
Munm Bldg., Nolan County, Tex.) (RR. Dis- R16s
Antonlo, 'l‘u. trict No. 7B). T
.\lgu C.“t)ma.l 2 B o I s S e S 5 7-200 MS-1@ 1= 1-00 2.0 o5 RIG5-55.
( tor) ot al. -
RI70-52.. Bun Ol Co,, 1608 Wal- 100 10 West Lake Natum! Gasolloe Co, * 1,000 7- 200 ¥§- 180 - 1-0 2.0 "mos RIA-164
nut 8¢, Fhils- (South Lake Tramimell and North
delphia, Pa. 19103, Neoa Lucis Fiplds, Nolan Conun-
ty, Tex.) (RR. District No. 7H). e
RIT0-83. . Bhell 01l Co., 50 West 173 ¢ West Lake Natural Gesoline Co. » 23 -3 PS5 1-0 - 1-0 %0 uas RI65-31
th 51, New (West Lake Trammell Flold, No-
York, N.Y. 10020, Ihu’u (#’t;my Teox.) (RR, District
RITU-84.. Wost Lake Natural 1 7 Kl Paso Natoral Cas Co. (West 40,535 6-30-09 *'S- 100 1- -0 14.0 1100 RI65-2
Gasoline Co,, El Paso Lake Plant, Nolan County, Tex.)
\amml (’:‘li B_ig” (RR, District N, 7).
L »
RIO-05.. lhunblo 6“& Relin- Ml 7 West Lake Natural Gasoline Co 654 00 5100 - 1-n 2.0 LALE ) RI65-125
't'n“xo(‘o.. P.0, Box (Noos Lpcia Field, Nolan Coun-
_;_m‘ Houston, Tex. ty, Tex) (RR. District No, 7TH).
L .
..... do... . 455 3 Tranewestern Pipeline Co, (Mon- 1850 7-3& '5-3-% 1- 3N »17.0 LLLLE (8]
dota Fleld, Hemphill County,
Tox.) (RR. Distriet No, 10). e
RI-54.. Forest Oii Corp., 1300 -] 6 West Lake Natural Gusoline Co ™ 054 6350 13- 1M - 1-%0 2.0 su03 RI65H
National Bank of (Nena Lueln Field, Nolan Coun~
Commoree Bldg,, ty, Tox.) (RR, District No. 7B).
San Antonio,
T30, §7-302
RI170-07.. Lomar Hunt Trost 7 5 West Lake Natural Gasoline CoM B 6N '5-1@ 1- =0 20 o R1o7-3%
Estate, 1401 Elm (Venna Madre Fiedd, Nolan Coan-
b'fl i)alhs, Tex, ty, Tex,) (RR, Distriet No, 7B),
TEXx Srans
RI70-88.. N. B, Hunt, 1401 n AR do 0 - ® o1, s 1w 1- -0 0o LR ) RI05-106.
FIm ‘il Draliss,
ox, 7 3)" 2 2%
RI70-59.. Thnruum o1l Oo., 1 6 West Lako Nutural Gasoline Co,# 2 60 1514  I- 10 2.0 iRy RSN
10 I'hllmn (Netn Luecin Field, Nolan
ldu ., Tulsa, Okla :uun:]y. Tex) (RR. District
No, 7B).
RI70-00. . Pm: Cmmyctnl..t‘ 1 12 El Paso Nutural Gas Co. (Beno- 7,50 03000 ¥o15-00 2-18-70 ®i8 M3 4414 2565
K1 Pasc Natural dum Field Gasoline Plant, Up-
(lu Co,, Kl Paso ton County, Tex.) (Permian
Tex, 79000, Basln Area),
RITo-01.. loco- Co. 2 M Kl Paso Notaral Gas Co, (Midkin 7,500 6-30-00 MO-15-@ 2-158-0 16 218 017, 2205
p«uux) Gasoline Plant, Midland County,
Tex.) (Pormian Busin Area).
O Nl - 4 11 EIl Paso Natural Gas Co, (Wilshire 18,202 0-30-60 ™ 9-18-00 2-15-00 ® 18 M0 4910, 2885
Gasoline Flant, Upton County,
Tex.) (Pormisn Basin Aron),
SDEAL R T 7 4 El Paso Nutursl Gaa Co. (Wikthire 983 6-30-00 NO-13-8 2-18-0 ¥ 23040 VN TN
Dovonian Gasoline Plant, Up-
gnl C:um)y, Tex.) (Permion
atlo Area).
RI70-02.. Northwest Produe- 2 12 El Paso Natural Gaz Co. (Barhart 7,466 3000 M O-18-00 2-15-0 18, 2430 43 19, 2565
tion Corp, (Opera- Gasoline Plant, Regan County,
tor), ¥ Post Office Tex.) (Permian Basin Area),
?ox mo. El Paso,
RI0-&.. \oﬂh\nﬂ !‘rodn& 3 El Paso Nstural Gas Co, (South B/l 63000 *3-1-W - N no LAl LR
tion Corp. W Bisnco  Field, 0 Arriba

See footnotes at end of table.
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Purcliaser s peoduciog area

Kl Paso Natural Gas Cao, (Dol
bide Field, Andrews County,
Tex) (RR. District No,. 8
{(Permban Hasiy Aren)

El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Wemnno
Field, Aodrews Counmy, Tex.)

{RR. District No. 8 (Permian

Bagin Aven)

Nataral Cias O«

Perniian

Kl l a0 Naturnl ine Co (5P
berry Fiold, Glamscock, Reagun,
mxd  Satton  Countbes, Tex)
(RE. Distyiet Neo, § and 7C)
(Poymian Basin Area)

Ei Paso Natural Ous Co, (Tustis
el Len County, N, Mex,)
(Pormtan Banin Area

El Paso Netum! Gme Co, (Slaaeh-
lor Fiodd, Hookiey, Cochran,
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Effective Rate in
Rate Sap- Amount  Date date Cents per Mo! effoce
Docket Respondent sched- Purchaser and producing area of fling unless pended subject
No. ule ment annual ten- sus- until— Rate in Proposed fo- o refund
No. No. increase  dered  pended effect cronsed rate In ?\och' Ly
.
RI170-68.. Cabot Oorp. (8W), 40 7 Northern Natural Gas Co. (Vark §1,430 630-00 '7-31-00 12-31-00 =176 IIRIRS RIG-152
Post Office Box 1101, ous Beaver County,
Pampe, Tex. 79065, Okia,) (Panhandle Area) and
Ochbiltres and Hansford Coun-
tles, Tex.) (RR. District No. 10).
RI170-00.. Union Texas Potro- 9 15 El Paso Natural Gas Co, (Croaby 3682 T-1-60 18- 1-00 - 1-70 W 16, 8806 FRIN7. 9000 RIOu-440
Jeum, n division of Devonian Field, Lea County,
Allled Chemical N, Mox,) (Permlan Basin Arca),
goﬂx (Operstor)
L IO AN o & 12 ElPsso Natursl Gas Co, (Blinebry w6 OT-1-00 'S5 1-60 1- 1-70 W16, 8806 SOMIT. 00 RIS 9,
;J!u ) Fisld, Lea County, N.
0x.).
Unioa Texas Petro- n 12 El Paso Natural Gas Co, (Langhe 15 7-1-60 75-1-00 - 1-50 1 10, 8808 N7 W60 RIW 4,
Jeum, & division of Mattix Field, Lea County, N,
élllod Sh?nkd ‘Mex.) (Permian Basin Arva).
X al
P :3 2 28 15 El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Spra- L6 V-1 1% 1-00 1- 1-70 18, 430 45102506 RI0S457.

berry Trend Area, Reagan and
Glasscock Counties, Tex.) (RR.
District Nos. 70 and 8) (Permian

Basin A

rea),

——

? Does not apply 1o seroage added by Sapplemant No. 7.
3 T stated effoctive date Is the effective date roquestiod by Respondent,

¢ Perlodic rate Incroase.
3 Pressuro base Is 15,005 pus.ba.

t Amendment dated June 6, 1990, provides for 17-cont rate from Jan. 1, 1999 through

Droc. 31, 1973,

! The stated offsctive date s the firat day afler axplration of the statutory notice.

¥ Renegotinted rate luorense.
! Pressure baso Is 14.05 ps.ls.
»8nab
4 Ret
Noa. 5900 ot al. Morator
U Hase only.
% Additionul acreage only.

® Includes partial rolmbursement for the full 2,85 percent New Mextco Emergency

Behool Tax,

# [nereass from applicable uros celling rule Lo

Seheditle No. 1.

1 The stated effective date Is the affective date of the buyer's proposed increased

™ie, -

» Rovenue-shinriong rule increase, For the period from Jun. 1, 1969 to Jan. 1, 1973,
the contract price Is 50 pereent of buyer's rosals price but not loss than 8 peroent

©f 13 conts,
b A subsidiney of E) Paso Natural Gas Co,
» Bubject to & downward B.Lo. pdjustment

Texaco, Inc. (Texaco) requests an ef-
fective date of June 30, 1969, for its
proposed contract amendments and re-
Iated rate increases. Cabot Corp. (8W)
(Cabot) requests that its proposed rate
increase be permitted to become effective
on July 23, 1969. Good cause has not
been shown for waiving the 30-day notice
requirement provided In section 4(d) of
the Natural Gas Act to permit earlier
effective dates for Texaco and Cabot's
rate filings and such requests are denied.

Humble Ofl & Refining Co. (Humble)
requests 8 July 1, 1960, effective date for
Supplement No. 3 to its FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 455 and should the Com-
mission suspend such rate filing, that the
suspension period be shorted to 1 day,
or as short a period as possible. Good
cause has not been shown for permitting
an earlier effective date for Humble's
rate filing, or for limiting to 1 day the
suspension period with respect thereto
and such request is denied.

Texaco's proposed increased rate of 22
cents per Mcf is for a sale of gas to El
Paso Natural Gas Co, (Supplement No. 11
to Texaco's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No.
183) in the Aneth Area of Utah and was
certificated in Opinion No. 335 issued
February 23, 1960. No formal guideline
prices have been announced by the Com-~
mission for the Aneth Area. Since the
proposed rate exceeds the 21 cents per
Mcf rate for a similar sale in the Aneth

t to apward and downward B.Lu. adjustment,
ement rule ns n!maovu-l by Conunission order issaod Dec, 30, 1963, In Docket
i on fling increased rates expired on Mar. 1, 19685,

ntraet rate.
® Weat Lake resells the gus to El Pasa Natural Gas Co. under its FPC Ga» Rate

to refund,

f The stated effcctive date is 1 day ufter suspended rate becomes effective subjccl

® Rate suspended In Docket No. RI00-087 untll Sept. 17, 1800. Respondent L
filed motion to make rate effective an that date

per cuble foot (10-cont

¥ Rate suspendod In Dockot No.
filed motion to make rato effootive on that date,

® [neludos upwurd Il.l.u.r:;lgunmmt of 6.270 cents for gus containing 1,390 B.t.u,
buse )

RIOO-0SS until Sopt. 17, 1669, Respondent bas

# Rate suspendod in Docket No. Rios-702 untll Sept. 17, 1060, Respondent bt
filed motion to muke rate effective an that date.

* Rute suspended in Docket No. RI69-708 wutil Sept. 17, 1990, Respondent L
filod motion to make rate effective on that date.
¥ Motion s been filed to make

rite effoctive upon expleation of suspession perlod.

= Rate susponded (n Docket No, RIG0-577 untll July 21, 1968,

» No

present deliveries—estimate unsvaflable,

= Fillng from applicablo area cafling rate to contractusl rate.

& Sal

of 10 conts per

I High pressum gis.
= Low pressure gus,
= Regular leases,

® University Joases.

Area which was suspended and is pres-
ently in effect subject to refund, we
conclude that Texaco's proposed rate
should be suspended for 5§ months from
July 27, 1969, the proposed effective date,

The proposed rate increases filed by
Alvin C. Hope (Operator) et al.,, Sun Oil
Co., Shell Ofl Co., Humble (Supplement
No. 7 to Humble's FPC Gas Rate Sched-
ule No. 141), Forest Ofl Corp. et al,
Lamar Hunt Trust Estate, N. B, Hunt
and Thornton Oil Co. are revenue-shar-
ing increases from 9 cents to 9.5 cents
per Mef for sales of gas to West Lake
Natural Gasoline Co. (West Lake) in
Nolan County, Tex. The proposed in-
creases the 50 percent of West Lake's
proposed increase to 19 cents per Mecf
for its resale of the gas to El Paso Natu-
ral Gas Co. West Lake's proposed in-
crease exceeds the increased celling
rate of 115 cents and is suspended
herein for 5 months from August 1, 1969,
the proposed effective date. Although
the producers’ proposed increases for
sales to West Lake are below the
increased rate ceiling they are & percent-
age portion of a suspeénded rate and are
suspended, with the suspension period to
terminate on the same date as West
Lake's suspension period (Jan, 1, 1970).
Pecos Co, et al,, Pecos Co. (Operator),
Northwest Production Corp. (Operator),
Hunt Oil Co. (Supplement No. 18 to
Hunt's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No, 7)

& Rnl';::‘ug-gh ng’ in l:ocku!‘ '.';"o. mmwo mmu 21, 1965,
4467 cont per com n
® Bubject to 0.5) cent per Mof comprestion charge where sppl
# No sades snticlpated —eycllng,
" Docs not nw‘»?' to the Lanehart No, 1 Jalmat Gax Well whieh) lus effective rate
Mol

where applicable,
Lle,

% Doos not apply 1o sereage covered by Supplament No. 11,

and Hunt Oil Co. (Operator) et al, re-
late to rate schedules for which rates
are currently suspended. The producers
involved have submitted the required
motions to place the suspended rates into
effect and propose to make the instant
rate changes effective as of 1 day after
the expiration of the suspension period.
Nineteen of the proposed rate increases
herein reflect partial reimbursement for
the full 2,565 percent New Mexico Emer-
gency School Tax, The buyer, El Paso
Natural Gas Co. (El Paso), in accordance
with its policy of protesting tax filings
proposing reimbursement for the New
Mexico Emergency School Tax in excess
of 0.55 percent, is expected to file protests
to these rate increases. El Paso.questions
the right of the producer under the ax
reimbursement clause to file a rate In-
crease reflecting tax reimbursement
computed on the basis of an increase io
tax rate by the New Mexico Legislature
in excess of 0.55 percent. While the buyer
concedes that the New Mexico legislation
effected a higher rate of at least 0.5
percent, it claims there is controversy 85
to whether or not the new legis]nnol}
effected an increased rate in excess g]
0.55 percent, In view of the contractu \
problem presented, we shall provide lhlao
the hearings herein with respect to ":u
rate fililngs containing such tax shf <
concern themselves with the contract
basis for the rate filings, as well 85
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statutory lawfulness of the proposed
increased rates and charges.

Concurrently with the filing of its rate
increases (Supplements Nos. 9 and 12 to
Texaco's FPC Gas Rate Schedules Nos.
126 and 125, respectively), Texaco filed
two contract amendments dated June 6,
1969, designated as Supplements Nos. 8
and 11 to the aforementioned rate sched-
ules, which provide for its proposed rate
increases. We belleve that it would be in
the public interest to accept for filing
Texaco's contract amendments to
become effective on July 31, 1969, the
expiration date of the statutory notice,
but not the proposed rate contained
therein which is suspended as hereinafter
ordered,

All of the producers’ proposged increased
rates and charges exceed the applicable
area price levels for increased rates as
set forth In the Commission's statement
of general policy No. 61-1, as amended
(18 CFR Ch. I, Part 2, § 2.56) with the
exceptions of the rate increases filed by
the producers relating to sales in the
Permian Basin Area which exceed the
lust and reasonable rates established by
the Commission in Opinion No. 468, and
the rate increase filed by Texaco in the
Aneth Area for which there is no an-
nounced formal ecefling for the area in-
volved, but which is the highest filed
rate in the Aneth Area, and the revenue
sharing increases relating to sales to
West Lake.

The proposed changed rates and
charges may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, or
otherwise unlawful,

The Commission finds:

(1) Good cause has been shown for ac-
cepting for filing Texaco's two contract
amendments dated June 6, 1069, desig-
nated as Supplements Nos, 8 and 11 to
foaco's FPC Gas Rate Schedule Nos.
126 and 125, respectively, and for permit-
Ung such supplements to become effec-
tive as of July 31, 1969, the expiration
dnt'c of the statutory notice,

(2) 1t is necessary and proper in the
public (nterest and to aid in the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natural
hﬁz Act that the Commission enter upon

tarings concerning the lawfulness of
the proposed changes, and that the
sbove-designated supplements be sus-

;wnded and the use thereof deferred as

-;!rehmncr ordered (except for the sup-
Plements referred to in paragraph (1)
above)

The Commission orders:

M‘{" Supplements Nos. 8 and 11 to Tex-
> n“’!s {‘)’PC Gas Rate Schedules Nos, 126
lin 135, respectively, are accepted for
o Jzul“f‘g permitted to become effective

¥ 31, 1969, the expiration date of

the statutory notice
{B) :

Ce and x;roocdure. and the regu-
C}lgtder the Natural Gas Act (18
» “hapter I), public hearings shall

NOTICES

be held upon dates to be fixed by notices
from the Secretary concerning the law-
fulness of the proposed increased rates
and charges contained in the above-
designated supplements (except the sup-
plements set forth in paragraph (A)
above).

(C) Pending hearings and decisions
thereon, the above-designated rate sup-
plements are hereby suspended and the
use thereof deferred until the date indi-
cated in the “Date Suspended Until"
column, and thereafter until such fur-
ther time as they are made effective in
the manner prescribed by the Natural
Gas Act.

(D) Neither the supplements hereby
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought
to be altered thereby, shall be changed
until these proceedings have been dis-
posed of or until the perlods of suspen-
sion have expired, unless otherwise
ordered by the Commission.

(E) Notices of intervention or peti-
tions to interyene may be filed with the
Federal Power Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8
and 1.37 (f)) on or before September 10,
1069.

By the Commission.

[sEaL] Gorpon M. GraNT,
Secretary.

[F.R, Doc. 68-9011; PFilled, Aug. 4, 1969;
8:45 a.m. |

GULF OIL CORP. ET AL.

Order on Petitions for Special Relief

Jury 28, 1969.

Gulf Oll Corp., Docket No. RIT0-75;
Humble Oil & Refining Co., Docket No.
RIT0-76; The California Co., Docket No.
RIT0-77; Phillips Petroleum Co., Docket
No. RIT0-78; Texaco, Inc., Docket No.
RI70-79.

Each of the above-named petitioners
has filed for special relief pursuant to
ordering paragraph (C) of Opinion No.
546-A, issued March 20, 1969, in Area
Rate Proceeding, Docket Nos. AR61-2
et al, 41 FPC ... . with respect to
natural gas produced offshore South
Loulsiana and transported to onshore
points by them for sale and delivery to
their respective pipeline purchasers.!

Ordering paragraph (C) of Opinion
No. 546-A provides that a producer may,
by reason of the fact that it is transport-
ing or paying for the transportation of
gas produced in the Federal Domain to a
point onshore, file a rate reflecting the
applicable onshore base area rate by
petitioning for special relief setting forth
the facts regarding each case. It further
provides that the dfference between the

! Petitioners' rate schedules under which
the subject sales are made and the pipeline
purchasers are set forth in the appendix
thereto,
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onshore and offshore rate shall be subject
to refund as to all or any part thereof to
which the producer ultimately is found
not to be entitled. The applicable offshore
and onshore area rates for the subject
sales were established by the Commis-
sion in its Opinion No. 5486, issued Sep-
tember 25, 1968, 40 FPC 530. (Section
154.106(¢) (1), Regulations Under the
Natural Gas Act.)

Because of the stays issued by the
court and the Commission of Opinion
Nos. 546 and 546-A, Petitioners have in
most instances collected since October 1,
1968 (the effective date of the South
Louisiana decision) and will continue to
collect rates which are at or in excess
of the onshore area rate for Federal
Domain gas transported onshore.” Absent
the stay, under paragraph (C) of Opinion
No. 546-A, Petitioners would be allowed
to continue collection of the onshore area
rate as of October 1, 1968, subject to
refund.’®

If the Commission's stay is dissolved,
each of the Petitioners will reduce its
rates to the applicable onshore rate, and
all monies collected since October 1, 1968,
in excess of the onshore area rate will
be subject to refund under ordering par-
agraph (C) of Opinion No. 546. However,
the question of refunds with respect to
the difference between the applicable on-
shore and offshore rates collected since
October 1, 1968 (including any such
amounts collected after the dissolution
of the stay), will await final action of the
Commission on Petitioners’ petitions for
special relief in the above-entitled
proceedings.

The Commission orders:

(A) Petitioners' petitions for special
relief with respect to the sales listed in
the attached appendix will be disposed
of in the above-entitled proceedings,

(B) Notices of Intervention, or peti-
tions to intervene in the above-entitled
proceedings may be filed with the Fed-
eral Power Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules
of practice and procedure of the Com-
mission (18 CFR 1.8 and 1,37(f)) on or
before August 26, 1969.

By the Commission.

(searl GoRrooN M. GRANT,
\ Secretary.

*In & few situations Petitioners are col-
lecting rates which are not ms high as the
applicable onshore area rate. In these cir-
cumstances It will be necessary for Petition-
ers to flle noticeas of change in rate before
they may collect higher rates in accordance
with paragraph (C) of Opinfon No, 548-A.

*The Fifth Circult Court of Appeals on
May 13, 1969, granted a stay of the orders
issued In sald opinions until appeals are
heard but not beyond July 1, 1060. There-
after, at the Court's request, the Commission
by order lssued May 20, 1969, stayed the rate
reduction provisions of Opinlon Nos. 546 and
546-A to and including October 13, 1069. As
o result of the Commission’s action, the
Court dissolved its stay on May 29, 1969,
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APFENDIX

Potitioner  FPC gnarate

schedule No.

Purchaser

Qulf Oll Corp...
Supplement .

Slo88 | Do,
. Southiern Nutural Goa

Co.
Texss Eastorn Trans
missdon Corpe

Do.
. United Puel Gas Co.
Nutural Gas Pipe Live

Company of America.
Un}lod Gas Plpe Line

Tennessoo Gna Plpeline
Co.

: o P e
Humble Ol & 357,
Refining Co.
The Callfornin 36

Co.
Pl‘x'!m;u Petro-

“2
LS
362

um Co, Co.
Texuco, lue .. Texas Gar Tranambssion

Corp.
Do
Southern Natursl Gas
i

0.
Natural Gas Pipe Line
Company of Amerien.

F]

[FR. Doc. 69-9136; Piled, Aug. 4, 10069;
B:46 am.)

[Docket No. G 8072 et}

HUMBLE OIL & REFINING CO. ET AL

Jury 29, 1969.

In the notice of applications for cer-
tificates, abandonment of service and pe~
titions to amend certificates, issued July
18, 1969, and published In the FEDERAL
RecisTter July 29, 1969, 34 P.R. 12413,
page 5, column 3, Docket No, CI65-536:
Change location to read “Basin Dakota
Fleld, San Juan County, New Mexico"
in lleu of “Basin Dakota Field, San Juan
County, Texas.”

KeNNETH F, PLUMB,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-9137. Piled, Aug. 4, 1960
8:46 am,|

|Docket No. CP70-5)

MIDWESTERN GAS TRANSMISSION
CO.

Notice of Application

Jury 29, 1969.

Take notice that on July 14, 1969, Mid-
western Gas Transmission Co. (Appli-
cant), 231 South La Salle Street, Chi-
cago, 11l. 60690, filed in Docket No. CP
70-5 and application pursuant to section
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for & cer-
tificate of public convenifence and neces-
sity authorizing Applicant to increase
total peak day sales to five existing cus-
tomers on its Northern System, all as
more fully described in the application
which is on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection,

Specifically, Applicant proposes to in-
crease its peak day sales of 3,118 Mef
commencing November 1, 1969, in order
to render requested increase in service to
the five existing customers, Applicant’s
present unallocated natural gas supply
and the proposed amendment providing
for additional natural gas will result in
3,263 Mcf available to Applicant’s North-
ern System.

No additional facilities will be neces~
sary to render the increased natural gas
service and the additional volumes of

NOTICES

gas will be sold under the terms of Ap-
plicant’s presently effective FPC Gas
Tariflf

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before
August 25, 1969, 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 proceed-
ing. Any person wishing to become a
party to a proceeding or to participate as
a party in any hearing therein must file
a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission's rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission
on this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filled 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 believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kexneri F, PLuMms,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-9138; Filed, Aug. 4. 1069;
8:46 s |

| Docket No. RP70-1]

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION
CORP.

Order Providing for Hearing and Sus-
pending Proposed Revised Tariff
Sheets

Jovry 29, 1969.
Mississippi River Transmission Corp.

(Mississippi) on July 1, 1969, tendered

for filing proposed changes in its FPC

Gas Tariff, First Revised Volume No. 1.

The proposed changes would increase

Jurisdictional revenues by an estimated

$8,117,069 based on sales for the 12-

month period ending March 31, 1969, as

adjusted. The changes are proposed to

become effective August 1, 1969.
Mississippl states that the proposed

changes are required by (1) increased

i Proposed rovised Tariff Sheets: Fourth
Revised S8heet No. 4, Pirst Revised Sheet No,
6, Third Revised Sheet Nos. TA and 7B, Pirst
Revised Sheet No. TE, Fourth Revised Sheet
No. 23, and Second Revised Sheet No. 5.

purchased gas costs due principally to
the decline in productivity of certain
reserves, new purchases at generally
higher prices and changes in purchase
patterns; (2) increased operating costs
due to wage and salary increases as well
as increases in the costs of materials and
services; (3) Increased taxes—both
Federal and State; and (4) Increased
financing costs. The proposed rates in-
clude a claimed rate cf return of 9
percent.

A review of the filing indicates that
certain issues are raised therein which
require development In an evidentiary
proceeding. Those issues include, but are
not limited to: the-rate of return and
associated taxes; rate base; rate design
and cost allocation; level of Increases in
operating and maintenance expenses;
purchase gas costs; Federal and State
taxes; and sales volumes.

The proposed increased rates and
charges have not been shown to be justi-
fied and may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential,
or otherwise unlawful.

We contemplate that some of the
issues involved in this proceeding may be
susceptible of hearing and decision
within the 5-month suspension period or
shortly thereafter. In order that the col-
lection and refunding of any possible
excess charges may be avoided or lim-
fted, we are authorizing the Presiding
Examiner to determine which issues, if
any, may be tried in an initial phase of
the hearing.

Mississippi on July 17, 1969, filed a
motion requesting that its proposed rate
increases not be suspended for the full
statutory period, but if suspended, the
period be shortened to 4 months, le,
December 1, 19869. In support of its mo-
tion Mississippl notes that a pending rate
increase filed by Natural Gas Pipeline
Company of America (Natural), one of
its suppliers, will become effective on
December 1, 1969, Mississippi will not
be able to charge its customers to refiect
the increased gas purchase costs until
January 1, 1970, if its filing is suspended
for 5 months.

The 1 month increase in purchase
gas costs to Mississippl resulting from
Natural's proposed rate increase amounts
to only a small portion of Mississippis
total rate increase. Accordingly, we find
that good cause has not been shown fof
granting Mississippl’s request for @
shortened suspension period with respect
to the total rate increase requested.
Therefore, we will deny Mississippl's mo-
tion. However, this action is not intended
to preclude Mississippi from filing for
increased rates to track the Natural rate
fncrease for the 1 month during which
Natural's increase can be made effective
while Mississippl's rate Increase is under
suspension.

The Commission finds:

(1) It is necessary and proper in t‘hc
public interest and to ald in the 013!0“’;
ment of the provisions of the Naiu
Gas Act that the Commission enter uDO’"
a hearing concerning the lawfulness 0
the rates and charges contained in Mis:
sissippi’s FPC Gas Tariff, as propos od
to be amended, and that the propos
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tariff sheets listed above be suspended,
and use thereof be deferred as herein
provided.

(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:

(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 regu-
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR, ch. I), a public hearing shall be
held commencing August 5, 1969, in a
hearing room of the Federal Power Com-
mission, 441 G Street NW., Washington,
D.C. 20426, concerning the lawfulness of
the rates, charges, classifications, and
services contained In Mississippi’s FPC
Gas Tariff, as proposed to be amended.

(B) Pending such hearing and decision
thereon, Mississippl’s proposed revised
tariff sheets listed above are hereby sus-
pended and the use thereof is deferred
until January 1, 1970, and until such
further time as they are made effective
{n the manner preseribed by the Natural
Gas Act.

(C) At the hearing on August 5, 1969,
Mississippi’s prepared testimony (State-
ment P) filed and served July 16, 1969,
together with its entire rate filing as sub-
mitted and served on July 1, 1969, shall
be admitted to the record as Mississippi’s
complete case-in-chief as provided in the
Commission's regulations, § 154.63(e)
(1), and Order No, 254, 28 FPC 495, 498,
without prejudice to any motions by the
parties with respect thereto,

D) Following admission of Missis-
sippi’s complete case-in-chief the par-
ties shall present their views and the
Presiding Examiner in the exercse of his
discretion, shall determine whether there
shall be an initial phase and, if 50, which
issues shall be heard therein. If he deter-
mines that there shall be an initial phase
hearing, he shall fix dates for service of
Sall’s and interveners' evidence and
&lﬁlﬁsipm's rebuttal evidence on such

sues: fix date for witnesses to appear for
adoption of their testimony and to stand
tross-examination thereon; and proceed
‘;“ilh such hearing as expeditiously as

easible,

(E) Presiding Examiner, Allen C,
Ch C, or any other designated by the
Delﬂ Examiner for that purpose (see
S legation of Authority, 18 CFR 3,5(d) ),
5 m breside at the hearing in this pro-
d‘:fd‘l“‘-‘i shall presoribe relevant proce-
mf;‘ matters not herein provided; and
unﬂl control this proceeding in accord-
m:‘-’c‘(‘"!,l‘fr!ng}lclw expressed in § 2.59 of

o ’,
Procedgre n's rules of practice and
N;::l'ox;rh;fc l’linot‘)’t.lon for a shortened sus-
fi
July 17, 1989, 18 dtlzﬁe(?.y Mississippi on

By the Commission.
(sEaL) Goroox M. GraNT,
Secretary.

PR Do, 60-0130; Piled, Aug. 4, 1069
8:46 am,]

NOTICES

[Docket No, CP70-12]
TRUNKLINE GAS CO.

Notice of Application

Jury 29, 1969.

Take notice that on July 18, 1969,
Trunkline Gas Co. (Applicant), Post Of-
fice Box 1642, Houston, Tex. 77001, filed
in Docket No. CP70-12 an application
pursuant to section 7(¢c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public con-
venlence and necessity authorizing the
construction and operation of certain fa-
cilities and for an increase in sales to
Panhandle Pipe Line Co. (Panhandle)
for its resale to The Ohio Fuel Gas Co.
(Ohio Fuel), all as more fully set forth
in the application which is on file with
the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Ohio Fuel consulted with Applicant as
to the most expeditious manner in which
new reserves could be made available to
Ohio Fuel's markets, and decided to
assign Its gas purchase contract to Appli-
cant, with Panhandle making additional
deliveries to Ohio Fuel. To this end Ap-
plicant proposes to construct, in two
phases and at a cost of $22,800,000, the
necessary facilities to connect the Block
172 Field to its marine system, with the
necessary mainline looping and com-
pression to make additional deliveries to
Panhandle at Tuscola, Ill,, of 70,000 Mcf
per day commencing November 1, 1970,
and 30,000 Mcf per day commencing
either November 1, 1972, or not later
than November 1, 1973, Panhandle will
increase its deliveries to Ohio Fuel by
equivalent amounts at the same times.

Applicant proposes to construct the
additional facilities in two phases and
will include the following: 18.4 miles of
18-inch marine pipeline from South Tim-
balier Block 172 Field to Applicant's off-
shore platform T-25 in Block 139 Ship
Shoal Area: 16.8 miles of 36-inch main-
line loop between Johnsonville and Tus-
cola stations in Illinois; a total of 45,100
horsepower compressor addition divided
among Applicant’s Epps, Independence,
Joppa, Centerville, and Shaw compressor
stations, plus necessary miscellaneous
additional station yard piping and relo-
cation of piping and communication fa-
cllities at Independence station,

Applicant proposes to finance this proj-
ect initially by short-term bank loans
with permanent financing subsequently
to be accomplished through issuance of
mortgage bonds or other securities,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before Au-
gust 22, 1969, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 18 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to a proceeding or to participate as a
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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 jurisdioction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on

_this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the 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. PLums,
Acting Secretary,

[F.R. Doc. 60-D140; Filed, Aug. 4, 1060;
B:46am.)

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR
RELIEF
Jury 31, 1969.

Protests to the granting of an applica-
tion must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of
practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed
within 15 days from the date of publica-
tion of this notice in the Feperan
REGISTER.

LoxG-AND-SHORT HaUL

FSA No. 41706—Cotton to specified
points in Arkansas and Oklahoma, Filed
by Southwestern Freight Bureau, agent
(No. B-55), for interested rail carriers.
Rates on cotton, as described in the ap-
plication, in carloads, from points in
southwestern territory, also Kansas and
Missouri, to specified points in Arkansas
and Oklahoma.

Grounds for relief—Short-line dis-
tance formula and grouping,

Tarilf—Supplement 123 to Southwest~
ern Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC
45786,

FSA No. 41707—Baler or binder twine
jrom North Atlantic ports. Filed by Traf-
fic Executive Association-Eastern Rail-
roads, agent (E.R, No. 2952), for inter-
ested rail carriers. Rates on baler or
binder twine, as described in the appli-
cation, in carloads, from Auburn, Albany,
and New York, N.Y., Baltimore, Md., Bos-
ton, Mass., Philadelphia, Pa., and Nor-
folk and Richmond, Va. and points
grouped therewith, to points in western
trunkline territory, including Extended
Zone “C" territory in Wisconsin.
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Grounds for relief—Market competi-
tion and port relationship.

Tariffs—Supplement 12 to Traffic Ex-
ecutive Association-Eastern Rallroads,
agent, tarifl ICC C-737, and Traflic Ex-
ecutive Association-Eastern Rallroads,
agent, tariff ICC C-773.

By the Commission,

[sEAL] H. NEIL GARSON,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-0155; Filed, Aug. 4, 1969
B:48 am.]

[No. MC-560583 (Sub. No. 121) ]
MASON & DIXON LINES, INC.
Extension—Four Alternate Routes

At a session of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Review Board No. 2,
held at its office in Washington, D.C,, on
the 28th day of July 1969.

Investigation of the matters and things
involved in this proceeding having been
made, and said review board, on the date
hereof, having made and filed a report
herein containing its findings of fact and
conclusions thereon, which report is
hereby made a part hereof:

It is ordered, That said application, ex-
cept to the extent granted in said report,
be, and it is hereby, denied.

And it is jurther ordered, That unless
compliance is made by applicant with
the requirements of sections 215, 217,
and 221(c) of the Interstate Commerce
Act within 90 days after the date of serv-
fice hereof, or within such additional time
as may be authorized by the Commission,
the grant of authority made in said re-
port shall be considered as null and vold
and the application shall stand denied In
its entirety effective upon the expiration
of the said compliance time.

By the Commission, Review Board
No. 2.

[seAL] H. NeiL Garson,
Secretary.
|PR. Doc. 69-0154; Filed, Aug. 4, 1969;
B:48am.)
[Notice 877]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JuLy 30, 1969.

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR
Part 1131), published in the FEDERAL
RecISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that
protests to the granting of an application
must be filed with the field official named
in the PFeperal RecisTER publication,
within 15 calendar days after the date
of notice of the filing of the application
{5 published in the Feperan REGISTER.
One copy of such protests must be served
on the applicant, or its authorized repre-
sentative, if any, and the protests must
certify that such service has been made.

NOTICES

The protests must be specific as to the
service which such protestant can and
will offer, and must consist of a signed
original and six coples.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Office of the
Becretary, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in
field office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MoroR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 36556 (Sub-No. 18 TA), filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: HOWARD E.
BLACKMON, doing business as
HOWARD BLACKMON TRUCK SERV-
ICE, Post Office Box 186, Somers, Wis.
53171. Applicant's representative: How-
ard E. Blackmon (same addess as above) .
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Antmal and
poultry feed and feed ingredients, be-
tween the plantsites and storage facil-
fties of Badger By-Products Co. and
Protein, Inc., Milwaukee, Wis,, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points In
the lower Peninsula of Michigan, Indi-
ana, Illinois, and Iowa, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Badger By-Prod-
ucts Co. and its subsidiary, Protein, Inc.,
511 East Menomonee Street, Milwaukee,
Wis. 53202 (Benjamin Free, President).
Send protests to: District Superyisor
Lyel D. Helfer, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 135
West Wells Street, Room 807, Milwaukee,
Wis. 53203.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No, 141 TA), filed
July 22, 1869. Applicant: SCHNEIDER
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC, 817
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis, 54306.
Applicant’s representative: D. F. Martin
(same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as a conumnon carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Metal containers. metal
container ends and accessories, from
Chicago, 1L, to points in the Minneap-
olis-St. Paul commercial zone, Minn.,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Na-
tional Can Corp., Midway Center, 5959
South Cicero Avenue, Chicago, Ill, 60638
(Roger F. Hermann, Central Area Traflic
Manager). Send protests to: Lyle D.
Helfer, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, 135 West Wells Street, Room 807,
Milwaukee, Wis. 53203.

No. MC 87717 (S8ub-No. 5 TA) (Correc-
tion), filed June 27, 1969, published
Feperan RECISTER, issue of July 9, 1969,
and republished as corrected this is-
sue, Applicant: FANELLI BROTHERS
TRUCKING COMPANY, Centre and
Nichols Streets, Pottsville, Pa. 17801.
Applicant’s representative: S. Berne
Smith, Post Office Box 1166, Harrisburg,
Pa. 17108, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Caps Jor beverage containers, from the
plantsite of Zapata Industries, Inc., in
West Mahanoy Township, Schuylkill
County, Pa., to points in Alabama, Ar-
kansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana,
Jowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana,

Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippl, Missour!, Ne-
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Rhode Island, South Caroling,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wiscon-
sin, and the District of Columbia, for
180 days. Norg: The purpose of this re-
publication i5 to Include Missouri as a
destination State, which was Inadvert-
ently omitted in previous publication
Supporting shipper: Zapata Industries,
Post Office Box 2, Franckville, Pa. 17031
Send protests to: Paul J. Kenworthy,
District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, 309 U.S. Post Office Bullding,
Scranton, Pa. 18503,

No. MC 94265 (Sub-No. 223 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: BONNEY
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC. Post Office
Box 12388, Thomas Corner Station, Nor-
folk, Va. 23502, Applicant’s representa-
tive: Harry G. Buckwalter (same address
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: De:-
sert preparations, potato salad, cole slaw,
macaront salad, gelatine desserts, from
Brentwood, Md., to Chicago, I, and
Detroft, Mich., for 180 days, Supporting
shipper: Ida Mae Salads Inc., 4308 Pen-
wood Road, Brentwood, Md. 20722. Send
protests to: Robert W, Waldron, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 10-502
Federal Building, Richmond, Va. 23240.

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 409 TA),
filed July 23, 1969. Applicant: NATION-
AL TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 Na-
tional Plaza, Tulsa, Okla, 74151. Appl-
cant’s representative: Irvin Tull (same
address as above), Authority sought t0
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Trailers, designed to be drawn by
passenger automobiles fn initinl move-
ments, from plantsite of Modular De-
signs, Inc., Mansfield, La., to points I
Mississippl, Alabama, Florida, Tennes:
see, Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Mis
souri, New Mexico, and Colorado, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Sam C. Podl,
General Manager, Modular Designs
Inc., Post Office Box 795, Natchitoches,
La. 71457, Send protests to: C. L. Phil-
lips, District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Operd
tions, Room 240, Old Post Office Build-
ing, 215 Northwest Third, Oklahoma
City, Okla, 73102. by

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No, 261 TA.
filed July 22, 1969, Applicant: LIQUIP
TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Ba¥
21395, Louisville, Ky, 40221. Applicants
representative: James S. Holloway (s8¢
address as above), Authority sought w0
operate as a common carrier, by m
vehicle, over frregular routes, transport:
ing: Synthetic resins, in bulk, in poet
matic tank vehicles, from Loutsville, K¥-
to Henderson, Ky., for 180 days. b“ﬂ_
porting shipper: D, M. Gallagher, 8
pervisor, Distribution Analysis, AU
Chemical Corp., Post Office Box 363, “fo.
ristown, N.J, 07960, Send protests
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Wayne L. Merilatt, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 426 Post Office Bulld-
ing, Loulsville, Ky. 40202,

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 1856 TA) , filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: BANKERS DIS-
PATCH CORPORATION, 4970 South
Archer Avenue, Chicago, 11, 60032, Appli-
cant’s representative: Stanley Komosa,
(same address as above), Authority
sought to operate 8s a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Awudit media and other
business records, between Ogden, Utah,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in the Cassia, Minidoka, Jerome, Twin
Falls, Gooding, Elmore, Owyhee, Ada,
Canyon, Washington, Gem, and Payette
Counties, Idaho, and Malheur Counties,
Oreg,, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
The Amalgamated Sugar Co., Pirst Se-
curity Bank Bullding, Box 1520, Ogden,
Utah 84402. Send protests to: District
Supervisor Roger L. Buchanan, Infer-
stale Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 219 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, I, 60604.

No. MC 115311 (Sub-No. 103 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: J & M TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC., Post Office Box
488, Milledgeville, Ga. 31061. Applicant’s
representative: Bill R, Davis, Suite 1600,
First Federal Bullding, Atlanta, Ga.
30303, Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular  routes, transporting: Corn
farch, in bulk, in pneumatic trailers,
from Atlanta, Ga., to New Orleans, La.,
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: CPC
International, Ine., International Plaza,
Englewood Cliffs, N.J. 07632. Send pro-
lests to: Willlam L. Scroggs, District
Slu:c.rvLsor. Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room
309, 1252 West Peachtrée Street NW.,
Atlanta, Ga. 30309,

No. MC 117991 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: ZAVITS
BROTHERS, LTD. Rural Delivery 1,
Walnfleet, Ontario, Canada., Applicant’s
tepresentative: Robert D, Gunderman,
43 Niagara Street, Buffalo, N.Y. 14202,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor yehicle over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Bananas, from
Wilmington, Del,, to ports of entry on the
Uniteqd States-Canada boundary line in
the State of New York, for 180 days.
Supporting shippers: West Indies Fruit
Co. Post Office Box 1940, Miami, Fla.
1::3101; Chiovittd{ Banana Co., Ltd., 10
C’nemﬁcem Road, Toronto, Ontario,
panada. Send protests to: George M.
'arker. District Supervisor, Interstate
: Zrunmer_ce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
- s, 518 Federal Office Building, 121

‘lqcou Street, Buffalo, N.Y. 14203.

J‘;] 0. MC 118270 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed
'I’R);\ 22, 1069, Applicant: RODUCE

. NSPORT SERVICE, INC., 181 West
Appll0 Avenue, Mahwah, N.J. 07430.

Dr"lcants representative: Blanton P,
N ,:,‘-“1"- 137 East 36th Street, New York,
il tg?lﬁ. Authority sought to operate

tmon carrier, by motor vehicle,
routes, transporting:
Plantains, pineapples, and
In boxes, cartons, or crates, in

Mer irregular
Bq Nanas,
Cocoannts
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straight or mixed shipments, from Wil-
mington, Del,, to points in Pennsylvania,
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut,
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, for 150
days. Supporting shipper: West Indies
Fruit Co,, Post Office Box 1940, Miami,
Fla. 33101. Send protests to: District
Supervisor Joel Morrows, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, 970 Broad Street, Newark, N.J.
07102, .

No. MC 126222 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: JOSEPH A.
SIEFERT & JOSEFPH J. SIEFERT, doing
business as SIEFERT BROS. TRUCK-
ING CO., Post Office Box 310, Du Quoin,
IIl. 62832. Applicant's representative:
Ernest A, Brooks II, 1301-02 Ambassa-~
dor Bullding, St. Louis, Mo. 63101, Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Glass tubing, for
the account of Wheaton Glass Co., from
the plantsite and warehouse facilities of
Corning Glass Works, Parkersburg,
W. Va., to Wheaton Glass Co., at or near
Wamae, Ill., for 180 days. Suppo
shipper: Wheaton Glass Co., Mill .
N.J. 08332, Send protests to: Harold C,
Jolliff, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Room 476, 326 Adams Street,
Springfield, IlL. 62704,

No. MC 128307 (Sub-No. 19 TA), filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: McKEE
LINES, INC. 664 54th Avenue, Mat-
tawan, Mich. 49071. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Jack H. Banshan, 29 South
La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Bananas, plan-
tains, pineapples, and coconuts, and
agricultural commodities otherwise
exempt from economic regulation under
section 203(b) (6) of the Act when mov-
ing in mixed shipments with bananas,
plantains, pineapples, and coconuts,
from Wilmington, Del. to points in Indi-
ana, Illinois, Towa, Wisconsin, Minnesola,
Missouri, Nebraska, and Michigan, for
180 days. Supporting shipper: West
Indies Fruit Co., Post Office Box 1940,
Miaml, Fia. 33101, Send protests to: C. R.
Flemming, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 225 Federal Building, Lan-
sing, Mich, 48933.

No. MC 129403 (Sub-No, 3 TA), filed
July 23, 1969. Applicant: ANR. TRUCK-
ING CO.,, INC, 518 West 20th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Morris Honig, 150 Broad-
way, New York, N.Y. Authority sought to
operate as a confract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Toys, stuffed and unstuffed, and
music bores, from points in the New
York, N.Y., commercial zone as defined
by the Commission in 53 M.C.C. 45, and
from Port Newark and Port Elizabeth,
N.J., to Middlesex, N.J., restricted to

Shipments having a prior movement by

water, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Knickerbocker Toy Co., Inc., 207 Pond
Avenue, Middiesex, N.J. 08846, Send pro-
tests to: Paul W. Assenza, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
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mission, 26 Federal Plaza, New York,
N.Y. 10007.

No. MC 133438 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
July 22, 1869. Applicant: ROBERT T.
LETLOW, doing business as TAHOE
TRUCKING, 480 National Avenue,
Tahoe Vista, Calif. 95732, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Aggregate, sand, and
gravel between points in  Washoe,
Ormsby, and Douglas Counties, Nev., on
the one hand, and, on the other hand,
points in El Dorado, Placer, and Nevada
Counties, Calif., for 180 days. Bupporting
shipper: William R. Reynolds, doing
business as North Tahoe Transit Mix Co.,
National Avenue, Tahoe Vista, Calif,
95732, Send protests to: Daniel Augus-
tine, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, 222 East Washington Street, Car-
son City, Nev. 89701,

No. MC 133908 TA, flled July 24, 1969,
Applicant: JERRY RANDALL, doing
business as J & R TRUCKING, Wahpe-
ton, N. Dak. 58075. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Colin A. Bailey, 412 Dakota
Avenue, Wahpeton, N. Dak. 580756. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Green-salted cat-
tle hides, from Wahpeton, N. Dak., to
Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee, Wis.: Lebanon,
N.H,; and Galveston, Tex,, for 180 days,
Supporting shipper: Phillips Fur and
Wool Co., Wahpeton, N. Dak, 58075. Send
protests to: J. H. Ambs, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, 1621 South Uni-
versity Drive, Room 213, Fargo, N. Dak,
58102,

By the Commission,

[seaL] H. NE1L GARSON,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 69-9156; Filed, Aug. 4, 1069;
8:48 am |

[Notice 878]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JuLy 31, 1969.

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49
CFR Part 1131), published in the Fen-
ERAL REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965,
effective July 1, 1965. These rules pro-
vide that protests to the granting of an
application must be filed with the field
official named in the FEDERAL REGISTER
publication, within 15 calendar days af-
ter the date of notice of the filing of the
application is published in the FepenaL
RecisTER. One copy of such protests
must be served on the applicant, or its
authorized representative, if any, and
the protests must certify that such serv-
ice has been made. The protests must be
specific as to the service which such pro-
testant can and will offer, and must con-
sist of a signed original and six copies.

5, 1969
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A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Office of the
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in field
office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MoOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 730 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: CONSOLI-
DATED FREIGHTWAYS CORPORA-
TION OF DELAWARE, 175 Linfield
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. Applicant's
representative: Robert M. Bowden, Post
Office Box 3062, Portland, Oreg. 97208.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Wine, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Healdsburg,
St. Helena, and Ukiah, Calif,, to Denver,
Colo., for 150 days. Supporting shipper:
Ivancie Winery, 400 South Lipan Street,
Denver, Colo. 80223. Send protests fo:
District Supervisor Claud W. Reeves, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau
of Operations, 450 Golden Gate Avenue,
Box 36004, San Francisco, Calif. 94102,

No. MC 108326 (Sub-No. 100 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: C & D TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC., 962 Bay Bridge
Road, Prichard, Ala. 36610, Applicant's
representative: Robert E, Keene (same
address as above). Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Bananas, plantains, pineapples, and
coconuts, from Wilmington, Del., to
points in Maryland, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, Tennessee, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama,
Mississippl, Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas,
Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, and Ken-
tucky, for 180 days, Supporting shipper:
West Indies Frult Co,, Post Office Box
1940, Miami, Fla. 33101, Send protests
to: B. R, McKenzie, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Room
814, 2121 Bullding, Birmingham, Ala,
35203.

No. MC 113325 (Sub-No. 132 TA), filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: SLAY TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC., 2001 South
Seventh Street, St, Louis, Mo. 63104. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liguid acids and
chemicals in bulk, in tank vehicles (ex-
cept liguid nitrogen, liquid hydrogen,
and liquld oxygen), from points in the
United States (except Kingsport, Tenn.,
and points in Alaska and Hawail), to St.
Louis, Mo,, restricted to the transporta-
tion of traffic destined to points in the
St. Louis, Mo.-E. St. Louis, Il1l., commer-
cial zone, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Monsanto Co., 800 North Lindbergh
Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo. 63166. Send
protests to: District Supervisor J. P.
Werthmann, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room
3248, 1520 Market Street, St. Louis, Mo,

63103,
No. MC 114273 (Sub-No. 46 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: CEDAR

RAPIDS STEEL TRANSPORTATION,
INC., Post Office Box 68, Cedar Rapids,
Jowa 52406. Applicant’s representative:
Gene R. Prokuskl (same address as

NOTICES

above). Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, meat byproducts 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 commodities
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and hides),
from Postville, ITowa, to points in Illinols,
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and Wisconsin,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Hy-
grade Food Products Corp., 11801 Mack
Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 48214, Send pro-
tests to: Chas, C. Biggers, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, 332 Federal
Building, Davenport, Iowa 52801,

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 176 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: POOLE
TRUCK LINE, INC,, Post Office Box 310,
Evergreen, Ala. 36401. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert E. Tate (same address
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Tubing, from points in Lee County, Ala.,
to points in Erle County, N.Y., Pulaski
County, Ky.; Obion County, Tenn., and
Wayne County, Mich,, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Opelika Welding, Ma-
chine & Supply, Inc., Post Office Box
2209, Opelika, Ala. 36801, Send protests
to: B. R. McKenzie, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, Room 814, 2121
Bullding, Birmingham, Ala, 35203,

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 269 TA), filed
July 22, 1969. Applicant: ROBERTSON
TANK LINES, INC, 5700 Polk Avenue,
Post Office Box 1505, Houston, Tex, 77001,
Applicant’s representative: W. E. Weeks
(same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid ethylene, in bulk, in
tank vehicle, from Beaumont, Tex., and
Baton Rouge, La., to the plant facility of
Bromet Co. near Magnolia, Ark., for 180
days. Note: Applicant does not intend to
tack authority with presently authorized
routes, Supporting shipper: Ethyl Corp,
(Mr. Doss H. Berry, Jr., Traflic Attor-
ney), Ethyl Tower, 451 Florida, Baton
Rouge, La. 70801, Send protests to: Dis-
trict Supervisor John C. Redus, Bureau
of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Post Office Box 61212,
Houston, Tex. 77061,

No. MC 118904 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: MOBILE HOME
EXPRESS, L'TD,, 1915 F Avenue, Lawton,
Okla. 73501. Applicant's representative:
David D. Brunson, 419 Northwest Sixth
Street, Oklahoma City, Okla, 73102, 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, from points in Mayes
County, Okla., to points in Texas, New
Mexico, EKansas, Nebraska, Missouri,
Loulsiana, Colorado, Arkansas, and Il-
linois, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Cherokee Manufacturing Co., Pryor,
Okla. Send protests to: Bllly R. Reild,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce

Commission, Bureau of Operations, 9427
Federal Building, 819 Taylor Street, Fort
Worth, Tex. 76102.

No. MC 124359 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed
July 25, 1969, Applicant; WIL-HELEX,
INC., 1409 16th Avenue, Greeley, Colo,
80631. Applicant’s representative: Paul
F, Sullivan, 701 Washington Building,
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Carpeting and materials
and supplies used in the installation
thereof, from Morris, Ill., to points in
Colorado and Cheyenne, Wyo,, restricted
to service performed under a continuing
contract with The Western Corp., Den-
ver, Colo., for 150 days. Supporting ship-
per: The Western Corp., 201 South
Cherokee, Denver, Colo. 80223, Send pro-
tests to: District Supervisor C. W, Buck-
ner, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, 2022 Federal
Building, 1961 Stout Street, Denver, Colo.
80202,

No. MC 127717 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: Y. HIGA EN-
TERPRISES, LTD., Post Office Box 137,
2150 Nimitz Highway, Honolulu, Hawail
96810. Applicant’s representative: Alan
F. Wohlstetter, 1 Farragut Square South,
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common Corrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes
transporting: Household goods, as de-
fined by the Commission, between poinis
in Hawaii, restricted to traffic original-
ing at or destined to points beyond the
State of Hawal, for 180 days. NoTE: Ap-
plicant proposes to enter into joint
through motor-water-motor rates under
section 216(c) of the Act. Supporiing
shippers: Dillingham Corp,, Box 3468,
Honolulu, Hawaii 96801; Hawaiian Tele-
phone Co., Post Office Box 2200, Hono-
lulu, Hawall 96805, Send protests to: Dis-
trict Supervisor Wm. E. Murphy, Inter~
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 450 Golden Gate Avenue,
Box 26004, San Francisco, Calif. 94102

No. MC 127964 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: JOHN H
OSBORNE, doing business as OSBORNE
TRUCKING, 1008 Sierra Drive, Rivertci
Wyo. 82501. Applicant’s representative:
Robert 8. Stauffer, 3539 Boston I{oad'.
Cheyenne, Wyo. 82001. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carric’, by
motor vehicle, over irregular roulcs
transporting: Poly-vinyl chloride n_tfk'-
from Austin, Minn., to points In “‘°
ming, Colorado, Nebraska, South Dakots.
Montana, Idaho, and Utah, for 180 dass.
Supporting shipper: Riverton Concrele
Products, Division of the Cretex Com
panies Inc., Post Office Box 452, Rn'('rm:-
Wyo. 82501, Send protests to: Paul e
Naughton, District Supervisor, Inter
state Commerce Commission, Bureau ©
Operations, Room 304 Lierd Bu11d$ra_§-
259 South Center Street, Casper, WJ
82601, 069

No. MC 133909 TA, filed July 24, lnﬂsd
Applicant: M, DYER & SONS, l?*l(‘»-é-a'19
Kilihau Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 9 ¥
Applicant’s representative: Alan um'
Wohlstetter, 1 Farragut Square S;" 5
Washington, D.C, Authority soug
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operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Household goods, as defined by
the Commission, between points in
Hawall, restricted to traffic originating
st or destined to points beyond the State
of Hawaii, for 180 days. Norz: Applicant
proposes to enter Into joint through
motor-water-motor rates under section
216(c) of the Act. Supporting shippers:
Island Federal, 1856 Kalakaua Avenue,
Post Office Box 2521, Honolulu, Hawaii
86804; Door to Door International, Inc,,
State of Washington, County of King.
Send protests to: District Supervisor
Wm. E. Murphy, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 450
Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San
Francisco, Calif. 94102,

MoroR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS

No, MC 1515 (Sub-No. 140 TA), filed
July 24, 1969. Applicant: GREYHOUND
LINES, INC,, 10 South Riverside Plaza,
Chicago, Ill. 60808. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Bart Cook, 371 Market Street,
San Francisco, Calif. Authority sought
o operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over {rregular routes, transport-
ing: Passengers and their baggage in the
same vehicle, in special operations only,
from Milwaukee, Wis., to Aurora Downs
Race Track, North Aurora, I, and re-
tum, serving no intermediate points, for
180 days. Nore: Applicant requests to
tack to its existing authority. Supporting
shippers: Verified statements of 14 pro-
Spective patrons are available for Inspec-
ton at Field Office, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Chicago, I1. 60604. Send protests
to: Willlam B, Gallagher, District Super-
Visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureay of Operations, Room 1086, U.S.
Courthouse and Federal Office Bullding,
219 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, TIL

By the Commission,
{sEaL)

H: New Garsox,
Secretary.

(PR, Doc, 69-0157: Filed, Aug. 4, 1069;
8:48am.}

[Notice 380}

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

JuLy 31, 1989,
Synopses of orders entered pursuant to
-:cuon 212(b) of the Interstate Com-
*EICe Act, and rules and regulations
Prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part
1132), appear below:

No, 148—Pt, T—q3
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As provided in the Commission’s spe-
cial rules of practice any interested per-
son may file a petition seeking reconsid-
eration of the following numbered pro-
ceedings within 20 days from the date of
publication of this notice. Pursuant to
section 17(8) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, the filing of such & petition
will postpone the effective date of the
order in that proceeding pending its dis-
position. The matters relied upon by pe-
titioners must be specified in their peti-
tions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-71199. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to James R. Farkas, Johns-
town, Pa., of the permit in No. MC-88254,
issued January 9, 1940, to Everett Slagle,
Johnstown, Pa., authorizing the trans-
portation of such merchandise as is dealt
in by wholesale and retail grocery and
food business houses and equipment,
materials and supplies used in the con-
duct of such business between points in
a described area in Pennsylvania, Mary-
land, Virginia and West Virginia, Ed-
ward J. Harkins, 1101 First National
Bank Bullding, Johnstown, Pa. 15901,
attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-T71384. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to James J. Campo, doing
business as Campo's Express, Moscow,
Pa., of permit No. MC-60060 issued Au-
gust 12, 1953, to Kelly Motor Freight,
Inc., Drexel Hill, Pa., authorizing the
transportation of such merchandise as is
dealt in by wholesale, retail, and chain
grocery and food business houses, and, in
connection therewith, equipment, ma-
terials, and supplies used in the conduct
of such business, between points within
central and southern New Jersey, and
eastern Pennsylvania, and fruits, vege-
tables, farm products, poultry, and sea
food, in the respective seasons of their
productions from points in New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, and Delaware to points
within central and southern New Jersey
and eastern Pennsylvania, Kenneth R,
Davis, 1106 Dartmouth Street, Scranton,
Pa. 18504, and Samuel Mazess, 1505 Race
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19102, repre-
sentatives for applicants,

No. MC-FC-T71393. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrler Board approved
the transfer to Reliable Transfer Com-
pany of Petersburg, Inc., Petersburg,
Alaska, of certificates Nos. MC-124514
(Sub-No. 1) and MC-124514 (Sub-No. 2)
issued June 25, 1964 and July 10, 1968,
respectively, to Clifford T. Roundtree,
doing business as Reliable Transfer, Box
930, Petersburg, Alaska 89801, authoriz-
ing the transportation of: General com-
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modities, with the usual exceptions, be-
tween specified points in Alaska. Thomas
E. Schulz, 319 Seward Street, Juneau,
Alaska 99801, attorney for transferce.

No. MC-FC-71433. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Russell Transfer Co., Inc.,
157 Rosedale Street, Jackson, Tenn.
38301, of certificate No. MC-38648 issued
February 25, 1942, to J. M. Lankford and
Mrs. Mal Russell Lankford, a partner-
ship, doing business as Russel Transfer
Co., 157 Rosedale Street, Jackson, Tenn.
38301, authorizing the transportation of
household goods, between Jackson, Tenn.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
specified points in Mississippl.

No. MC-FC-71460. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Albert Ring, Andrew
Ring, Ronald Ring, and Bernard Ring,
a partnership, doing business as Frank
Richard Ring, Neola, Towa 51559, of cer-
tificate No. MC-62601 issued March 29,
1954, to Rowena M. Ring, doing business
as Frank Richard Ring, Neola, Iowa
51559, authorizing the transportation of:
Agricultural implements, feed and salt,
between Neola, Iowa, and points within
10 miles, and Omaha, Nebr,

No. MC-FC-71487. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Alfred Root, Jr., and
Shirley Root Pisaneschi, 351 Wyoming
Avenue, Wyoming, Pa, 18644, of the
operating rights in certificate No. MC-
51460 Issued September 9, 1940, to Alfred
Root, doing business as Root’s Transfer,
351 Wyoming Avenue, Wyoming, Pa.
18644, authorizing the transportation,
over irregular routes, of household goods
between Wyoming, Pa., and points with-
in 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Pennsylvania,
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina,
Ohio, Rhode Island, Minnesota, New Jer-
sey, New York, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Illinols, Indiana, Maryland, Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, and the District of
Columbia.

No. MC-FC-T71518. By order of July 24,
1969, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to La Barge Trucking Co.,
Ino,, La Barge, Wyo., of certificate No.
MC-123651, issued August 20, 1961, to
Guy C. Decker, doing business as La
Barge Service, La Barge, Wyo., author-
izing the transportation of: Crude oil
between points in Wyoming. Robert S,
Stauffer, 3539 Boston Road, Cheyenne,
Wyo. 82001, attorney for applicants,

[sEAL] H. N1 Garson,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9158; Filed, Aug, 4, 1069;
8:48 am.)
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service

[7 CFR Part 1124
[ Docket No. AO-368]

MILK IN OREGON-WASHINGTON
MARKETING AREA

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-
tions on Proposed Marketing
Agreement and Order

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601 el seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marketing
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby
given of the filing with the Hearing
Clerk of this recommended decision with
respect to a proposed marketing agree-
ment and order regulating the handling
of milk in the Oregon-Washington mar-
keting area. Interested parties may file
written exceptions to this decision with
the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, by
the 20th day after publication of this
decision in the Feperal REecisTer. The
exceptions should be filed in quadrupli-
cate. All written submissions made pur-
suant to this notice will be made avail-
able for public inspection at the office of
the Hearing Clerk during regular busi-
ness hours (7 CFR 1.27(b) ),

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The hearing on the record of which
the proposed marketing agreement and
order, as hereinafter set forth, were
formulated, was conducted at Portland,
Oreg., on December 3-7, 1968, pursuant
o notice thereof which was issued No-
vember 12, 1968 (33 F.R. 16588) .

The material issues of record relate to:

1. Whether the handling of milk pro-
duced for sale in the proposed marketing
area is in the current of interstate com-
merce, or directly burdens, obstructs, or
affects interstate commerce in milk or
its products;

2. Whether marketing conditions show
the need for the issuance of a milk mar-
keting agreement or order which will
ta:’d to effectuate the policy of the Act;
an

3. If an order is Issued what its pro-
visions should be with respect to:

fa) The scope of regulation;

ml(lll):) The classification and allocation of

(¢) The determination and level of
class prices;

(d) Distribution of proceeds to pro-
dueers; and

{e) Administrative provisions.

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The following findings and conclusions
on the material issues are based on evi-
dence presented at the hearing and the
record thereof;

1. Character of commerce. The han-
dling of milk in the proposed marketing

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

area is in the current of interstate com-
mercee and directly burdens, obstructs,
and affects interstate commerce in milk
and its products.

The marketing area specified In the
proposed order and designated as “the
Oregon-Washington marketing area’ in-
cludes all the territory within 35 con-
tiguous counties and portions of two
others. Twenty-six of these countles are
in Oregon and the remainder are in
Washington.

Of 1,045 producers supplying the pro-
posed market, 865 reside In Oregon, 174
reside in Washington, and six reside in
California.

Milk of many of these producers moves
in interstate commerce from farm to
plant of receipt. The milk of the six Cali-
fornia producers is received and proc-
essed at a plant located in Klamath Falls,
Oreg. Many of the Washington pro-
ducers ship their milk to plants located
in Oregon mainly in and around the
city of Portland. Milk of Oregon pro-
ducers is regularly received by plants
located in the State of Washington.

During the season of short production
and to a lesser extent throughout the
entire year, milk is received from sources
in Idaho at plants located in both Ore-
gon and Washington which would be reg-
ulated under the order.

Approximately 68 million pounds of
milk per month were priced and pooled
under the Oregon Milk Audit and Stabili-
zation Law during the period January-
October 1968, Of this amount, approxi-
mately 18 percent originated on farms
located outside the State of Oregon, pri-
marily in the State of Washington,

During the same period an average of

about 7 million additional pounds of"

milk per month were received from out of
State sources by plants in Oregon. This
milk was not priced or pooled under the
Oregon statute.

Substantial quantities of fluld milk
products processed and packaged in Ore-
gon plants are distributed on routes in
the State of Washington on a regular
basis. Likewise, milk processed and pack-
aged in Washington is regularly distrib-
uted on routes in those portions of Ore-
gon within the area to be regulated.

At least one Oregon plant to be reg-
ulated regularly distributes fluld milk
in California, and & California plant has
regular route disposition in southern
Oregon within the defined marketing
area,

There is & plant at Moses Lake, Wash.,
which, although it is located outside the
boundaries of the proposed marketing
area, has route disposition within the
marketing area. This plant ships sub-
stantial quantities of milk to Alaska on
a regular basis,

In addition to the regular and sub-
stantial flow of fluid milk across State
lines in both bulk and packaged form
by plants to be regulated, there is a
regular movement of manufactured dairy
products. Much of the reserve supply of
the proposed Oregon-Washington mar-
ket is manufactured into such products
as butter, nonfat dry milk and cheese.

These products are produced for sale on
the national market where they compete
with similar products produced through-
out the United States.

2. The structure of the market and
the need for an order. There are seven
dairy farmers' organizations seeking Fed-
eral order regulation for the Oregon-
Washington marketing area,

The Mayflower Farms, Inc., a coopera-
tive association of dairy farmers, is the
largest single supplier of Grade A milk
to handlers on the Oregon-Washington
market, Its 430 Grade A producer mem-
bers represent about 40 percent of the
approximately 1,100 Grade A producers
presently regulated under the Oregon
law (excluding producer-distributors).
Milk of these Grade A producer-members
is pooled and priced under the Oregon
State order.

Three hundred of these member pro-
ducers are located in Oregon and the re-
maining 130 reside in Washington, gen-
erally within the confines of the market-
ing area.

The assoclation membership also in-
cludes 400 dairy farmers engaged in the
production of manufacturing grade milk
and 170 who supply manufacturing
plants with farm-separated cream.

The assoclation operates fluid milk
plants located at Portland, Astoria, Coos
Bay, Medford, and Hermiston, Oreg.,
and at Yakima, Wash, all within the
marketing area,

For the 12-month period of November
1967 through October 1968, this asso-
ciation marketed 280 million pounds of
Grade A milk (23,3 million pounds,
monthly) . About 55 percent was disposed
of as fluld milk products, 12 percent as
cottage cheese, ice cream and related
products and the remaining 33 percent
was manufactured into Cheddar cheese,
butter, and nonfat dry milk.

The association receives Grade A milk
in bulk at its six plants and, in addition.
delivers to three State institutions and
16 distributing plants located throughout
the Oregon-Washington marketing ares

The Tillamook County Creamery As-
sociation located at Tillamook, Oref.
represents 320 dairy farmers, 130 of
whom are engaged in the production of
Grade A milk and 190 of whom product
manufacturing grade milk, Its plant sup-
plies Grade A fluid milk to processing
plants in Portland and is engaged in the
distribution of Grade A fluid milk and
milk products obtained in consumer
packages from Portland plants. It do&
no bottling of its own. Excess Grade A
milk and manufacturing grade milk are
manufactured at the association’s plant
into Cheddar cheese and butter.

The Farmers Cooperative Creamery at
McMinnville, Oreg., is a cooperative a5
sociation of dairy framers, 116 of whom
are engaged in the production of GI;?df
A milk and 366 engaged in the productios
of manufacturing grade milk or ff"-“;
separated cream. This plant does ";"‘
bottle but distributes Grade A fluid m!
products and fce cream packaged d
other handlers whose plants are Jocal€
at Eugene and McMinnville, Oreg.
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The assoclation supplies bulk Grade A
milk to distributing plants located in
Portland and in other cities located
throughout the Willamette River valley

area.

The association’s plant at McMinn-
ville also provides an outlet for excess
Grade A milk not needed for bottling
use by other milk processors in the mar-
ket. Excess Grade A milk and milk of
manufacturing grade are processed at
this plant into butter, nonfat dry milk,
dry whole milk, dry ice cream mix, and
fce milk mix.

The Eugene Farmers Creamery {5 a
cooperative association of dairy farmers
of whom 72 are engaged in Grade A milk
production and 100 engaged in the pro-
duction of manufacturing grade milk.
The association processes and distributes
Grade A fluld milk products at its plant
in Eugene, Oreg, In addition, it supplies
bulk Grade A milk to milk distributing
plants located in Eugene, Springfield,
Bend: and Redmond, Oreg.

This cooperative's plant supplies the
packaged fluid milk and ice cream needs
of the Farmers Cooperative Creamery at
MeMinnville and also delivers to the Mc-
Minnville plant its excess Grade A and
manufacturing grade skim milk.

The Mount Angel Cooperative Cream-
ery, Mount Angel, Oreg., is a cooperative
issociation of dairy farmers, 24 of whom
ire engaged in the production of Grade
A milk and 252 of whom deliver manu-
facturing grade milk or farm-separated
tream. The Grade A milk is delivered to
A Portland bottling plant and to some
extent to other bottling plants located
tsewhere, Grade A milk in excess of
these requirements is received at the as-*
sotiation’s manufacturing plant, which
s equipped to make butter, Cheddar
;’l}'l‘ése and roller-process nonfat dry
¢ The remaining two proponent associa-

lons of dairy farmers, the Portland In-
ﬁtndent Milk Producers Association,

rtland, Oreg., and the Southern Ore-
E‘zn Farm Tanks, Grants Pass, Oreg., are
a Nprocessing  associations of dairy
A s representing 48 and eight Grade
mm‘k producers, respectively, The for-
w‘:} association is also the marketing
Pmdt for the Oregon Guernsey Milk
mengfm Association which has as
T 11 dairy farmers engaged in
Production of Grade A milk. Milk
a‘;"’m Producer members of these associ-
R ‘t;‘\s is delivered to distributing plants
o u:‘d market, & number of which are
ilize 1n‘Portland. Excess Grade A not
 the ﬁl:!sm such distributors is diverted
M CﬁWmnvmcﬁm Cooperative Creamery at
© 5eVen proponent associati -

x Ons mar
ot ":’D"{oxhlnately 75 percent of all the
undmlk recelved at plants regu-
Market er the State of Oregon milk
U8 program. They also have

the Grag et the Oregon regulation
that e A milk of member producers
wuhlng‘;)nr.t’duced and marketed in

“re about 70 bottling plants in
Which recefve milk from pro-
Mditlon o oPerative associations. In

M, there are a large number of
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persons operating plants who are clas-
sified by the State of Oregon as pro-
ducer-handlers and who also distribute
milk in the area. The distribution of the
individual producer-handlers varies from
a few thousand pounds to as much as a
million pounds of milk per month.

There is general agreement among
producer interests in the market that
marketing conditions In the area are
such that an overall system of classifica-
tion and pricing of milk should be
adopted to restore stability and that for
such a system to be effective it must be
created under Federal authority.

As already noted, the State of Oregon
presently administers a milk order pro-
gram with purposes similar to those
which the proponents seek in a Federal
milk marketing order. .

The State, however, may not enforce
minimum prices with respect to milk pro-
duced outside Oregon. The Oregon milk
marketing program’s full effectiveness
in recent years has been curtailed be-
cause of the inability of enforcement
with respect to milk produced outside
Oregon. Recognizing this fact, the Milk
Audit and Stabilization Division of the
Oregon Department of Agriculture sup-
ported the proponent cooperatives in
seeking Federal regulation.

As noted earlier, there is substantial
interchange of milk between the States
of Oregon and Washington. Also, certain
handlers on the Oregon-Washington
market obtain supplemental supplies of
Grade A milk from farms located in
Idaho.

The distributing handlers doing =a
major portion of their business in the
Oregon-Washington market and receiv-
ing all their milk from sources not regu-
lated by the State of Oregon are the
Arden Farms and Foremost Foods plants
located at Portland, Oreg., and the
Standard Dairy with plants located at
Portland, Oreg., and Longview, Wash,
The Alpenrose Dairy, Portland, Oreg.,
and the Sunshine Dairy, McMinnville,
Oreg., receive a portion of their total
Grade A milk supply from unregulated
sources.,

The prices paid by unregulated dis-
tributors for Grade A milk are not
directly related to its use. While certain
handlers on the Oregon-Washington
market obtain milk from Washington
and Idaho for fluld use at prices less than
the Class I price established by the State
of Oregon, others, including the pro-
ponent associations, pay classifled prices
for their milk. Thus, the actual cost of
Class I milk to the unreguiated handlers
is often substantially below the Class I
price paid by handlérs regulated under
the State order with whom they compete
and reflects the particular bargaining
position of the individual producers or
groups of producers from whom they
buy. Such unregulated handlers pay
their farmers prices which are only
slightly higher than the uniform prices
paid by closely competing handlers who
are regulated under the State order, In-
evitably, a heterogeneous cost structure
results, leading to price cutting and other
disorderly marketing conditions at the
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expense of the dairy farmers regularly
associated with the market,

Milk not regulated under Oregon
statute which is purchased by these and
other unregulated handlers doing busi-
ness mainly in the Washington segment
of the proposed market consequently is
not purchased under a classified price
plan designed to insure uniform pricing
for all persons similarly situated.

A representative for one of the un-
regulated handlers located at Portland,
Oreg., which does substantial business
in the Oregon-Washington market,
stated that for October 1968 the plant
pay-price to three of Its Washington
resident producers, supplying 1.9 million
pounds of Grade A milk for the month,
was $5.41 per hundredwelght (3.5 test).
The prices (f.o.b. plant) are negotiated,
determined on the basis of the prevailing
competition among handlers for supply.

The average price of all milk pooled
under the Oregon order for October 1968
was $5.45 and the Class I price was $6.10
per hundredweight for milk of the same
butterfat test.

The Chief of the Milk Stabilization
Division of the Oregon State Department
of Agriculture, In his analysis of mar-
keting problems in the area, testified
that certain unregulated handlers on
the Oregon-Washington market are able
to purchase Class I milk at a price gen-
erally about 1 cent per quart (approxi-
mately 465 cents per hundredweight)
less than the Oregon pool Class I price,

This witness pointed out that only
handlers with a very high Class I utlii-
zation ratio can completely supply their
plants with out-of-State nonpool milk,
With respect to a plant handler having
a high percentage of Grade A milk util-
ized in the manufacturing use category,
his blend price would be lower if all such
receipts were pooled under the Oregon
order, This is because, under the Oregon
Milk Stabilization regulation, an Oregon
handler who uses both Oregon pool milk
and nonpool milk must purchase his pool
milk in proportion to his total plant
utilization. This basis of allocating pool
and nonpool receipts of & handler under
the Oregon statute for classification pur-
poses is commonly referred to as the
“equal allocation” regulation.

Several witnesses referred to a study
of marketings in the area of milk not
pooled under the Oregon statute, made
public by the Division of Milk Audit and
Stabilization of the Oregon Department
of Agriculture, According to this report,
unregulated handlers competing with
Oregon handlers have a buying advan-
tage of as much as 50 to 60 cents per
hundredweight on Class I milk. Such
witnesses also contended that a Federal
milk marketing agreement or order,
therefore, is needed as the only means of
assuring stable marketing conditions for
dairy farmers, handlers, and the con-
suming public throughout the defined
marketing area.

In view of the above circumstances,
adoption of a marketing agreement or
order for the Oregon-Washington mar-
keting area will contribute to the im-
provement of marketing conditions and
will tend to effectuate the declared policy
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of the Act. Price stability and orderly
marketing throughout the entire Oregon-
Washington marketing area depend upon
the adoption of a classified pricing plan
based upon audited utilization of all
Grade A milk purchased by handlers
from producers and an equitable division
among all such producers of the proceeds
from the sale of their milk. This is the
principal purpose of a Federal order,

In addition, the procedures required
by the Act would afford all interested
persons opportunity to take part in de-
termining, through public hearing, what
the various provisions of the order should
be to insure the orderly marketing of
milk on a continuing basis.

3. Order provisions—A, Scope of regu-
lation. It Is necessary to deslgnate clearly
what milk and which persons would be
subject to the various provisions of the
order. This is accomplished by providing
specific definitions to describe the mar-
keting area Involved, and to specify the
persons, plants and milk products to
which the applicable provisions of the
order relate.

(1) Marketing area. The Oregon-
Washington marketing area should in-
clude all the territory geographically
within the 26 Oregon counties, nine
Washington counties and those portions
of Lewis and Pacific Counties, Wash,,
listed below:

OrzooN COUNTIES

Benton, Lane.
Clackamas, Lincoln.
Clatsop, Linn.
Columbia, Marion.
Coos. Marrow.
Deschutss, Multnomah.
Douglas. Polk.
Gllllam. Shermuan.
Hood River. Tillamook.
Jackson. Umatilla.
Jefferson. Wasoo,
Josephine. Washington,
Klamath. Yamhill,

Wasmneron COUNTIES
Benton, Skamania,
Clark. Wahkiakum.
Cowlita. Walla Walla.
Franklin. Yakima,
Klickitat,

In Lewis County, t = town of Vader. In
Pacific County, that portion not included
in the defined area of Order 125 (Puget
Sound, Wash.).

Further, the marketing area should in-
clude all piers, docks, and wharves con-
nected therewith and all territory that
now, or in the future, is occupied by Gov-
ernment (municipal, State, or Federal)
reservations, Installations, institutions,
or other similar establishments, if any
part of such territory is within the desig-
nated geographical I'mits of the market-
ing area.

The northern sector of the marketing
area is bisected by the Columbia River
which, for the most part, marks the
boundary between Oregon and Washing-
ton, This sector of the marketing area
includes the tier of Washington and
Oregon counties adjacent to the north
and south shores of the river, respec-
tively, and extends from the Pacific
Ocean to and Including the counties of
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Walla Walla and Umatilla in eastern
Washington and Oregon, respectively.

Oregon is divided into two dissimilar
sections by the Cascade Mountains which
cross the State north to south about 120
miles from the ocean. West of the Cas-
cades and parallel with the seashore Is
the coast range of mountalns.

The two-thirds of the State lying to
the east of the Cascade Range, particu-
larly in the central and southern regions
is generally sparsely populated. These
eastern Oregon regions are not incorpo-
rated in the defined marketing area. On
the other hand, all the Oregon counties
lying astride and west of the Cascade
Range are in the defined area, with the
exception of Curry County, at the south-
western tip of the State.

Portland, Oreg., the largest population
center in the marketing area (372,676
persons) * is situated at the confluence
of the Columbia and the Willamette
rivers, The entire valley area lying be-
tween the Cascade and coastal range of
mountains, the northern part of which
consists of the Willamette River Basin,
is an area of Intensive farming, including
dairy farming. Most of the principal pop-
ulation centers of the State are located
in this region, ranging geographically
from Portland on the north through
Salem, Corvallis, Albany, Eugene, Rose-
burg, Grants Pass, Medford, and Klam-
ath Falls at the southern extremity of
the State,

Located in the coastal area of the mar-
keting area, north to south, are the citles
of Astoria, Tillamook, Newport, North
Bend, Coos Bay, and Bandon.

The Oregon-Washington marketing
area is continguous to the Puget Sound
Federal order market on the northwest
and has the Inland Empire Federal order
market at its extreme northeastern tip.
Portland, the market's largest city Is lo-
cated 172 miles (by State highway dis-
tance) directly south of Seattle and 354
miles southwest of Spokane, the princi-
pal population centers of the respective
nearby Federal order markets,

The population of the proposed mar-
keting area is approximately 2.1 million.
About 651,685 persons, or 31 percent of
this total, reside in the urbanized area of
Portland (Multnomah County), Oreg.
This urbanized area includes most of the
population of Multnomah County, and
portions of Clackamas and Washington
Counties, Oreg., and Clark County, Wash.

The urbanized area of Eugene (Lane
County), Oreg., constitutes the next larg-
est population center in the market:
About 95,686 persons reside in the city
and in contiguous divisions and subdi-
visions of Lane County.

Much of the marketing area {s rural
in nature, in large part due to the moun-
talnous terrain. Of the 37 counties (or
portions thereof) included in the area,
19 are classified by the census of popula-
tion as less than 50 percent urban.

Because of a significant portion of
sales of fluid milk products by handlers

* Population data shown throughout these
findings are based upon the 1060 Census of
Population unless otherwise stated.

who would be regulated Is in rural areas,
and because of the relative density of
population immediately surrounding the
several cities, the marketing area should
be defined, to the extent possible, on
the basis of county boundaries.

Grade A milk products scld for fluid
consumption throughout the proposed
marketing area must be approved by
health authorilies who are governed by
health -ordinances, practices, and pro-
cedures patterned after the U.S. Public
Health Service Grade A recommended
milk ordinance. Also, the States of Ore-
gon, Washington, and Idaho have reclp-
rocal agreements with respect to the
interstate movement of milk from han-
dler facilities which are approved and
rated under the U.S. Public Health Sery-
ice Interstate Milk Shippers Code. Be-
cause of such reciprocal approval of re-
gponsible health authorities, there gen-
erally is free and unrestricted movement
of Grade A milk both in bulk and pack-
aged form among various locations in
the market, :

The Carnation Milk Co. has two boi-
tling plants located within the proposed
marketing area, one at Sunnyside (Yaki-
ma County), Wash,, and the other al
Portland (Multnomah County), Oreg
Both distribute Grade A fluid milk o
the proposed marketing area.

Representatives of the Carnation Co
objected to the inclusion of the defined
marketing area of the Washington coun-
ties of Yakima, Benton, Walla Wrll,
Franklin, and Klickitat, which they Indi-
cated cover, in large part, the primary
sales area of its Sunnyside plant. Thes
five counties (referred to throughoul
this discussion as the “ﬁvc-count{
area’) are located in Washington east
of the Cascade Range.

This handler proposed that in the
event the five-county Washington ares
should be regulated, then an additional
six counties where they do busines
(three in Washington and three in O
gon) also should be included as a part
of the defined marketing avea. Thes
counties are Asotin, Columbia, and’Gnr-
field in Washington, and Baker, Lnlo?.
and Wallowa in Oregon (i.c., located I
the southeastern and northeastern €%
ners of the two States, rcﬂwcml“é
Thus, it Is the position of Carnation L9
that elther all or none of this 11-couny
area should be regulated. ol

Controversy over the defined 1‘-"“‘;‘m
the marketing area centered chiefls b
the propenent assoclations’ proposal
include in the marketing area the %
county area, and Carnation’s propee”
with respect to regulation of the cantlgg'
ous Washington counties of Asotin, .
lumbia, and Garfield, and the 'Ofcfn
counties of Baker, Union, and W anoxhr

A witness testifying on behall of s
Carnation Co. stated that Kllckig
County is served from its Portland, Ol;f&
plant. Sales In the countles of Ben
Pranklin, Walla Walla, Columbid. ‘;
Garfield account for almost hall %bw
Sunnyside plant’s total Class I dlsl oo
tion. Milk sold by Carnation in t;nst %
mainder of the 11-county area orig ey
at the Sunnyside plant. Asotin CO¥
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Wash., and Wallowa County, Oreg., are
not currently being served by Carnation
although i was doing business In the
two counties until recently,

There are seven other known bottling
handlers whose plants are located In
the five-county area whose business is
more than local in character. There are
no indicated bottling plants located in
the three Washington and three Oregon
counties conditionally proposed by
Carnation to be regulated.

In addition to Carnation's Sunnyside
(Yakima County) plant, there is the
Tomlinson Dafry, Walla Walla; the
Yakima City Creamery; a Mayflower
Farms plant located at Yakima (Yakima
County), Washington; the Reesman’s
Dalry, Toppenish (Yakima County);
Twin City Creamery Co., Kennewick
(Benton County) ; College Dalry, College
Place (Walla Walla County); and Hul-
burt Dairy, a producer-distributor type
operation located at Kennewick, Wash.
The latter four handlers were not repre-
sented at the hearing. Their sales areas,
however, range from several to all of the
five counties of Yakima, Klickitat,. Ben-
ton, Franklin, and Walla Walla.

The Tomlinson Dairy, located at Walla
Walla (Walla Walla County), Wash., is
A proprietary bottling operation. This
handler receives his Grade A milk supply
(about 70 percent) from nine producers,
and supplementary milk (about 30 per-
cent), for the most part during the
school year, from a cooperative located
At Meridian, Idaho. About 97 percent of
the plant utilization is Class L

The regular sales area of this plant
includes the Washington counties of
Benton, Columbia, Franklin, and Walla
Walla, He expressed the necessity of reg-
ulating Asotin and Garfield counties as
well s the area where he does business,
or leaving It entirely unregulated if

operations are not to be unduly
disadvantaged.

From 40 to 50 percent of Tomlinson's
Grade A milk is distributed in Benton
and Franklin Counties, Wash. This han-
dler, however, Is not currently selling
milk in either Asotin or Garfield Coun-
tes although he has had sales in both
tounties in the past. Occasional sales are
Mmade in Yakima County, Wash., and
grrlel:“u“' Union, and Baker Counties,

flflle Yakima City Creamery is a pro-
”{""“‘W bottling and manufacturing
g:nm located at Yakima, Wash. This
; dl?r receives his Grade A milk supply

0m 23 producers and distributes fluid
’c',“lk products in Yakima and Benton
K(;luntics and, through a vendor, in
o tkltat County, This handler stated
Fezt he neither Supports nor opposes

Ceml_rt‘glﬂatlon for his area.

Igmer(am other handlers and producer

Lsum offered testimony with respect to
i northeastern segment of the pro-
;ed Area under discussion.

‘mt:’;lness for Arden Farms contended
s Washington counties of Yakima,

1, and Walla Walla are not an in-
mark part of the Oregon-Washington
wouls \DE area and their regulation
d pose the threat of encouraging
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greater Grade A milk production solely
for use in manufacture-valued milk prod-
ucts.

The Arden Farms plant, located at
Moses Lake (Grant County), Wash,, is
a bottling and manufacturing operation
from which some Class I distribution
(about 17 percent) is made in a portion
of the marketing area proposed by the
order proponents and as here adopted.

Of the total receipts at this plant, ap-
proximately 27 percent is milk which is
pooled under the Inland Empire Federal
order.

The proportion of total Class I sales in
the Washington counties of Garfield,
Columbia, Benton, Franklin, Yakima,
and Walla Walla estimated to orlginate
at the Moses Lake plant range from a
low of 3 percent in Walla Walla County to
highs of 20 and 30 percent in Columbia
and Garfield Counties, respectively,

The Central Washington Jersey Milk
Pool, Sunnyside, Wash., supplies some
Grade A milk to the Moses Lake plant.
This association also is opposed to reg-
ulation of the five-county area and the
Washington counties of Grant, Asotin,
Garfield, and Columbia. This producer
group, and the Portland Independent
Milk Producers Association (one of the
order proponent associations), expressed
concern that regulation of this area could
result in the pooling of increased Grade A
milk for manufacturing use.

It is concluded that the Washington
counties of Yakima, Klickitat, Benton,
Franklin, and Walla Walla are an in-
tegral part of the Oregon-Washington
market and should be included in the
defined marketing area.

As noted earlier, the distribution from
plants closely associated with the Ore-
gon-Washington market and regulated
under Oregon law covers a wide geo-
graphic area and there is substantial
overlapping of handler sales areas. The
distribution routes from plants located
in and near Portland, Oreg., for example,
extend Into the proposed Washington
counties which are situated both to the
west and east of the Cascades. Such
routes overlap with sales routes of plants
located within the controverted five-
county ares.

Similarly, there is an intertwining of
route distribution of plants located In
the five-county area with those of dis-
tributors located In contiguous Oregon
counties to the south, now a part of the
Oregon State regulated market and pro-
posed herewith to be included in the
Oregon-Washington marketing area,

Mayflower Farms distributes fluld milk
products on routes in the five-county
area from its plants located at Portland
and Hermiston, Oreg. Fluld milk prod-
ucts are distributed also from its Yakima
plant generally throughout the five-
county area as well as in contiguous
Oregon counties to the south. There is
also a regular exchange of milk between
the Mayflower Farms plant at Portland
and its plants at Hermiston and Yakima.
The assoclation’s branch distribution fa~-
cilities located at Hermiston, Oreg., and
at Kennewick, Walla Walla, Grandview,
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and Yakima, Wash,, account for about
20 percent of the association’s total Class
I distribution under the State of Oregon
order.

Distributing handlers regulated under
Oregon law or under one of the nearby
Federal milk orders (Puget Sound or
Inland Empire) account for about 380
percent of the volume of fluid milk prod-
ucts sold in Klickitat County. About 30
percent originates from Carnation's
Portland plant and 40 percent from the
three plants of Mayflower Farms located
al Portland and Hermiston, Oreg., and
Yakima, Wash. Most of the remaining
distribution is made by other handlers
who would be subject to regulation under
the proposed order.

The Mayflower Portland and Yakima
plants together with a handler regulated
under the Puget Sound order share about
40 percent of the total sales in Yakima
County. About 20 percent of the total
sales volume in this county is distributed
by the Yakima City Creamery, the only
other large bottling plant located in the
city of Yakima, Other persons who would
be subject to regulation if the order were
issued account for the remaining sales
in Yakima County.

Distribution of fluid milk products in
Benton, Franklin, and Walla Walla
Counties by Mayflower Farms, the Car-
nation's plant at Sunnyside. the Yakima
City Creamery and to some extent from
a Seattle regulated plant, is intertwined
with distribution by Tomlinson Dairy
Farms, the Twin City Creamery, Hul-
burt Dairies, and College Dalry, the lat-
ter four plants being located iIn this
three-county area.

The only other distributor located out-
side the five-county area and having sig-
nificant sales therein is the Arden’s plant
al Moses Lake (Grant County), Wash,
Of the elght plants located within the
five-county area (listed earlier in this
discussion) the Carnation's Sunnyside
plant and Tomlinson's at Walla Walla
are known to distribute fluid milk prod-
ucts outside the marketing area here de-
fined. Such distribution is limited
generally to the Washington counties of
Garfield and Columbia, and to the Ore-
gon counties of Union, Baker, and
Wall